The Department of P June 2011

GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_1055
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

| object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

J  Traffic congestion — lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in
traffic and congestion that this development will generate. H is estimated that this
development and the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000
cars/hour in peak hour {Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011
commissioned by Ashfield Council).

/“k\% Scale and out of character with our village - this is a gross over-development of the Mills
site and the proposed heights of the tower blocks {10-13 storeys) is completely out of
character with the local one and two-storey dwellings {many of which are heritage), that are
characteristic of Summer Hill and adjoining villages.

U// Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
schools, childcare and ather amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

U/ Limited green space — This development has limited green space, a concern compounded by
the fact that Ashfield is already the 2™ most densely populated municipality in NSW.

\,V( Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill
community confirming in the developer’'s own survey that they wanted to be informed
about this development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all
genuine. The community’s concerns are simply being ignored and overiooked.

»

)\L % Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact
{increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative
impact of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct.

\A Retail impact on the Summer Hill village ~ the excessive retail elements in this development
will duplicate and squeeze out local small husinesses in an area with already extensive retail
provision. -
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Grace Cochrane
curator.writer.consultant
MFA, PhD (Tas) D.Litt (UNSW)

25 Morris Street, Summer Hill,
NSW 2130, Australia

61 (0)2 97986821

61 (0)4 25215244

gracecochrane@bigpond.com
28 June, 2011

Michael Woodland

Director, Metropolitan and Regional projects, South
Department of Planning and Infrastructure

GPO Box 39, Sydney 2000

Dear Sir,

MPO8_0195: Former Allied Mills site, 2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill
In association with:
MP08_0195: Lewisham Towers site: 78-90 Old Canterbury Road

I want to register my strong concerns about the development of the Former Allied
Mills site, with particular regard to its scale and impact on the suburb, and to
seek a review that takes into consideration the concerns of those who live in the
neighbourhood, and our local council.

In particular, it is clear to everyone in the area that it is necessary to carry outa
review of this site in conjunction with the totally irresponsible plan for
development of the Lewisham Towers site: Application no: MP08_0195.

I have lived in Summer Hill for 22 years, and understand the patterns of living in
the area, including those of transport and shopping. I also strongly support the
small business infrastructure that exists here, and want to maintain its viability.

I support the work of both Ashfield and Marrickville Councils, in their planning for
residential and business development across their entire region of responsibility.

In the plans currently presented by the developers, particularly of the Lewisham
Towers proposal, I see little regard for local knowledge of needs, opportunities
and constraints, but rather a greedy opportunity for making money, by-passing
local planning processes, and to date, exploiting state planning processes.

[

: Specific to the Former Allied Mills Site: MP08_0195

» The towers are significant in heritage and historic terms - and beautiful. While
it is understood that they will have to have such as windows included, the
extrusions on top appear to be overwhelming and inappropriate, both
conceptually and physically.

« The height of buildings at the Smith Street end of the site are far too tall for
this area, rising to 8 storeys in some places (Bldg 8), and 13 storeys (Bldg
10) in others. This is quite inappropriate for this position, so close to the road,
and will overwhelm the neighbouring buildings already there.

« The density of people and cars that this site will generate, needs to be
carefully considered with regard to the impact on Smith Street and new



Canterbury Road as major throughways, and Edward Street which is a small
residential street.

It is necessary to make sure there is adequate green space associated with
this development.

2: Specific to the Lewisham Towers proposal: MPO8_0195

This application should be rejected as it was last presented and a more
responsible scale of development be demanded that would take into account the
actual needs and characteristics of the area, as well as the issues below, which
are shared by residents of the area and the Marrickville and Ashfield Councils.

Residential density: There are far too many people to be housed on a site
this size, and in this location. If the Department is serious about looking at
the full context in which proposals are assessed, it is clear that the two
adjacent sites need to be considered together. It is noticeable that the
Lewisham proposal is vastly more densely populated than the Mill proposal.

Retail density: there is a gross over-allocation of space to retail businesses,
especially the huge and inappropriate supermarket in the Lewisham proposal
(2800 sq.m!). The area (even with the influx of new people) is already well
catered-for with supermarkets and small businesses, and the scale of this
facility is unnecessary.

Traffic: While the site is close to the railway line, and to some bus routes,
there is absolutely no doubt that there will also be an increase in the number
of cars on roads and intersections that are already identified as inadequate for
current traffic. This is already a significant problem for the area, with frequent
gridlocks for long distances, and it can only be worse. The traffic report is not
convincing; this aspect needs to be reviewed more objectively.

Parking: The parking under the building for residents is described as ‘limited’.
Thus, those with more than one car will park in narrow adjacent streets,
already congested with cars of existing residents, and rail commuters. If, as
well, there is inadequate parking for shoppers on the precinct, their cars will
also congest those streets.

Light rail: This is not likely to make a significant difference. Not everyone
works along that route; it will have the same destination as city-bound trains
(and currently costs more). And not everyone needs to travel to the city!

Open space: The amount of open space allocated is pitiful in the extreme.
What a wasted opportunity. What greed!

I look forward to hearing the results of your careful consideration of both these
sites.

Yours sincerely,

Gpacs oo

Grace Cochrane
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Amy Watson - Submlssmn on Redevelopment of former Allied Mills Site MP10_0155
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From: "julie foreman" <julie.foreman@aapt.net.au>

To: <amy.watson@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: Wednesday, 29 June 2011 7:55 PM

Subject: Submission on Redevelopment of former Allied Mills Site MP10_0155
CcC: <p1an comment@planmng nsw. gov au>

Dear Ms Watson

| write to make a submission regarding the Concept Plan Application for a Mixed Use
Development of the Former Allied Mills Site — 2-32 Smith St Summer Hill (MP10_0155)

| object to the current plans because:

» The density and bulk of the buildings are inappropriate for the area

« The impact on traffic will be significant. The area is currently grid-locked at
morning peak

« Itis not clear how the potential impact on the Greenway during construction
and after will be managed

« The increase in population would require additional community facilities such
as childcare, open space etc

« A development such as this provides the opportunity for including affordable
housing and social housing. This has not been considered.

« The development has not been considered with the neighbouring
redevelopment in adjoining Marrickville Council [Mixed redevelopment,
Canterbury Rd Lewisham MP08_0195] which will compound the concerns
mentioned above.

Yours sincerely
Julie Foreman

7/11 Kensington Rd
Summer Hill 2130

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alwatson\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4E0B833... 30/06/2011



© U The Departmentofplannzngandlnfrastructure S unezom
;. GPOBOx39. . . R AR T U T
_ Sydney NSW 20{}1

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allred Nlrils Slte MP10 1055
: -32 Smrth Street Summer HrllNSW 2130 Col . . :

i '_ B object to the above Concept Plao app%ucation orr the basrs of the followmg (as mdlcated)

RN iTraffrc congestron lack of any crecllble plans 1o deal wlth the very substantral increase in
- raffic and congestion that this development will, generate It is-estimated that this
S .'development and the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000
+. - cars/hour-in_peak hour {Independent study by Co!ston Budd Hunt & Kafes May 2011
i '_commlssmned vashf;eld Councrl) R T N .
Eh (3 '_-Scale and eut of character wrth our wllage thss is'a'gross over devefopment of the Mills
L site and the proposed heights of the tower: blocks (10 ~-13 :storeys) is- completeiy out of
L :_character with the local one and two-storey dwe]lmgs (many of whrch are her:tage) that are
' -;characterlstlc of Summer Hill and adjomlng vlllages L e

N 55 Z_'-impact on focal amemty the addrtron of over. SOO new. reSIdents {330 Units X 2. 49 people/
. dwelling average in Ashf;eld) in this development srmply cannot be accommodated by local -
' __'.schoois, chlldcare and other amemtres, many of whlch are already at capacrty :

: 'j_ __"iii __"-_'erued green space This development hae §lmtted green space, a concern compounded by
o '-the fact that Ashfield is already the 2‘“j most densely populated munzcrpalrty in NSW,

S| .:'.Lack of genume commumty consultatron = desprte 62 per cent of the Surmmer Hill
. “community confirming in the developer’s own survey. that they wanted to be informed
. .'_-about this development communlty consultatron has been extremely limited and not at ail

g _genume The community’s concerns are samply bemg tgnored and overlooked

[ 1] ';Combmed rmpact wrth Lewusham Towers = nobody is consrdermg the combmed rmpact
R ;_':(Jncreased traffic, scale and demgn, overcrowd:ng and ioss iof living amenity .and negative . : :
SO impact of. existing local. busrnesses) of thls deveiopment and the adlacent Lewrsham Towers s
T ".._devefopment wh:ch is part of the same McGaIl Street precmct IR -

SN R 33:Reta|I |mpact on the Summer Hll! vrllage the excessive retall elements in thls development - 5
il duplicate: and squeeze out local small busmesses m an area wrth aiready extensrve retall S
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o : Objectlon to the Redevelopment of the Former Alhed Mllls Slte MP10 1055
_2'32 Smtth Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130 R - :

- 1 object to the above Concept Plan applicatron on the basis ofthe followmg (as lndicated}

' B4aff|c congestlon ~ Jack of any credible plans to deal wsth the very substantaat increase in
"traffic ‘and ‘congestion that this development will generate, - It is estimated that this
development and the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000
_carsfhour in’ peak ‘hour-{Independent study by Colston, Budd Hunt & Kafes, May 2011

' commsss:oned byAshfseid Councd) CUCRE S ; . :

sate end the proposed helghts of the tovver blocks (10 13 storeys} is completely out -of
' character with the local one and two“storey dwellmgs (many of which are herltage), that are.
charactenstcc ofSummer H;]l and adjommg w!iages . e T :
o .'B/mpact on local amen:ty the add;tlon of over: 800 new remdents (330 unlts X 2.49 people/ -
- dwelling average in Ashfield) in this- development simply cannot be accommodated by locai
schools ch;ldcare and other amemtaes many of Wl’llCh are already at capauty B

. -;EI lelted greenspace Thls development has llmlted greenspace a concem compounded by_ '
the fact that Ashﬂeld is already the 2'“i most densely populated mumcnpallty in NSW.,

T {J Lack of genuane commumty consultatlon w-desplte 62 per cent of ‘the Summer Hill -
L commumty confirming in the developers own survey that they wanted to be informed
. about this development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all
genume The commumty s concerns are s:mpiv be:ng |gnored and overlooked '

y B/ Combmed !mpact weth Lewusham Towers - nobody is’ consader:ng the ‘combined impact
(mcreased traffic, scale and des:gn overcrowdlng and loss of living . amenity and negative . e

impact of existing. tocal businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lew:sham Towers =~ o o

development whlch |s part of the same Mchl Street prec:nct

SO : '-_:E/Retall xmpact on the Summer H:Il vnilage the excesswe retall elements m th:s deveIOpment ' _
' W|ll dupllcate and squeeze out Iocal smail buslnesses in-an area wrth already extensave relarl_ .
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- _ _Objectaon to the Redevelopment of the Former Aihed Mllls Slte MPlD 1055 o
2732 Smith Street Summer Htll NSW 2139 ' : L

- _'_i____obje_ct to.th_e abo_ve Concept F_’_lan appiication. on the'basi_s. ofihez_"fo'lioWan (as Endica’ted):

i .'Trafftc congest;on - lack of any uecllb?e plans to deai Wi‘l.h the very substantlal increase in, ...
e traffie and congestion. that this development will ‘generate, it s estimated that this -

.developmeni and the ptoposed Lewisham Towers deve]opment wli% generate an extra 1000 - o
' cars/hour in peak hour. {Independent study by Colston Budd Hunt & Kafes May 2011

- '-commlssmned by Ashf;eid Councxl)

"_.Scale ancl out of choracter with our \nllage - thls zs a gross ovor de\relopment of the Mllfs R
Lo site and the proposcd heights of the tower: blocks {10-13 storeys} is completely out of -
" character with the local one and two-storey dweilmgs (many of, whlch are heritage) thatare : -

Lo 'charactenstic ol Summer H;li and ad;ommg wllages : S '

IR zimpact on local amemty et e addition of over. 80{) new. res;dents (33[} units x 2.49 peaple/
S -dwelling average in Ashfield} in this development. simply cannot he accommodated by local_ o
T schoois chtldcal e and other amemtles many of whtch are aireadv at capac;ty s L

: : 'Limited gleenspace This development has limi‘teol green'spacé' a Cor}{:ern compounded by_ :
“the 'fact that Ashflelzﬁ is a!readythe 2““ most donsely populated mumc:pallty in. NSW '

’ -'-._-Lack of genuine commumty consultatmn - desprte 62 per cent. of 1he Summer Hill
Lo icommunity c:onﬁrmmg in the developer’s.own. survey that they wantod to be informed =~
".about this development community consultation has been, extremely hm;ted and not at all '
. ':_genume The commumty $ CONCEINSs are snm;oly bemg sgnored and Overlooked S

.”;_'Q-'-Ccmbmed lmpact wuth Lew;sham Towers - nobody is conssdermg the combmed impact
: (mcreased traffic, srale and dessgn, overcrowdmg and loss of l:vmg ‘amenity and negative _

'_'lmpact of existing local busmesses} of thls development and the adJacem Lewusham Towers X

- ::_ development wh:ch is. part of tho same McGnli Street precmct -

T -3: IE:Retall impact on the Summer H;ll wlfage the excesswe retall elements in thls deveiopment s
. Wlll dupllcate and squeeze out Eocal small busmesses in an area w;th already extenswo retail

- provision,
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L : _Objectlon to the Redavelopment of the Former Altied Mli!s S!te NiPlO 1055
" -:2 =32 Smith Street Summer Hi!f NSW 2139 SRR :

: :l ob;ecl to t‘ne above Concept P!an apphca’clon on 1he baszs of the follewmg {as md:cated}

: _Trafﬁc congestion lack of any credible p[ans to deal wnth the very subs%antiai increase in
o ‘traffic :and | congestloﬂ that “this deveiapment will gerserate At is, esttmated that this
.‘._deve]opment and the proposed Lewisham Towers deveiopment will generate an extra 1000

" cars/hour-in, peak hour {Independent study hy (‘olston Budd Hunt & Kafes May 2011
_ 'commissmned by Ashﬁe]d Counc;i} TR -

S :Scaie and out of characier w:th our w[!age -~ -thls isa grass over cfevelopment of the Mills .

site and the. proposed hezghts of the tower blocks {10- -13 storeys) is campletely out of

e _-character with the, iocai one and two-storey. dw:-:*ihngs (many of: which are. herltage) that are
;""character:stﬁc of Sum mer Hr?l anci adgommg vsHages S

3'_impact on Iocai amemtym 1he addition of Dver 800 new reSJdents (330 units X 2 49 peopie/
_ _;fs_.dwelflng average in, Ashfle§d) in this development SImp!y cannot be. accommodated by Eocaf
L :schoois chtfdcare and other amemttes many of whlch are already at capamty '

:- ;"lelted greenspace mTIm devefopment has %:m lted greanspane ‘2 Loncem compounded by
L the fact that Ashfleld is aiready the 2" mast deﬁseiy popuiated mumc;pahty in NSW

"'.Lack of genulne commumty consultatlon - despate 62 per cent of the Summet Hitt
; .commumty confirming in the developer’s own survey that they ‘wanted to be informed
o ahout ti’ns deveiopment community ccnsu%tatson has been extremely Elmsied and not at. all
G genume The commun[ty s concerns are ssmpiy bemg ngnorecﬁ and’ overlooked

= :Combmed :mpact WIth Lew;sham Towers - nobody is cons:dermg the comblned fmpact
_-;Q__(mcreased trafflc, scale and: des&gn overcrowdmg and loss of hwng amemty and- negative
'.'1mpact of existing’ local busmesses} of this. development and the ad;acent Lewrsham Towers
' -'devcfopment whlch is. part of ’she same MCGI“ Street precmct _'; o RS

s :;' E.IRetall lrnpact on the Summer Hi” wllage e 1he excesssve retall e[emenls in thls deveiopment :
o :'WIH dupllcate and squeeze out iocal small busmesses m an area wsth already extens;ve retazl
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» Objectron to the Redevelopment of the Former Allred Mills Site - MPlO 1055 S
2. 32 Sm;th Street Summer Hill NSW 2130 :

' _' L objec,t to.the_'-_ajbo\re _Co_ncept_ Plan .ap.plication on the basis of the f_ollovving las_in_dic_a'ted):

' F/ Traff‘c congestton lack of any credlble plans to deal wnth the very substantral increase in
traffic. and congestlon that this development will ‘generate, " It is estimated that “this
development and the: proposed Lewisham Towers devefopment will generate an‘extra 1000 -
-rarsfhour in: peak ‘hour: (independent study by Colston, Budd,’ Hunt & Kafes, May 2011. -
commrssnoned by Ashf;eld Councsl) SRR '

: :- -U Scale and out of character w:th our v1llage - th:s is a gross over—development of the M:lls L

: site and the proposed he:ghts of the tower-blocks {10-13 storeys) is completely out of .
character wrth the local oneand two—storey dwellmgs (many ofwhleh are herltage) that are ;_ C
characterlstlc of Summer Hlll and adjommg vsllages ' : e

lmpact on local amentty the addltlon of over 800 new res;dents {330 unlts X 2 49 peopée/”
dwellmg average in Ashﬁeld} inthis development 5|rnply cannot ba. accommodated bv Eocal
. schools childcare and other amenltles, many of WhiCh are already at capac:ty 5 ' o

lelted green space Tl’llS development has limi ted green spaee, a concern compounded by :
the fact that Ashﬁeld is als‘eady the 2n most denseiy populated mumcupal:ty in NSW '

} Lack of genume commumty consuitat:on - desplte 62’ per cent of the Summer Hilt -
. : communsty confirming in the. developer 's -own survey-that they' wanted to ‘be |nformed”'- '

; _' about this development, community consultataon bhas been extremely limited and not at all L
genulne The commumty s concerns are srmply be:ng |gnored and overlooked ' '

. "‘«l Combmed impact wnth Lew:sham Towers - nobody is. cons:dermg the combmed 1mpact_ :

- (mcreased trafﬁc scale and dewgn, overcrowdmg and loss ‘of: llvmg amenrty and hegative
_impact-of existing: local busmesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewasham Towers' P

development whlch is part of the same. McgGill Street prec:nct : SRR

-_-ﬂ Reta;l lmpact on the Summer H:Ii v;ltage - the excessave retall elements in thls deve!opment' :

Wil duphcate and squeeze out locaE smail bussnesses in an area WIth aiready extensive retarl_. L
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o -Object:on to the Redevelopment of the Former All:ed M:lls Slte MPJ.O 055
- 232 Smlth Street, Summer Hilk NSW 2130 ' L

F ob)ect to the above Concept Plan appl;catlon on the basis of the foliowmg (as mdlcated} o

@/ Trafflc congest;on lack of any credlble plans to deal wuth ‘the: very substanttal mcrease in

" traffic-and ‘congestion that. this development will ‘generate.” It s estimated that ‘this -
development and the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 EE

cars/hour . in peak hour {lndependent study by Colston Budd Hunt & Kafes Nlay 2011_ '
commlSSloned byAshfleld Councd) SR L S :

/ Scale and out of character W|th our vnllage — this fs a gross over- development of the Nl|lls

site ‘and the, proposed heights: of the tower blocks {10-13 storeys) Is completely out of = " -
_character with the: locat one and. two-storey dwellmgs {many of vvhich are hentage) that are L R

charactenstlc of Summer Hzll and aci;ommg v:llages '

o o L :

& lmpact on, local amenity the addltlon of over SOO new res;dents {330 units X 2 49 people/'-

- dwelling average in-Ashfield) in thls development simpiy cannot be accommodated by local .
_ schools chtldcare and other amenlties many of Wthh are already at capamty ' 2

_l 4 lelted green space Thls development hes l!mlted green spac a concern compounded by '
“the. fact that Ashfreld is alreedy the 2“d most densely populated munlczpailty in NSW '

PJ i.ack of genume commumty consultatlon — desp:te 62 per cent of the Summer Hlll_"_

' communlty confirmmg inthe: developers own survey that they.. wanted to.be informed «
about thls deveiopment communlty consultatlon has been extremeiy Ilmlted and not atall: -

genume The community s concerns. are s:mply bemg lgnored and. overlooked

L ;l Comhmed :mpact With Lew:sham Towers o nobody is conmdenng the combmed lmpact _
(lncreased traffic; scale and design, overcrowdlng and loss of living amenity and negative
- impact.of. emst:ng Jocal busmesses) of this: deveéopment and the adjacent Lewrsham Towers G

e ldevelopment whrch is part of the same McGiIl Street preolnct

'._lx’/Rete:l ;mpact on the Summer H:ll \nllage the excesswe retall eiements in thls development_" SR .
'. wsll dupllcate and squeeze out local small busmesses in an area w1th already extensnve reta|l RETEE
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Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard and Ashfield Council -~
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Amy Watson - Application No MP10_0155 Location 2-32 Smith St, Summer Hill.
Proponent EG Fundq Management. Councils Ashfield & Marrickville.

foah R R B B T e R T S R R S RS S
From:
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: Tuesday, 5 July 2011 9:49 AM
Subject: Application No MP10 0155 Location 2-32 Smith St. Summer Hill. Proponent EG

Funds Management. Councils Ashﬂeld & Marrickville.

Attention: Director, Metropolitan & Regonal Projects South
Dear Sir or Madam,

In regard to:-

Application No. MP10_0155
Proponent EG Funds Management
Council area Ashfield & Marrickville

I am not in favour of the project mentioned above. My reason is that I live in this area and the traffic
is already horrific. The concept is for new residential streets, new residential buildings, and a new
shopping centre etc., which means adding more trucks and cars to the single lane roads in the area.
The area already has two shopping centres, one in Summer Hill and one in nearby Leichhardt
(Marketplace) and does not need another,both have supermarkets, cafes, and shops.

I have not made any donations to any political party ever. I would prefer not to have my name and
address made available to the Proponent.

Thank you.
Yours faithfully,

Iewisham NSW 2049

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alwatson\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\dE13341A... 5/07/2011



4 Short ST
Summer Hill
NSW 2130

6 July 2011

To whom it may concern,

RE: MP10_0155 - Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site for the purposes of a
Mixed Use Residential, Commercial and Retail development

| write with regard to the proposed redevelopment of the Summer Hill Flour Mills site.
| am a concerned resident, homeowner and local of Summer Hill for the last 10+ years.

Firstly, | would like to make it clear that | think it is a positive step that the old Flour Mills site
is being developed, It is a lovely historic site and | think (if done the right way) development
of the site will add to the charm and quality of what is one of the nicest areas to live in
Sydney.

However, | am gravely concerned over the scale and size of the proposed development and
the impact that the enormous increase in residents and cars in what is a very small
geographical area will have on our local shops, services, roads, open spaces, childcare
facilities and schools.

| am deeply concerned that the development does not bring any new real essential services
to the area, and therefore will only cripple our already 'at capacity' local facilities. The
intention to develop the site with a number of 10+ storey high rise buildings in a suburb that
has only low to mid level buildings, seems totally incongruent to retaining the integrity and
character of the historic site and the heritage standing of the suburb.

Due to the narrowing of the roads around the train line and the era of the street layout, it is
already a very high traffic area. | drive to my workplace in Rosebery and it can regularly take
me up to 45mins to reach Petersham in the morning peak - a distance of less than 2kms.

| can see nothing in the proposed development that takes responsibility for a solution to this
extremely significant issue. How do you propose to manage the massive increase in road
traffic to the area, with the significant increase in residents?

My children are 2 and 6 years old. There is currently no childcare facility in Summer Hill for
children under 3 years old and for both of our children; | had my name on waiting lists at
Childcare centres in surrounding suburbs before we had even told family of my pregnancy!

The only long day care option for pre-school aged (3+) children is the Summer Hill Children’'s
Centre. My 6 year old son was lucky enough to get a spot there - however | had my name on
the list there from 6 weeks pregnant - and as it was, we were still unable to get a full time
place for him. Where do you suggest the new residents of the development will be able to
get childcare for their children?

Our son now attends Summer Hill Primary School and it too, is at maximum capacity levels.
They are already unable to take children who live in the immediate vicinity just outside of the



current catchment, and the Flour Mills development falls into the catchment for the school,
yet no consideration has been given for how these new resident children will be
accommodated into existing facilities.

The residents of Summer Hill are predominantly middle income professional people, many
with young children, the current proposed development seems to completely disregard the
services required for these kind of families - namely - childcare, open space, recreational
facilities and schools.

| am significantly concerned over the lack of foresight and sustainability that the current
proposed development offers, and | look forward to hearing how you intend to manage the
many significant challenges that the current development poses.

Yours sincerely

Ellen Lloyd Shepherd
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Bernard & Helen Boer
20 Farleigh Street, Ashfield NSW 2131

M: 0439 497 008 E: bernardboerma@hotmail.com

The Director-General
NSW Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Department of Planning
Received

6 JuL 201

2 July 2011

L el

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site — MP10_1055
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill, NSW 2130

Scanning Room

We object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following:

1. Traffic congestion — lack of a credible plan to deal with the very substantial increase
in traffic and congestion that this development will generate.

2. Scale and out of character with the local area — this is an overdevelopment of the
Mills site and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10 -12 floors) is completely
out of character with the local one and two storey buildings.

3. Impact on local amenity — the addition of 800 new residents will have a major
impact on local amenities.

4. Limited greenspace — the lack of adequate greenspace in the development is a major
concern.



5. lack of community consultation — the consultation has been extremely limited.
Most members of thie community believé that consultation fo date has been going
through the metions rather than listening to the community’s views.

6. Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — when considered together with the
nearby Lewisham Towers development this develapment is even of greater concern.

Kind regards

Sw/ém__ B Boer—r

Helen & Bernard Boernia



The Department of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Objection to the Redevelapment of the Farmer Allied Mills Site - MP10_1055
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

| object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

o Traffic congestian — lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in
traffic and congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this
development and the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000
cars/hour in peak hour (Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011
commissioned by Ashfield Councii).

Scale and out of character with our village - this is a gross over-development of the Mills
site and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of
character with the local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are
characteristic of Summer Hill and adjoining villages.

[}/ Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

[ Limited greenspace — This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by
the fact that Ashfield is already the 2" most densely populated municipality in NSW.

Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill
community confirming in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed
about this development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all
genuine. The community’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

7" Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the comhined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative
impact of existing local businesses) of this develapment and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct.

B/Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development
will duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail

By (1 e

Name:Z ,PfNL,LCN C 'V\)C'PL,‘
I poir @f’f‘w' o™

Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard



The Department of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_1055
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

| object to the above Cancept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

%raf‘fic congestion — lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in
traffic and congestion that this development will generate. |t is estimated that this
development and the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000
cars/hour in peak hour (Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011
commissionad by Ashfield Council).

E/Scale and out of character with our village - this is a gross over-development of the Mills
site and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of
character with the local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are
characteristic of Summer Hill and adjoining villages.

E/Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

E!'/ Limited greenspace — This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by
the fact that Ashfield is already the 2" most densely populated munijcipality in NSW.

MLal:k of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill
community confirming in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed
about this development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all
genuine. The community’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

E/ Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative
impact of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct.

Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development
will duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail
provision.

Signature: ‘J‘l —

Name: ‘\}W\MK V\‘-\‘!L'Qi

Email:_4{ . K !{@ c‘bwL‘. CEAI~
‘10\,\\)\.- W u‘ é

Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard



The Department of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_1055
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

I object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following {as indicated):
) Traffic congestion — lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in
traffic and congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this

E/ commissioned by Ashfield Council).

Scale and out of character with our village - this is a gross over-development of the Mills
site and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of
character with the local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are
characteristic of Summer Hill and adjoining villages.

E/lmpact on local amenity - the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
/schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.
[Q/ ‘i'rlﬁted greenspace — This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by
he fact that Ashfield is already the 2™ most densely populated municipality in NSW.

Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill

community confirming in the developer's own survey that they wanted to be informed

about this development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all
EI/.‘g,(::nuirne. The community’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative
impact of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct.

Retail impact on the Summer Hill village - the excessive retail elements in this development
will duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail
provision,

Signature:

o aoa e
JoLET CAIRMNS

Name: !
Email: ) & /i"(:‘.-\ WS '.‘;;.7_.2}(_8}(/\ Y\ \L’,Z;i\ ey nn
. ,\3\}\} = 3 '\)

Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard



“The Department of Planning and lnfrastructure - - July 2013
_ _"__S.yd_ney NSW 2001

. By email:plan_comment@planning. nsw.gov.au

o Dear Sirs

-+ QObjection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155
C2- 32 Smlth Street, Summer Htll NSW 2130 : :

T L‘J’ -l o the above Con wept Fian dpplltduon on tie basis of the roncwmg (as indicated):
o _
- & Traffic congestion — {ack ofany credlble plans to dea? with the very.substantial increase in traffac

and congestion that this development will generate. 1t is estimated that this development and
The snroposed Lewisham Towaers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour.
:pendent. study hy Coiston Budd “Hunt &Kafes May 2011 comm;ss:oned by Ashfield

: ouncii). - .
ke *x/fcale and out of character w;th our wllage - thlS is a gross over- development of the Mllis site. -
" .. and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of character-with
- the local one and two- storey dwell] ings, (many of whlch are herltage) that are characteristic.of_

' /Summer Hill and adjoining villages. :

Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.48 peop!e/ L
dweihng average in Ashfield} in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local _
#cHools, childeare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity. S
B /}flmated greenspace~— This developmem has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the

fact that Ashfieid is already the 2™ most densely populated municipality in NSW.

Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community

confirming in the developer's- own ‘survey that they wanted to be informed about -this

development, community consuitation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine, The
fommumty s concerns are simply being xgnared and overtooked. -

Combined impact ‘with Lewnsham Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact .

"(mcreased traffic, scale and demgn overcrowdmg and loss of living amenity and negative impact :
7 existing local “businesses) of this deveiopment and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
evelopment which is part of the same McGill Streat precinct. :
A/ Retallimpact on the Summer Hill wllage ~the excessive retail elements in this deve%opment will 5

: :.duphcate and squeeze out !ocal sma!} busunesses in_an area with already e i_n_mu’_c yedall

. Y\V{)‘.ur o al LE

Vil

_Signature_:

: Name: 7 u{, l’t“ C ﬂ/ \Jf«S
":--"Emau ;u& e)rc,u\wmlz ;:)C yY‘\/u] '? >f"”"

'..l_.gddresb /Z'_f} [Y\f’r;mlf)ef gH\&’ZL Sr"v’\f“/hifif \ \“ w’

'._C_OFJ_\/_ t'o_the_[\/ls_ni,fste_r for Plannmg, .Brad Hazzard at -ance@ W.faz-zea;'dmmls_ter.nsw‘qov.au o




S “The. Department of Planning and infrastructure S R ) A Yy 'Z’ July 2011
.~ GPOBox39 - . _ L _ _ _
o Sydney NSW 2001 -

' E_Objectmn to the Redevelopment of the Forme_r Allred MI“S Sute MPlO 1055

L _'2 -32 Smith Street Summoer Hill NSW 2130

JREE s

L :l object to the above Concept Plan apphcat:on on the basrs of the foliowrng {as rndrcated)

' Traffrc congestaon fack of any credrble plans to deal W|th the wvery substantial increase in

traffic .and congestion that this development-will generate. It is estimated that this

'developmeot and the proposed Lewishar Towers development will generate an extra 1000

cars/hour in peak hour {Independent study by Colston Budd Hunt & Kafes May 2011

. g _ commrss oned by Ashfleld Councrl}

; -Scale and out of character wrth OuF wllage thrs ss a gross over—developmen% of the Mills

- site-and the proposed heights. of the’ tower biocks {10-13 storeys) is completely out of

.- ‘character with the local one and two-storey dwellmgs (many of whrch are her:tage) that are
FEE 'charactenstrc of Summer Hrfl and adjommg \nllages .

. lmpact on local amenity ~ ~the addmon of over 800 new resrdents {330 units x 2.49 people/
- dwelling average in Ashﬁetd) in this development simply cannot be accommodated hy lacal _
5 __'s_c_hools, chllcicar_e_ancl other amenltles many of_whrch are already at capacrty

: -Limlted greenspace — This deveIOpment has ilmrted greenspace a.concern compounded by
the fact that Ashf:eld is already the 2"" most denseiy populated munrcrpalsty i NSW.

Lack of ‘genuine commumty consuftatlon e desplte 62 per cent of the Summer Hill
.'_communrty confirming in the developers own survey . that ‘they wanted to be informed
-about this development, community consultatlon has heen extremely limited and not at all

-genume The communrty § Concerns are. srmply bemg :gnored and overlooked

_ :Combmed rmpact wrth iewnsham Towers - nobody s consrdenng the combmed impact

- {increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowdmg and foss of living amenity and negative
~impact of -existing local busmesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewssham Towers - - '

-development whsch ES parl of the same McG;II Street precmct S - - :

: 'Retaal :mpact on the Summer Hrll vniiage ~the excessme retaal elements in this development :
will duplrcate and. squeeze out local small busmesses in an area w;th already extenswe retall: .

S provasron 7 T R

"-:'-Signaturar.

-';"_Em'a_il ‘T‘*P».Jci f—\./\s (»/r rl“t_\lm _"_e;e W’l ga e(; f%\,f

E : Co;.)_y_'l:o t_ljz_e_ _M_is_*r'ls'_c_er-for F.’_lan_nlng% 'B_r'ad l-_laz'ia_r_d o '
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) ;IiThe Department of Plaenn‘ag and Infrastructure R . R . A 2o duly2011
- 3PO Box 39. - R s R e _ . g
: Sydney NSW 2001 -

'Objectlon to the Redevelcpment of tl'te Former Allled Mllls Stte MPiO 1055
-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130 .

N objec_t to the a_b_o_ve_ Concep_t Pl_a_n_applicatlon _on t_he'baeis c_')f the following {as l_ﬂdicatecl):

SEn g _Trafﬁc congestion ~ lack of any crechble plans to cieal wuth the very substantlal increase in
"o traffic and congestion . that ‘this development w:ll generate, 1t is estimated that this
“development and the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000
. carsthour in, peak hour (lndependent stucly by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011
. commissioned by Ashfield Councrl) . _ .

3 'Scaie and out of character’ wnth our wllage - th;s isa gross cver-develOpment of the Mills

-, - -site and the proposed. he:ghts of 1he tower: blocks (10-13 storeys} is completely out of

- character with the local ohe and two-storey dweltings (many of which are heritage), that are
e charactenstlc cf Summer Hlll and ad_fommg wllages -

- R _Impac’c on focal amenity the addlt:on of over 80{} new. resndents (330 units x 2.49 people/
- dwelling average in Ashfieid) in this, development s:mply cannot be accommodated by local
: -schools, childcare and other amenzties, many of wh;ch are already at capac:ty '

e i.lmzted greenspace — ThlS development has llmrted greenspace, a concern compounded by
_the fact that Ashf!eld is already the 2 most densely popuiated mumcrpahty in NSwW.

i - 3 .Lack of geniine communtty consultat:on - desmte 62 per cent of - the Summer Hill

- community confirming in the deveioper’s own survey that they wanted to be informed

- about this developrent, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all
"'genume The commumty § concerns are sumpiy belng tgnored and overfooked o

'Cembmed |mpact with. Lew:sham Towers - nobody is cons;denng the combmed impact
. (increased traffic, scale and cieSIgn overcrowdmg and loss of living amepity and negative - - - -
. impact of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewnsham Towers. e

" :development wh:ch is part of the same iVchlll Street precmct R :

S Retail impact on the Summer H:El vrllage the excessive. retaul elements in this development_ A
“will duplicate and squeeze out tocal sma]l busmesses in an area w:th already extenswe retall

' _prov:s:on

- .'Slgnature _'-a‘f”""”f‘"

Name :w_ RAe f? 67#“’“1\3 N “’s'if””%"’ 6‘”}/{1”

r:f/"?’”’”’v ‘f s
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Det)arlmen of ?’lannmg i
- Received
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Scannmq Room




Diary from Andrew McCutcheon to Amy Watson on 12/07/2011 https://majorprojects.affinitylive.conv/?action=view_diary&id=18225

Diary from Andrew McCutcheon to Amy Watson on 12/07/2011

Diary against Annex Website Submissions for job #4210 MP10 0155 - Redevelopment

of the Former Allied Mills Site for the purposes of a Mixed Use Residential, Commercial

and Retail development

Online Submission from Andrew McCutcheon (object)

Email Details

¢ Received6:43PM, Tue 12th Jul, 11
+ StatusActioned on 12/07/2011
s Time Spent0:00:00 (hh:mm:ss)

s PriorityMedium &=
» ClassObject

Interactions
# Contacts (1)

¢+ Inbound email from:

¢« Andrew McCutcheon
andvanfamily@gmail.com

& staff (1)
« Email to:

» Amy Watson

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_1055
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

I object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following {as indicated):

8#61568; Traffic congestion ~ lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic and
congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and the proposed
Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour (Independent study by
Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield Council).

&#61568; Scale and out of character with our village - this is a gross over-development of the Mills site and the
proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with the local one and
two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage)}, that are characteristic of Summer Hill and adjoining villages.

&#61568; Impact on local amenity - the addition of over 80O new residents {330 units x 2.49 people/ dwelling
average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local schools, childcare and other
amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

&#61568; Limited greenspace - This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the fact
that Ashfield is already the 2nd most densely populated municipality in NSW.

&#61568; Lack of genuine community consultation ~ despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer's own survey that they wanted to be informed about this development, community
consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The community’s concerns are simply being

ignored and overlooked.

&#61568; Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact {increased
traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact of existing local
businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers development which is part of the same

McGill Street precinct.

&#61568; Retail impact on the Summer Hill village - the excessive retail elements in this development will
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail provision.

1ofl 14/07/2011 9:41 AM



Diary from Vanessa Liell to Amy Watson on 12/07/2011 hitps://majorprojects.affinitylive.comy?action=view_diary&id=£8228

Diary from Vanessa Liell to Amy Watsonon 12/07/2011

Diary against Annex Website Submissions for job #4210 MP10 0155 - Redevelopment
of the Former Allied Mills Site for the purposes of a Mixed Use Residential, Commercial

and Retail development

Online Submission from Vanessa Liell (object)

Email Details

+ Receivedb:44PM, Tue 12th Jul, 11
o StatusActioned on 12/07/2011

Time SpentO:OO‘&_&:OO (hh:mm:ss)

PriorityMedium <t
ClassObject

Interactions
/i Contacts (1)
+« Inbound email from:

* Vanessa Licll

andvanfamily@gmail.com
& Staff (1)
» Email to:

s Amy Watson

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_1055
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

1 object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

8#61568; Traffic congestion — {ack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic and
congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and the proposed
Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour {Independent study by
Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield Council).

8#61568; Scale and out of character with our village - this is a gross over-development of the Mills site and the
proposed heights of the tower blocks {10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with the local one and
two-storey dwellings {(many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of Summer Hill and adjoining villages.

B#61568; Impact on locat amenity - the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/ dwelling
average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local schools, childcare and other

amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

&#61568; Limited greenspace - This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the fact
that Ashfield is already the 2nd most densely populated municipality in NSW.

&#61568; Lack of genuine community consuitation - despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this development, community
consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The community’s concerns are simply being

ignored and overlooked.

&#61568; Combined impact with Lewisham Towers - nobody is considering the combined impact (increased
traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact of existing local
businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers development which is part of the same

McGill Street precinct.

&#61568; Retail impact on the Summer Hill village - the excessive retail elements in this development will
duplicate and sgueeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail provision.

| of 1 14/07/2011 9:43 AM



Diary from Ginger Chen to Amy Watson on 14/07/2011 hitps://majorprojects.affinitylive.com/?action=view _diary&id=18255

Diary from Ginger Chen to Amy Watson on 14/07/2011

Diary against Annex Website Submissions for job #4210 MP10 0155 - Redevelopment
of the Former Allied Mills Site for the purposes of a Mixed Use Residential, Commercial

and Retail development

Online Submission from Ginger Chen (object)

Email Details

» Received9:55AM, Thu 14th Jul, 11
¢ StatusActioned on 14/07/2011

» Time SpentO:OO?:DO (hh:mm:ss)

¢ PriorityMedium=
» ClassAnonymous Object

Interactions

f Contacts (1)
» Inbound email from:

¢ Ginger Chen
ychen999@msn.com

& Staff (1)
+ Email to:

o Amy Watson

I have been living in Summer Hill for 10 years since I immigrated to Australia. I love this place from the first
sight of seeing it. It is such a beautiful and peaceful place, and I am attracted to its conservation of heritage.
There are not many places have been kept like Summer Hill in inner west. So I don't support the develpment

plan to change current situation in Summer Hili.

I of] 14/07/2011 10:07 AM



The Department of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_1055
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

| object to the above Concept Pian application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

Traffic congestion ~ {ack of any credible pians to deal with the very substantial increase in
traffic and congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this
development and the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000
cars/hour in peak hour {independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011
commissioned by Ashfield Council).

i.i Scale and out of character with our village — this is a gross over-development of the Mills
site and the proposed heights of the tower blocks {10-13 storeys) is completely ocut of
character with the local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are
characteristic of Summer Hill and adjoining villages.

Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents {330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

Limited greenspace ~ This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by
the fact that Ashfield is already the 2™ most densely populated municipality in NSW.,

tack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill
community confirming in the developer’'s own survey that they wanted to be informed
about this development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all
genuine. The community’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

ii Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative
impact of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct.

Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development
will duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail
provision. C Y

T,

. A {3 T
Signature: Ry kAL D L

Name: MG dgey L

. Sy £ ME . j o //M\‘\ ', 1“ R VTN,
Email:— PnCwdgnte it el Qeadud - C oy

Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard
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2nd July 2011

To whom it may concern

Former Allied Mills Site - 2-32 Smith Street Summer Hill: MP10_0155 - Redevelopment of the
Former Allied Mills Site for the purposes of a Mixed Use Residential, Commercial and Retail
development

| write with serious concerns aver the above development, namely:

1. That it is not being considered in conjunction with the McGill Street development just on the
other side of the light rail link.

2. That there is no appropriate traffic strategy - that mentioned in the plans is not realistic. You
only have to be on Old Canterbury Road, or stuck at the Summer Hill roundabout to realise that
this area is going to get completely cogged up, and not just during peak periods.

3. The plan seems to consider that the 'greenway’ contributes to its' own green space. This should
be excluded from their pfans and ample green space - including a small park with facilities for
children and teenagers needs to be included. If you go to Darreil Jackson Gardens in Summer
Hili it is always guite full - there needs to be amgple space for the new residents.

4. No consideration has been taken to the fact that both developments will increase the population
of the surrounding area significantly without any additional provision of services such as
childcare, primary and senior schools, sports facilities etc

5. Additional commuters wili also increase numbers on the inner west train line, which makes me
wonder how anyone will soon be able to get on at Newtown or other later stations.

6. The size of the buildings is entirely inappropriate. Looking in the plans in section 3.10 of the
planning documentation | have the following comments:

a. 1am happy that the silos and original buildings are being retained and developed and
have no issues with this if they are kept at their existing height (and not increased in size
as the plans suggest)

h. The other tall buildings are totally inappropriate and will change the entire surrounding
feel of the surrounding area. Existing buildings will be shadowed and, already fairly
cramped, the area will be totally swamped by these structures. Why can't the tall
existing buildings be retained as the focus of the development, making a landmark in
their own right and a focal point of the surrounding area - not just sguashed with other
towering structures.

This deveiopment has the potential to be a great development and one that enhances the area but
issues such as traffic, height and density, provision of great space and services must be addressed -
and also considered as part of the wider development with the McGill Street plan - these two have

to be considered together,

Please take into local residents views and help us ensure that the development is an asset, not a
liability to the area.

Yours faithfully

Joanne Herron
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Diary from Mark McGrouther o Amy Watson on 17/07/2011 https://majorprojects.affinitylive.comy?action=view diary&id

Diary from Mark McGrouther to Amy Watson on 17/07/2011
Diary against Annex Website Submissions for job #4210 MP10_0155 - Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site for the purposes
of a Mixed Use Residential, Commercial and Refail development

Online Submission from Mark McGrouther (object)

Email Details

Received 1:32PM, Sun 17th Jul, 11
Status Actioned on 17/07/2011
Time Spent 0:00:00 (hhimm:ss)
Priority Medium: e

Class Object

Interactions

£ Contacts (1)

Inbound email from:
Mark McGrouther
markmcg@gmait.com

& Staff (1)

Email to:
Amy Watson

This proposed redevelopment causes me greal concern. Summer Hill is often termed 'Summer Hill Village' because of its vilage
atmosphere. The addition of 280-300 residences will most definitely impact on the ammenity of the local area. In particular,
several of the roundabouts in Summer Hill currently present major traffic problems during peak hours. No buildings in the
immediate vicinity are anywere near 11 stories in height. [ feel that with the addition of shopping facilities, the proposed
redevelopment is far greater than shouid be imposed on the suburb.

1ofl 18/07/2011 10:28 AM



Summer Hill Children's & Community Centre

en's Services
\ " ; F\J-‘:};V\f GOWVERNMENT
I, Planning & infrastructure

The Department of Planning and Infrastructure

GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Copy to: amy.watson@planning.nsw.gov.au

Dear Sirs

Long Day Care Centre
Cnr. Moonbie & Lorne Streets
Summer Hill Nsw 2130

Telephone: 9797 9699
Facsimile: 9798 2571

Postal Address:
PO Box 188, Summer Hill 2130

Email: summerhillchildren@tpg.com.au

18 July 2011

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_1055

2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hilf NSW 2130

1. Who are we?

The Summer Hill Children’s Centre (the Centre) is a not-for-profit fong daycare centre set up to provide
quality childcare and an education program for children aged between three (3) and five (5) years of age in
the Summer Mill community. There is only one other small kindergarten in Summer Hill, namely KU Henson
Street Preschool and no childcare facilities for children younger than three {3) years old, despite the large

number of young families in the community.

The Centre currently has 60 enrolled children and 9 staff members. We have been operating for 35 years
from the site of the heritage listed United Church at the corners of Lorne and Moonbie Streets in Summer

Hill. To provide you with a sense of the philosophy of the Centre, preference of enrolment is given to

Children in socially isolated families
Children of single parents

® & 5 & 4 » & & 8

Children at risk of sericus abuse or neglect

A child of a single parent or both parents who satisfy the work/training/study test
Children of aboriginal or Torres Strait |slander families

Children in families which include a disabled person

Children in families whose C.C.B percentage is 100%

Children in families with a non-English speaking background

A child whose sibling attended the Centre previcusly

Page 1



2, The Centre's concerns regarding the Mills redevelopment

At the outset, given the nature of the essential childcare services that the Centre provides to the Summer Hill
community, we are rather surprised and dismayed that the Centre was not specifically consulted about the
proposed Summer Hill Mills redevelopment by EG Property Management.

The Centre is concerned that the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/ dwelling
average in Ashfield) in the proposed Summer Hill Mills redevelopment simply cannot be accommodated by
childcare, local schools and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

in terms of our Centre, we currently have a total of 287 children on our waiting list. Unfortunately every year
we are forced to turn away hundreds of children from attending the Centre due to a lack of capacity. This
situation is only going to be exacerbated by the proposed Summer Hilf Mills redevelopment.

At present, there are simply no childcare services for young children available in Summer Hill or surrounding
areas to accommodate the number of children that are likely to reside in proposed Summer Hill Mills

redevelopment.

The Centre also objects to the scale of the proposed Summer Hill Mills redevelopment on the basis of the
following:

(1 Traffic congestion — lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic and
congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and the proposed
Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour (Independent study
by Coiston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield Councii).

1 Scale and out of character with the Summer Hill village ~ this is a gross over-development of the
Mills site and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with
the local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage including the church building in which
the Centre is housed), that are characteristic of Summer Hill and adjoining villages.

(1 Limited greenspace — This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the fact
that Ashfield is already the 2" most densely populated municipality in NSW. This has dire implications
for children and young families that may reside in the proposed Summer Hill Mills redevelopment.

On the basis of the above, the Summer Hill Children's Centre objects to the current scale of the proposed
Summer Hill Mills redevelopment.

A copy of this letter will be sent to the people indicated below.
Yours sincerely

Melanie Moore
Chair of the Summer Hill Children’s Centre Management Committee

Copy to:

Brad Hazzard
Minister for Planning
By email: office@hazzard minister.nsw.gev.au

Linda Burney
Member for Canterbury
By email; canterbury@parliament.nsw.qgov.ay

Ted Cassidy
Ashfield Mayor
By email: ecas@bigpond.net.ay
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The Department of Planning and infrastructure July 2011
GPO Box 39 ‘
Sydney NSW 2001

By email: plan_comment@nlanning.nsw.gov.au

Dear Sirs

Chjection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

| object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following {as indicated):

[E/ Traffic congestion — lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic

1

1

v

o

and congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and
the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
{Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield
Council).

Scale and out of character Wlth our village — this is a gross over—development of the Mills site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with
the local one and two-storey dwellings {many of which are heritage}, that are characteristic of
Summer Hill and adjoining villages.

Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents {330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local

* schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

Limited greenspace — This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2™ most densely populated municipality in NSW.

Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this
development, community consultation has been extremely lirited and not at all genuine, The
community’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

Combined impact with Lewishant Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact
{increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and foss of living amenity and negative impact

of existing local businesses) of this development and the adfacent Lewisham Towers

development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct.
Retail impact on the Summer Hill village ~ the excessive retail elements in this development will
duplicate and sgueeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail

provision. N N . .
Signa‘tus"e: vg"g’z"m} e ( éﬁi‘@wm&zl

Name:

LY RETTE DEWIAR,

Email: o g wf*jj &) g T’G"‘j .

Address: 75 \/ch'cra.‘a.{ S)T Lseu-;?st\.c«m \

Doug , WS

Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at office@hazzard. minister.nsw.gov.au




The Department of Planning and Infrastructure 20 July 2011

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

By email: plan_comment@nlanning.nsw.gov.au
Dear Sirs

Qbjection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied iills Site - MP10_0155
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

| ohject to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following {as indicated):

O

4

Traffic congestion — lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic
and congestion that this development will generate. it is estimated that this development and
the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
{Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield
Council). = GE_{D LI,

Scale and out of character with our village ~ this is a gross cver-development of the Milis site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with
the tocal one and two-storey dweliings (many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of
Summer Hill and adjoining villages,

Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommedated by local
schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

Limited greenspace — This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2 most densely populated municipality in NSW.

Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this
development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The
community’s concerns are simply being ignorad and overlooked.

Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact
{increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact
of existing loccal businesses} of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGiil Street precinct.

Retail impact on the Summer Hill village —~ the excessive retail elements in this development will
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail
pravision.

Signature: Czﬁ/‘ﬂ_/

Namae: ?U/;é: Vo Dﬂf @

Emall; Juhé vdl @ op 1y et Con 2

Address: 62/7‘ ,Z)(yurJQ/v Pt %Z\J'LM 20({?

Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at office@hazzard. minister.nsw.gov.au




The Department of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

By emall: plan_comment@planning.nsw.qov. auy

Dear Sirs

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MIPL0_0155
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

I object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

lDT‘/raffic congestion — lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic
and congestion that this developmerit will generate, [tis estimated that this development and
the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
(Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield

ncil).
Il/sf.;e and out of character with our village - this is a gross over-development of the Mills site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with
the local one and two-storey dweltings {many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of

Summer Hill and adjoining villages.
lg/lrlnu;act on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfleld} in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
ools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.
Limited greenspace — This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
ct that Ashfield is already the 2™ most densely populated municipality in NSW.
Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill cormmunity
corfirming in the developer's own survey that they wanted to be informed about this
development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The
community’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

%nﬁ;ined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact
{increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact
of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers

Q/ck‘d{pment which is part of the same McGilf Street precinct.

Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development will
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail
provision,

i

Signature:

Name: 5

W Tanene gowd’w@m

Email; )am(bb,\ WWI AJ [TH @ 0t [ fn | Staoneb cowdluncun@ lotwadi-co

Address: (@C?[ (/;\/@ *SMF _ [04 U¢C)LQJ;CL SM@F

Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at office@hazzard minister. nsw. ov.au
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Amy Watson - Allied Mills development

[l s et 2 e R
From: "Leo Cirillo" <leonardol@ozemail.com.au>
To: <amy.watson@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: Thursday, 21 July 2011 8:29 PM
Subject: Allied Mills development

Amy this must not go ahead!! Full stop!

Leo Cirillo

Summer Hill resident

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alwatson\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4E288C1... 22/07/2011



Amy Watson - Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_10

uzasaie i

R R L R S

From: "Leo Cirillo" <leonardol @ozemail.com.au>
—

To:

<amy.watson@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: Thursday, 21 July 2011 8:47 PM
Subject: Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_1055

cC

: <office(@hazzard.minister.nsw.gov.au>

The

Department of Planning and Infrastructure

Sydney NSW 2001

Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at office@hazzard. minister.nsw.gov.au

Objection to the Redeveiopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_1055
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

Dear Amy and Bradley

| object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

0

Traffic congestion — lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic and

congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and the proposed
Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour (Independent study
by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield Council).

Scale and out of character with our village - this is a gross over-development of the Mills site and the
proposed heights of the tower blocks {10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with the local one
and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of Summer Hill and

adjoining villages.

Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/ dwelling
average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local schools, childcare and
other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

Limited greenspace — This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the fact
that Ashfield is already the 2" most densely populated municipality in NSW.

Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer’'s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this development,
community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The community’s concerns
are simply being ignored and overlooked.

Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact {increased
traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact of existing local
businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers development which is part of the

same McGill Street precinct.

Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development will

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alwatson\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\dE28907...  22/07/2011
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duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail provision.

| have lived in Ashfield and Summer Hill most of my life and this development will make life living on Smith
street hell, | already can’t cross my street to take my kids to school because of the very high level of through
traffic. This is madness! Why don’t you guys do your job and plan instead of take bribes from developers!
We need more open space and parks for our built up areas in the inner west not concrete jungles , high
rises, McDonalds’ and more supermarkets- we have enough of themiiYour adding to pollution and the
cbesity epidemic

Signature: Leo Cirillo
194 Smith 5t, Summer Hill, 2130
1/12 Bartlett 5t Summer Hill

Name: Leo Cirillo
Email: leonardol@ozemail.com.au

file://C:\Documents and Settingstalwatson\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\MdE28907... 22/07/2011
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Amy Watson - Fw: Summer Hill Flour Mill Project

From: Ron Sim <RonS@@ashfield.nsw.gov.au>

To: Amy Watson <Amy. Watson(@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: Thursday, 21 July 2011 4:38 PM

Subject: Fw: Summer Hill Flour Mill Project

Attachments: EIA Crude Oil Exports 1986 20091.jpg;
Australian_crude oil production Mar 2010_April 2011 jpg

FYl

Regards

Ron Sim  Manager Strategic Planning & Projects
260 Liverpool Road Ashfield NSW 2131

Tel (02) 9716 1971

info@ashfield.nsw.gov.au www.ashfield.nsw.gov.au

&
e

Ashfield Council acknowledges the traditional Aboriginal owners of the fand, the Cadigal and Wangal people.
We acknowledge their living culture and unigue rofe in the life of this region.

Fron: Ashfield CouncilfAshfield/AU

To: Ron Sim/Ashfield/AU@Ashfield, Con ColotAshfield/AU@Ashfield
Date: 05/07/2011 11:56 AM

Subject: Fw: Summer Hill Flour Milt Project

Sent by: Nina Minnicino

»»»»» Forwarded by Nina Minnicino/Ashfield/AU on 06/07/2011 11:56 AM -~

To: BiFC@urban-concepts.com, Lesliel@urban-concepts.com, KimS@urban-concepts.com, sydney@arup.com,

info@australianflourmilts.com.au, urban@sjburban.com.au, sydney@hassell.com.au, sydney@hillpda.com, Council Internet Maitbox
<council@marrickville.nsw.gov.au>, info@ashfield.nsw.gov.au

Date: 05/07/2011 08:49 AM

Subject: Summer Hill Flour Mill Project

To

Urban concepts

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alwatson\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\dE2855F... 22/07/2011
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ARUP
Australian Flour Mills
Ashfield & Marrickville Councils

Re: Summer Hill Flour Mill Project
http:www . summerhiUflowrmill.com.auw/110525  Summer%20Hil1%20Community%e

20Consultation Site%20Analvsis.pdf

http//www.summerhillflourmill.com.aw/1103525 Summer%20Hi11%20Community %o
20Consultation ARUP%20Trall1c%20and% 20T ransportation.pdf

Madam, Sir

Where will Sydney store its wheat/flour when the era of just-in-time-by-truck delivery is coming to
an end? What will be the storage requirements when there are 2-3 years drought in the next El Nino?

Global crude oil exports irreversibly peaked in 2005 and Australian oil production is in terminal
decline, 27% in the last 12 months.

I did a 5 min peak oil presentation to the Ashfield Council some years ago. When you turn on your
TV you see the signs of peak oil everywhere,

We have now entered the period of social unrest (Yemen, Syria, Egypt) and oil wars (Sudan, Libya)
all triggered by peak oil (graphs on my website). This has started to impact on oil supplies. Saudi
Arabia could not pump more to offset Libyan oil losses. The IEA had to release oil from the
Strategic Reserve. This is a temporary and futile attempt to bring down oil prices. In 20035, the same
IEA published a 170 page report "Saving oil in a hurry". Excerpts are here:

26/06/2011
Save, baby, save - in a hurry
htip://crudecilpeak.info/save-baby-save-in-a-hurry

We are going to see the end of our car culture (free wheeling long distance commuting) in this
decade. If not by 2015

The world has lost 1 degree of freedom, namely to increase oil supplies when something happens
somewhere which impacts on oil supplies. Therefore, we are in a very instable situation.

Dr. Bakhtiari (one of 2 OPEC whistle blowers who risked - and possibly lost - his life for this
advice) told me in 2006 personally that Iran will no longer export oil by 2015

http://crudeoilpeak.info/iran-peak

Great Prophet 6 maneuvers
http://'www.uskowioniran.com/201 1/06/great-prophet-6-maneuvers-2.html

So the modal split assumptions in the above document are too optimistic for cars. In particluar,
basement car parking will be un-economic. Better keep the silos for the coming emergency.

Are town-planners thinking about where Sydney will store its wheat/flour? Possibly again brought in
by rail? What will happen when there are 2 or 3 years of drought, exacerbated by global warming?
We need silos for that.

We cannot eat apartments. Diesel shortages = food shortages. Or are we converting our truck fleet to

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alwatson\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\dE2855F... 22/07/2011
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CNG/LNG? Are we electrifying our rail lines?
The signs of peak oil are everywhere

We have to see the problems with low cost carriers as yet another desperate attempt to rescue the
airline industry over peak oil.

Tiger Airways

After the accounts were lodged, they showed Tiger's operating loss ballooned from $1.5 million last
vear to $6.8 million this year http://www.smh.com.au/business/tiger-troubles-offer-hope-to-rivals-
20110703-1gxdv.html

Solution:
hitp://crudeoilpeak.info/solutions/night-trains

Where will the additional trains be stabled and serviced? Redfern? Also turned into flats?

Peak oil will change the whole world (and global warming even more so) but everyone continues
business as usual. That cannot work.

It is much too late to try increasing the densities in Sydney in order to change a couple of percent of
modal split.

The more flats (with parking) the longer the petrol lines at filling stations when there are shortages.
Read here about my own experience in 1979

http://erudeoilpeak.info/my-experience-oil-crisis-1979

Watch out for filling stations closing. The more are closing, the longer the lines at the remaining
stations. Have Councils plans what happens at filling stations along main roads when gqueues go back
on the main road and block traffic?

It is to be expected that the industry is downsizing after peak oil:

13/4/2011
Australia's fuel import vulnerability increases as Sydney's Clyde refinery is closing
http://crydeoilpeak.info/australias-fuel-import-vulnerability-increases-as-sydneys-clyde-refinery-is-

closing

And then there is the next phase of the GFC

The RBA has understood what is coming:
http://www.smh.com.au/business/global-train-wreck-coming-20110630-1gszi.html

But they don't like to say anything about the link to peak oil.

In the worst case scenario, the silos are pulled down, a credit freeze arrives and there is waste land.
So don't grow the beast. The best you can hope for is to keep the status quo.

Ryde Council also ignored my advice. Investors lost millions

hitp://crudeoi]peak.inio/iop-ryde-shopping-cenire

And of course the whole Metrostrategy won't work

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alwatson\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\E2855F...  22/07/2011
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9/4/2010
Australian Population Scenarios in the context of oil decline and global

warming
htip://erudeoilpeak. info/australian-population-scenarios-in-the-context-of-oil-decline-and-global -

warming

Regards

Epping 2121

Please consider the environment before prinfing this e-mail

This email and any fles transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed,
You should only disclose, re-transmit, copy, distribufe, act in refiance on or commercialise the information if you are authorised to do so.
Ashiield Counell does not represent, warrant or guaranies that the communication is free of errors, virus or inferference.

Ashfiold Council complies with the Privacy and Personal infoermation Protection Act (1988}, See Council's Privacy Statement

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alwatson\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\dE2855F... 22/07/2011



Australian crude oil production Mar 2010 - April 2011
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The Department of Planning and Infrastructure Juty 2011

GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

By email: plan_comment@planaing.nsw.qov.au

Dear Sirs

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155
2-32 Smith Street Summer Hill NSW 2130

f object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following {as indicated):

D/I‘ raffic congestion — lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic
and congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and
the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
(Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield

Council).
U Scale and out of character wiih our village —~ this is 2 gross over-development of the Mills site

and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with
the local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of

Summer Hill and adjoining villages.
fmpact on local amenity ~ the additfon of over 800 new residents {330 units x 2.49 people/

dwelling average in Ashfield} in this development simply cannot be accommeodated by local
schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.
{1 Limited greenspace — This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
B/fact that Ashfield is already the 2" most densely populated municipality In NSW.
Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hiill community
confirming in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this
development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The
9/:ommunlty’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.
¥ Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody Is considering the combined impact
{increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact
of existing local husinesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
/ffe_velopment which is part of the same McGill Street precinct,
¥ Retail impact on the Surmimer Hill village ~ the excessive retail elements in this development will
duplicate and squeeze ocut local small businesses in an area with already extensive refail

provision.
Sighature: i % ,_%qw
v
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mate ) ANTDE LE @ @ RoTHALL - CoM

Address: 5@/‘4}% ey LIVERCOOL EP | Sonmee tail

Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at gffice@hazzard. minister. nsw.gov.au
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@"g NSW GOVERNMEN'
L

Planning & Infrasiructure

The Department of Planning and Infrastructure

GPO Box 39 7 b JUL 20”

Sydney NSW 2001

I DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT :
Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0135 - gvaTis }ag%%?ﬁiﬂgg"””

2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130 RECEIVED

| object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

Traffic congestion—lack of any credibie plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic and .
congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and the
proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
(Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt &Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield Council).

i " Scale and out of character with our village-this is a gross over-development of the Mitls site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys)is compietely out of character with the
local one and two-storey dwellings {many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of Summer
Hill and adjoining viliages.

1 x~ Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local schoaols,
childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

[} Limited greenspace- This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2" most densely populated municipality in NSW.

il Lack of genuine community consuitation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this development,
community consuitation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine.The community’s
concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked,

-

{increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact of

existing local husinesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers development

which ispart of the same McGiil Street precinct.

)}* Combined impact with Lewisham Towers—nobody is considering the combined impact

l ﬁif’ Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail efements in this development witl
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail provision.
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Name: S o H LD C e nw/oah

CEmaib R TS T
I; T il /
Addresss Lt CARRINGTEN S TREe - ; I ,"
DumingEr ML U3 PO NS s i, /
vrweedin PEREORMANGE

e RECEVED

FAVAV Y

Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard



" 2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130~ .

The Department of Planning and lnfras’tr;;uc_ture - o L 'Ju'ly 2011
- GPOBox 39 T S T
-Sydney NSW 2001 - -

Objection to the Redeve]opmeﬁf.’q’f the Fofmer_AHied Mills $i_te - MP10_0155 —

._ i.o’bje_tt to the at_)ov_e .C_on;:e_pt _P.l__ér_;'__épplica't'iiqn_on_fh_e basis of the following (as indicated):

ST Traffic congestionff{éck_of any ‘credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in
“traffic and congestion ‘that ‘this ‘development will generate. It is estimated that this. .

. development and the proposed Lewisham :_Towers dé_vélopment will generate an extra 1000 e
“cars/hour in peak ‘hour .(independent. study by Colston, Budd, Hunt &Kafes, May 2011.. -

* commsissioned by Ashfield Councif),

L Scale and out of character with our village-this is a gross over-development of the Mills .
site and the, proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys)is completely. out of -
character with the local one and twa-storey dweilings (many of which are heritage), that are

- . characteristic of Summer Hill and adjoining villages. .~ . : R '

_ “Impact on locéfafhé'ﬁit\;"-.»;__i'_h_é: a_d_ditﬁion_'bf over ‘800 new residents {330 units _x_.2,219_ S .
~.people/ dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated . T
by local schools, childcare '-an_d :_q:thg_r_a'menit_ies, many of which are already at ca pacity. .

Limited greenspace~This development has limited greenspace, a cancern compounded - -

o :-'-_by.t_h_e fact that Ashfield is _é[rtg_a{;iy'_'the_ 2™ most densely po_pulatéd_ municipality in NSW. - "

O lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill R
- community confirming in the developer's awn survey that they wanted to be informed - -
- _about this development, ;c,cir_ﬁmi:mi:ty__';onsuita_t}on.ha_s been extremely fimited and notatall - =
. genuine.The community’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked. . -

SRR __Cqmbined_-ilﬁp_a_c.t'w"i_t'hi ‘Léwishaﬁﬁ__TQ_Wéf_s_-_»‘_nb_bo_dy _'iS_considé_ring the combined i_mpac_‘t"" T HEE

- lincreased traffic, scale and ‘design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative - - '

- impact of existing 'ioca._l. businesses) of this development and the 'édja_cent Lewisham Towers .

 development which ispart of the same McGill Street precinct.
. Retall impact.on the Summer Hill village. ~ the excessive retail elementsin this R
- development will duplicate and squeeze out ch_al_*smail.-,busin_esse_s__ir_x an area with already

- edensheremilprovision. - |
- Signature: 6?‘5“5/4’0% "f"::’ o :‘(//f’[:‘”@”l R
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~Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard




The Department of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155 -
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

| object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

[l Traffic congestion—lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic and
congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and the
proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
(Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt &Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield Council).

01 A Scale and out of character with our village—this is a gross over-development of the Mills site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys)is completely out of character with the
local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of Summer
Hill and adjoining villages.

[l Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local schools,
childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

0 Limited greenspace— This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2" most densely populated municipality in NSW.

O Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this development,
community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine.The community’s
concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

(1% Combined impact with Lewisham Towers—nobody is considering the combined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact of
existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers development
which ispart of the same McGill Street precinct.

0¥  Retail impact on the Summer Hiil viliage — the excessive retail elements in this development will
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail provision.
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... ‘Objectioh to the Redevelopment of the Former Ailied Mrlls S;te MP10_0155~ -
. 2-32 Smith Street Summer Hlif NSW 2130 :

o ob;ect to the above Concept Plan applscat on on the basxs of the followung {as lndlcated) .

Traffic congesttonwlack of any credlhle pians to deal with the very substantlal increase m_'--_ o
‘traffic :and.'congestion . that this development will generate. -1t is estsmated that this
' development and the proposed Lewisham Towers development wilt generate an extra 1000

.cars/hour. in: peak hour (lndependent study by Coiston Budd Hunt &Kafes, May 2011

commlssmned by Ashﬂeld Councd)

Scaie and out of character w;th our wllage—th:s is & gross overwdevelopment ofthe Mlils'_- o

"site and the proposed ‘heights of the tower blocks (10-13. storeys)is. completely. out of

- character with the Jocal one and two- -storey dwellmgs {many of which are hentage) that are_ . :

.'characterlstic of Summer Hlli and adjom!ng villages.

impact-on_ loca[ amemty R the addmon of over 800 new res:dents (330 unlts X 2 09...'.'_ ';'

. people/ dwelllng average in'Ashfieid) in ‘thlS development simply cannot be accommodated.

o _ --by local schools chl!dcare and other amenmes many of whlc?a are already at capac&ty.. L

L:mlted greenspace— -Thss development has Ermlted greenspace, a concern compounded 3 U = .
-by the fact that Ashfleld is already the Z“d most densely populated mumcrpahiy in NSW RS

-dack of genume'commumty consultat:on - desp:te 62 per cent of the Summer Hl%! .
- . community-confirming_in-the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed. ... -

about this deveiopment communrty consultation has been extremely limited and not atalt -

: genuane The commumty s concerns are samply being lgnored and overlooked

Comblned tmpact w;th Lewusham Towers~nobody is consudermg the combmed rmpact S
_ (mcreasec{ traffic,. scale and design,’ overcrowdzng and loss of living amenity and negative . . R
Jimpact of exist:ng Iocal busmesses} of this deveEopment and the ad;acent Lewnsham Towers-

o development wh:ch ;sparl: of the same McGlil Street precmct

: ’Retaii :mpact ‘on the Summer Hl!l \nllage ~ the. excessive retall eiements in thES_:_'
development wall dupllcate and squeeze out local sma%l busmesses in. an area wnth already’_ T
: fextenswe retall prowsmn ' x : : A P
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The Department of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydrey NSW 2001

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_D155 -
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

lobject to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

Sighature:

Name: Z«jy\(]ﬁ,ﬂ“‘é { F,vﬁlq/

ot o
Email: )(ijwm ﬁg_(éf & j]@ﬂfa [. com
Address: I%’)"/,‘?_S“ Slez n e >

Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard

Traffic congestion-lack of any credible pians to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic and
fongestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this deveiopment and the
proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
(Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt &Kafes, May 2011 commissiored by Ashfield Council).

Scale and out of character with our village~this is a gross over-development of the Mills site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (1013 storavslic completely out of character with the
local one and two-storey dwellings {(many of which are heritage}, that are characteristic of Summer
Hill and adjoining villages.

impact or local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents {330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfieid) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local schools,
childcare and other amenities, many of which are atready at capacity.

Limited greenspace— This ciev_elopment has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2" most densely populated municipality in NSW,

Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this development,
community consuftation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The community’s
concerns are simply heing ignored and overlooked.

Combined impact with Lewisham Towers—nobody is considering the combined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact of
existing local businesses} of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers development
which ispart of the same MeGill Street precinct.

Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development will
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail provision,

Sommer ALl
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The Department of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

By email: plan_comment@planning.nsw.qov.au

Dear Sirs

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

| object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

0 Traffic congestion — lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic
and congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and
the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
(Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield
Council).

(1 Scale and out of character with our village — this is a gross over-development of the Mills site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with
the local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of
Summer Hill and adjoining villages.

O Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

0 Limited greenspace — This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2™ most densely populated municipality in NSW.

[ lLack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this
development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The
community’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

[0 Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact
of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct.

[0 Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development will
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail

provision.
. s "ty NSW GOVERNMENTT
Signature: 7WW 2% ) "‘h 5 Planning & Infrastructure
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Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at office@hazzard.minister.nsw.gov.au




The Department of Planning and Infrastruciure July 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

By email:plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.ay

Dear Sirs

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

| object to the above Concept Pian application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

Traffic congestion — lack of any credibie plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic
and congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and
the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
{(independent study by Colston, Sudd, Hunt &Kafes, iviay 2011 commissioned by Asiifieid
Council).

Scale and out of character with our village — this is a gross over-development of the Mills site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with
the local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of
Summer Hill and adjoining villages.

Impact on jocal amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
schools, childecare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

Limited greenspace— This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2" most densely populated municipality in NSW.

Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer's own survey that they wanted to be informed about this
development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The
community’s concarns are simpily being ignored and overlooked.

Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — noboedy is considering the combined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact
of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent lewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGili Street precinct.

Retail impact on the Summer Hill village ~ the excessive retail elements in this deveiopment will
dunticate and cqueeze out local small husinesses in an area with already extensive retail

provision. %égg NSW GOVERNMENT
il ﬁ

Planning & Infrastructure
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Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at office@hazzard. minister. nsw.gov.au




The Department of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155 -
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

| object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

Q ? ‘Traffic congestion—iack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic and

=" congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and the
proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
(Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt &Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield Council).

Scale and out of character with our village—this is a gross over-development of the Miils site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys)is completely out of character with the
local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage}, that are characteristic of Summer
Hill and adjoining villages.

o impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local schools,
childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

Limited greenspace~ This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2™ most densely populated municipality in NSW.

Lack of genuine community consuitation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer's own survey that they wanted to be informed about this development,
community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine.The community’s
concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

\}:)/ Combined impact with Lewisham Towers—nobody is considering the combined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact of
existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers development
which ispart of the same McGill Street precinct.

Retail impact on the Summer Hill village —~ the excessive retail elements in this development will
duplicate and sque@ut ocat smiall businesses in an area with already extensive retail provision.
¢ B
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The Department of Planning and infrastructure _
GPO Box 39 Z b ;’UL "GH

Sydney NSW 2001

By

July 2011

DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT AN
SYSTEM? =!‘--E.-':RF'('JRM/-;.NCE lD

email: plan_comment@planning. nsw.qov.ay DERFC
_RECHVED

Dear Sirs

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155
2.32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

| object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following {as indicated):

E,’/ Traffic congestion — lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic

rd

v

and congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and
the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
(Independent study by Coiston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield
Councit).

Scale and out of character with our village — this is a gross over-development of the Mitls site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks {10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with
the locat one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage}, that are characteristic of
summer Hill and adjoining villages.

Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield} in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

Limited greenspace — This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2™ mest densely populated municipality in NSW.

Lack of genuine comnmunity consultation - despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer’s own survey that they warnted to be informed about this
development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at alt genuine. The
community’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact
of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct.

Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail clements in this development will
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail

provision.
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The Department of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011

GPO Box 39 e

Sydney NSW 2001 u{é%?ﬁ, NSW GOVERNMENT
@YY Clanning & infrastryature

By email:plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

Dear Sirs

26 JUL 201

DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT AND

Objection to the Redevelopmerit of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_015: SYSTEMS PERFORMANCE
RFORMANCE

2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130 RECEIVED

| object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

+ Traffic congestion — lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic
and congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and
the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
(Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt &Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield
Council).

7~ Scale and out of character with our village — this is a gross over-development of the Mills site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks {10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with
the local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of
Summer Hill and adjoining villages.

«” Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

& Limited greenspace— This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2" most densely populated municipality in NSW.

L~ Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer’'s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this
development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The
community’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

" Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact
of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct.

47 Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development will
duplicate and squeeze out local/Small businesses in an area with already extensive retail
provision.
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_"The Department of Pianning and lnfraslructure L P L ) “juty 2011
. GPOBox 39, : o S oo
Sydney NSW 2001

: Objectmn to the Redevelopment ofthe Former Al!led Mlils Stte MP:LO 0155 -
-2 32 Smith Street Summer Hitt NSW 2130 '

' : object to the above Concept Plan applscataon on the baSlS of the foliowmg (as mdtcated)

Traffsc congestlon—lack ofany credlble plans to dea with the very substant:al increase in trafﬁc and___' :
- congestlon that this. development will generate e s estimated that this development and the -

proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an #xtra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour -

(Independent study by Colston Budd Hunt &Kafes, l\/éay 2011 commi ssmned by Ashfield CounCII}

s Q'“?le_ and ‘aut of rherarter wlth aur vrllage~thls Is @ gross aver- devefopment of the Mllls \l*e S
- ahd the- proposed heights of the tower nlocks lJ.U -13 storeyslls completely out of character with the '_ '.
- local.one and two-storey dwellmgs (many of whlch are herltage) that are characteristlc ofSummel SR
“Hill and adjomlngv Ilages R TS AR : :

] impact on Jacal amemty - the add:tzon of over 800 new resadents (330 units x 2, 49 people/_: _
-dwelling average in ‘Ashfield) in this development S;mply cannot he accommodated by local schools Dl
C hlldcare -and other amenltles many of whlch are already at capaaty : S

i L’mftEd greenspace- Thls develODment has. l:m:ted greenspace, 3 concern compounded by the_'._' A
. -fact that Ashfleld is already the 2"" most densely populated mumopallty in NSW : : _ 5

S Lack of genyine commumty consultatlon despjte 62 per Lent of the Summer Hill Lommumty_ L
~confirming in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this development, . -
S community consultatlon has - been extremely llm[ted and not at ail genume The communlty 5 -
L concerns are SImply being lgnored and overlooked : S

Combmed impact wnth Lewesham Towers nobody is conssderlng the comblned lmpact-.;- o
(lncreased traffic; scale and. design, overcrowdmg and loss. of jiving: amenity and negative. |mpact of -
Leyisting local busxnesses) of this: development and- the adjacent Levwsham Towers development o
-'whlch lspartofthe same IVchlll Street preunct .- L y R

il Retazl 1mpact on the Summer Hfli wllage the excesslve retall elements in thls devefopment w;ll.'_ﬁ : -
S dupilcate and squeeze out. local small busmesses inan area Wlth already extenswe tetall prov sion. R T NI

i Name-

U Emailc

s 'Addre'ss:__'_ _': s

 Copyto the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard




The. Department of Plannmg and Infrastructure e s iu_l_y 2011

" GPQ Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001 o

B Db;ectmn to the Redevelopment ofthe Former A!hed NllllS Slte MP10_0155 ~

'-__2 32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

o l o_b;ect 'to the above Concep_t_ ?lan appli_caté_on 'on the %Ja__sls of the following (as indicated}: : _. '

_ "Tra'fﬁc congestion—lack nfany. cre:dlble.plans to deel with the very substantial increase in traffic and ~
‘:congestion that this developmeni will :generate. -1t is; estimated that this development and the

" proposed Lewisham ‘Towers development will generate an .extra 1000 cars/hour in peal hour_'i -

Z.I(Jndependent study by Colston Budd Hunt &!(afes May 2011 cemmrssroned by Ashﬁeld Couocri)

Scale and out of character w:th our vliiage-thls is a gross over- development of the Mziis site :
and. rhe proposed heights cf tne fower MJJ\; {16-13 storeys)is conmpietely out of cnarauer withs the

. 'r_ focal one and two- stosfey dwelilngs (many of WhiCl’l are. hentage), .that arg charactenstlﬂ of Summer
. Hlll and ad;omlng Vlllages i i . _ _ . _ SRR :

lmpact on !ocal amen;ty - the addltlon of over 800 new re31dents {330 omts X2, 49 people/. o

_-dwe%llng average in Ashfseld) :n thls development simply cannot he eccommodated by Eocai schools ;
chlldcare and other amenltles many of whlch are already at capac;ty

_ leated greenspacew Thls deve%opment has llmlted greenspace a concern compounded by the___:_' : '
:fact’rhat Ashfleld is already the’ 2”" most densely popuiated mumcnpallty in NSW L :

Lack of genume commumty consultat:on - desprte 62 per cent of the Summer! Hlll communlty :

' onflrmlng in the developer 5 .Own. survey that they. wanted to be informed about this development '
- community consultation has been extremely dimited and. not at al) genume The commumty 5 i
concerns are ssmpiy belng 1gnored and overlooked '

: Comblned |mpact wrth Lew;sham Towers~nobody is conssdermg the combmed lmpact".:;"-f-

: (lncreased traffic, scale and des:gn overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impactof 0 -

: emstmg local .businesses) of tl‘us deveiopment and the adjacent Lewushem Towers. deve opment e :
Whlch ispart ofthe same McGlll S’{reet precmct S e : : SRR

Retatl lmpact on the Summer HiEl \nllage the excess ve retad elements in thls deve%opment w:ll - L

" uupliLoLE and :queeze out local small pusmes:es inan area uvlth already extensnve retall pre\nslon

' _.‘Signature: <«
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. Copyto the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard -~




The Department of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011

GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

By email: glan_comiment@planning. nsw.qov.ay

Dear Sirs

Ohbjection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

i object to the above Concept Plan application.on the basis of the following {as indicated):

/ Traffic congestion ~ lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic
and congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and
the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
{Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield

. Counil).

[’ Scale and out of character with our village ~ this is a gross aver-development of the Mills site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with.
the local one and two-storey dwellings {many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of

- Summer Hill and adjoining viflages.

i Impact on local amenity — the addition of ‘over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/

dwefling average in Ashfield) In this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
_ schools, childcare.and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

4 Limited greenspace ~ This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2™ most densely populated municipality in NSW.

£ Lack of genuine community consuitation —despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community:

confirming in the developer's own survey that they wanted to be informed about this
development, community consuitation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The

- community’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody s considering the combined impact

{increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact

of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
 development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct.

=4 Retail impact on the Summer Hill village ~ the excessive retail elements in this development wil
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail

provision, ...
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Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at office@hazzard. minister.nsw.qov.au




The Department of Piannlng and lnfrastructure

< huly 2011

- GPO.Box 39

: '_Sv_.dnev: NSW 2001

_By_ email: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov:au

Dear SII‘S .

'-Objection to the Redeve!opment of the Former AlHed Mills Site - MP10_ 0155

2:32 ‘Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

! obje(:l. 1o the above Concept Plan apphcatlon an the basis of the following {as ;nd:cated)

0

' Trafﬂc congestlon Iack of any credtble pians to. deal w:th the very substantlal mcrease in trafflc
‘and congestion’ that this: development w:ll generate, . lt is. estlmated that this devetopment and

‘the: proposed Lew;sham Towers development will generate an. extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour

NES

e :Slg_n'ature: RN .
Name:

Email: S

U -Copy to the M:nister for Planmng, ‘Brad Hazzard at officed ) hazzard_ mzn;ster nsw_

-~ the local one and two-storey ¢
. SummerHill and: adjommg villages,
: lmpact on iocal amemty-

: '(independent study by Coiston, Budd Hunt & Kafes May 2011 commlsswned by Ashfleld g
__'_Councnl) ' i N
~:Scale and put of character w:th our village thls zs A gross over—development of the MIHS S|te E :
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-dwelimgs (many of whlch are: her:tage) that are; characterlst:c of SR

deve!opment whichls part-of the same. McGill Street prec:nct

~‘Retail impact on the Summer Hill village - the. excess:ve retail elements in thls development thl_ - i
g _dupl:cate and squeeze out local small busmesses in: an area wzth already extenswe reta;l-_-_ R
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- the addutron of .over 800 new re51dents (330 unlts X 2.49 people/ S
':;_dwelling average'in Ashfseld) in ‘thls development s:mply ‘cannot "he- accommodated hy local e
‘schools, childcare and ‘other: amemtles, miny.( of which are already at’ capacrtv TR
‘Limited greenspace ~ This evelopment has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the. o
fact that Ashfield s alreadythe 2" most. densely populated mumcapallty in NSW s
1 Lack of genuine community-: consultation ~ despite 62. per cent of the Summer Hlll {:ommumty'_ v
!_'conflrmmg in the developers OWn survey “that they wanted to be mformed about- this® ©
-'development communlty consultatlon has been extremelv hrmted and not at all genulne The T
: _commumty 's concerns.are simply being ignored and overlooked. Rl
~Combined Impact with i.ewssham Towers ~ nobody is. consldermg the. combmed mpact- s
+{Increased traffi¢, scale. and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity- and negative impact ~
of existing local’ businesses) of this development and . the adjacent Lewrsham Towers B




The Department of Planning and Infrastructure 15 July 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

By email:plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

Dear Sirs

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

1 object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following {as indicated}):

Traffic congestion ~ lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic
and congestion that this development wiil generate, It is estimated that this development and
the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
{Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt &Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield
Council}.
Scale and out of character with our village — this is a gross over-development of the Mills site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks {10-13 storeys) is completely ocut of character with
the local one and two-storey dwellings {many of whlch are. heritage) that are characteristic of
Summer Hill and adjoining villages. - ce -
hrpzact on lotal amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
schools, childcare and other amenities, manv of which are already at capacity.
Limited greenspace~ This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2" most densely populated municipality in NSW,
Lack of genuine community consultation ~ despite 62 per ¢ent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer's own survey that they wanted to be informed about this
development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The
community’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked. :
Combined impact with -Lewisham Towers — nobody s considering the combined impact
(:ncreased traffic; scale and design, overcrowding and loss of Jiving amenity and negative impact
of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct.
Retail impact on the Summer Hill village - the excessive retal elemnents in this development will
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area ‘with already extensive retail

Name:

Email: @ﬁ/{%g}‘ i?’gf/ﬂ%ﬁéj A on s

Address: 9%‘7{/\4{?’1‘3\';&:’” 5}7: g"?{”"/wﬁ /%/*CC; /l/gt‘) ‘2/“_4-(3

Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at office@hazzard minister nsw.gov.au




The Department of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011

GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

8y email: plan_commeni@planning.nsw.gov.au

Dear Sirs

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

1 object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following {as indicated):

ii-?/ Traffic congestion — lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic
and congestion that this development will generate. it is estimated that this development and
the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
{Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield
Coungil), ‘

& Scale and out of character with our village — this is a gross over-devefopment of the Mills site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storays) is completely out of character with
the local one and two-sterey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of
summer Hill and adjoining villages.

w” Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

Limited greenspace — This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2™ most densely populated municipality in NSW.

& Lack of genuine community consultation ~ despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this
development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The
community’s concerns are simply being lgnored and overlooked,

& Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact
of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct.

rg/ Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development will
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with afready extensive retall

provision.

7
Signature: //
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Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at office@hazzard. minister.nsw.gov.au
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By email:plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

Dear Sirs

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

'nhivrt to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

"V Traffic congestion — lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic
and congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and
the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour

independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt &Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield

ouncil).

fti/gcale and out of character with our village - this is a gross over-development of the Mills site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with
‘he local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of
Summer Hill and adjoining villages.

7 Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

C/Limited greenspace- This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
act that Ashfield is already the 2" most densely populated municipality in NSW.

Eﬁ.ack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer’'s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this
development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The
community’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

L.i/Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact
of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers

/evelopment which is part of the same McGill Street precinct.

" Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development will
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail

provision,\

Signature: . K(
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Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at office@hazzard.minister.nsw.qov.au




The Department of Planning and lnfrastructure {iff; July 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

By email:plan_comment@bplanning.nsw.qgov.au

Dear Sirs.

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

tetiooi 1o the'above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following {as indi’cated):

".xiff"rra'fﬁc:conges_t_ion ~lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic
and congestion that this development will gerterate. it is estimated that this development and
‘the propesed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
tadependent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt &Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield
Council).

ifi”!-'f-/S(:a_Ie and out of character with our village — this is a gross over-development of the Mills site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks {10-13 stareys} is completely out of character with
“ha local one and two-storey dweliings {many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of

/f‘ig'umm_er;Hiil and adjoining villages,

7 impact on focal amenity - the addition of over 800 new residents {330 units x 2.49 people/

dwelling. average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
_schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

%/ Limited greenspace~ This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2° most densely populated municipality in NSW.

'L_ac_k_ of genuine community consultation ~ despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hili community
confirming in the developer's own survey that they wanted to be informed about this
development, community consultation has been extremely timited and not-at all genuine. The

Lcommunity’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

" Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering: the combined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact
of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers

/Aevelo‘pment which is.part of the same McGill Street precinct.

W Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail elements inthis development will
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail

provision,
Signature: % e
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Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at oﬁice@hazzar.d.min_istercnsw.qov‘au




Amy Watson ~ Summer Hill Mills

From: Hernan Diaz <hernan.cdiaz@gmail.com>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: Monday, 25 July 2011 9:51 AM
Subject: Summer Hill Mills

CC: <office(@hazzard. minister.nsw.gov.au>

Attachments: Summer Hill Mills Jul 2011.pdf

Good morning,
Please find attached my Objection to the Redevelopment of the Allied Mills Site. As a resident of

and home owner in Summer Hill for the last 10 years or so, 1 feel totally removed from the
consultation process I am mortified that there is little if no improvements to or increase in amenities
within the village. Traffic is already painfully slow during peak hours at the intersection of Longport
St and Old Canterbury Rd. There are no plans for green areas or parks.

This is yet another example of Governments continuing to kowtow to developers.

What are you doing to redress this?

Hernan Diaz

3/166 Smith St

Summer Hill

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alwatsom\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\dE2D926... 26/07/2011



The Department of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011

GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

By email: plan_comment@planningnsw,oov.al

Dear Sirs

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155
Z-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

| object to the above Cancept Plan application on the basis of the following {as indicated):

i\i/ Traffic congestion — lack-of any ceedible plans to deal with the very substantial increase intraffic
and congestion that this development will generates it Is esthmated that this development and
the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hiotr in peak hour
(independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashiield
Council}.

W Scalé and out of character with our village — this is a gross over-development of the Mills site
and tha proposed heights-of the tower blocks {10-13 storeys) 1§ completely out of character with
the local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which-are heritage}, that are characteristic of

/“Summer Hill and adjoining villages.

& Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents {330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

zs/ Limited greenspace — This development has limited greenspace, a concern compolnded by the

Aact that Ashfield is already the 2° most densely populated municipality in NSW.

;/ Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill cominunity
confirming in the developer’s own sbtvey that they wanted to be informed about this
development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The
community’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

EL}/Cambined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is. considering the combined impact
{increased traffic, scale-and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact
of existing local husinesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers

‘/-deve.lc_}pn'im;\.t which is parkof the same McGill Street precinct.

% Retall impact on the Surimer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this devaloprment will

59,{(:;33 cmall businasses In an aren with, already extensive. retail

duplicate and sguseze] out

provision, / ‘
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Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at office@hazzard. minister Nsw.gov.au




- -_':-'Sydnev NSW 2001

0 Lk 'enume community consultat;on - desp:te 62 per ‘cent.of the ‘Summer Hili community

;The Department of Planning and lnfrastructure July 2011

GPO Box 39

_.By ema:!. nlan comment@planning.nsw.gov.ay

Z.Dear Sll"i

Objection to the Redeve!opment of the Former Allied Mll!s Site - NIP:LO 0155
2% 32 Smlth Street Summer H:ll NSW 2130 .

i object to the above Concept Plan applacat:on on the basns of the followmg (as mdicated}

0 Traffu: congest:on - Jack of any credible p!ans to deal w:th the' very substantial lncrease in traffic
_'and congestlon that this development will. generate Litis estlmated that this’ development and
.« the proposed Lew:sham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
'{lndependen 5 ud ¥ by Colston Budd Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commtssuoned by Ashfield
S 'Councd) S _ :
[ Scale. and out of character With our vlllage o this is gross ove development of the Mills site
aod the proposed heights of the tower ‘blocks (10 =13 storeys) is completely out of character with
.-,the !ocal one and TWor storey dwetlmgs (many of whsch are hentege) that are charactenst;c of
i Summer Hill and adjomlng villages.
mpact on. local amemty —-the add;t;on of over 800 new reszdents (330 unlts % 2.49 people/
dwellmg verage: in. Ashfleid) in: th:s development simply. cannot be accommodated by local
;chool :_-ch||dcare and othe aﬁmenattes manv of: whlch are already at capa01ty
. mltedf eenspac - This development ‘has l|m|ted greenspace, 'a a-concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is alreedy the 2™ most densely populated municipality in NSW.

_3?c_onfsrm|ng in'‘the developer’s own - survey. that they:wanted to’ be informed about this
dEVelopmenl communltv consultatnon has been extremely llmlted and not-at all geoume The
_ommunlty £ concems are s&mply bemg Ignored and. overlooked .
:___Comb‘lned impact with' l.ewlsham Towers w-nobody is conwder;ng the combmed impact
S }(increased trafflc scele and des&gn, overcrowdmg and loss’ of living amemty and negative impact
'.{_.of existing: locai bus;nesses) cof ‘this. development and the adjacent l.ew:sham Towers
: -development which i part of the same MchlI Street preclnct :
0 _Retall impact on the Summer Hill village ~ ~the excessive retall elements in-this development will
'duplucate and squeeze “olt local sma!l busmesses in-an area: w:th alreedy extensive retail
prov;ston - S e .
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The Department of Planning and infrastructure July 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155 ~
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

| object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated}:

Traffic congestion—lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic and
congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and the
proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in pesk hour
(Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt &Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield Council).

Scale and out of character with our village—this is a gross over-development of the Mills site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks {10-13 storeys)is completely out of character with the
local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage], that are characteristic oy Summer
Hitl and adjoining villages.

v Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dweiling average in Ashfield} in this development simply cannot be accommaodated by local schools,
childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

{ Limited greenspace— This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2™ most densely populated municipality in NSW.

Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer’'s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this development,
community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine.The community’s
concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

(8 Combined impact with Lewisham Towers—nobody is considering the combined impact
{increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact of
existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers development
which ispart of the same McGill Street precinct.

Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development will
duplicate and squeeze out iocal small businesses in an area with aiready extensive retall provision.
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Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard
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The Department of Planning and Infrastructure o July 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

By email:plan_comment@planning.nsw.goy.au

Dear Sirs

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

{ object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following {as indicated):

'i\“

As

i
1%

Traffic congestion — lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic
and congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and
the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
{fndependent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt &Kafes May 2011 commissioned by Ashfieid
Councii).

Scaie.and out of character with our viilage — this is a gross over-development of the Mills site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with
the local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage}, that are characteristic of
Summer Hitl and adjoining villages.

iimipact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

Limited greenspace- This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2" most densely populated municipality in NSW.

Lack of genuine community consuttation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this
development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The
community’s concerns are simply being ignered and overlooked.

Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact
{increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact
of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct.

Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development will
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail
provision. T——
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Capy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at office@hazzard. minister.nsw.gov.au
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The Department of Planning and Infrastructure >2 ) July 2011
GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155 —
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

| object to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

l,'-./ Traffic congestion—lack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic and

y

Signature: C 8 (:b(:xg Planning & Infrastructure

Name: D : CQ%(; ony ‘@Q’ T 2 7 -;’JL :3‘1

Email:
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Address: f) O g’~>>¢' ‘-)-—‘?' B S i el

congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and the
proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour

(Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt &Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield Council).

scale and out of character with our village—=this is a gross over-development of the Mills site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys)is completely out of character with the
local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of Summer
Hill and adjoining villages.

Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommaodated by local schools,
childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

Limited greenspace— This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2™ most densely populated municipality in NSW.

Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this development,
community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine.The community’s
concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

Combined impact with Lewisham Towers—nobody is considering the combined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact of
existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers development
which ispart of the same McGill Street precinct.

Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development will

duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with alreiag oxtEnsive-retat-provision
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