@, NSW GOVERNMENT
;.,_,_; Fanning & Infrasiructure

27 JuL 7

The Department of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011
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Sydney NSW 2001 SYSTEMS PERFORMANCE

RECEIVED

By email: plan comment@planning.nsw.gov.ay

Dear Sirs

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Miils 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):

o

Traffic congestion — lack of any credible plans to deai 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
Courncii).

Scale and out of character with our village - this is a gross over-development of the Milis site
and the proposed heights of the tower blocks {10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with
the focal 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 geauine. 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 exiensive retail

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

I ob}egw‘éﬂlthe above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

W/ﬁ:affic 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

propgﬁed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
(Ind€pendent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt &Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield Council).

‘w‘/ Scale and out of character with our village—this is a gross over-development of the Mills site
and the nroposed heights of the tower blocks (12-13 storeyslis completely cut of character with the
local pne and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of Summer

/ and adjoining villages

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

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

Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Surmmer 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
congetns are simply being igncred and overlooked.

Combined impact with Lewisham Towers—nobody is considering the cormbined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact of
existing local businesses! of this develepment 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 already extensive retail provision.
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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):

I/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 comnletely 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. 1
'S a Shawme that The Aeve lof:»(/r.f did not beunld A S poy 1S CewTVE oy
Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community ,{:’/“‘1-"‘9
confirming in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this development, he tels om
community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine.The community’s f"l’ Ji k-
concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked. as
-r’ijj 'J\?fd'[
/ Combined impact with Lewisham Towers—nobody is considering the combined impact fo
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact of buy Mm-s
existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers development J
which ispart of the same McGill Street precinct.

O Retail impact on the Summer Hill village - the excessive retaii 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 Planning and Infrastructure

GPC Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

July 2011

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

| ohject 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 Ashfieid Council).
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and the proposed heights of the tower blocks {10-13 storeysjis comuletely 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/
dweiling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local schoals,
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 popuiated 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 fimited 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 Summaer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development will

duplicate and squeeze out iocal small businesses in an area with ais

Sighature:

Name: CRASTINE

Email:

Address: 3) 9
Sywney

Cor ¢ §vl~ov

AN et sos/

(res

T s 2RO

Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard

g \)\A GOVE !\Nf\'i MN l "
&{%@% W Planning & inlrasinstuie

eady extensive relait provision,

27 JUL 201
DEVELOPMINT ASSESSMENT AND
SYSTERMS PERE

PRMANCE

L@_{‘-J M "\—"“"\ 8%0’ ’d'ioh.



The Department of Planning and Infrastructure

July 2011

GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

By email: plan_comment@planniog.nsw.aov.au

Dear Sirs

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MIP10_0155
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

j object to the above Concept Plan applicaticn on the basis of the following (as indicated):

[

{3

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 Milis site
and the preposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with
the focal 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 ali 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
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already exiensive retail
provision.

NSW GOVERNMENT

' £
Signature: 2 {gfﬂ”ﬁ\u\ ] @%% . ‘ SovEmENT
‘ &%@,ﬁﬁ; Planning & INfrasiiuGiies
f ” - e ‘
Joyomne  Eusigon 77 JUL 20

Name:

DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT_AND
SYSTAMS PERFORMANCE

Ermail ©RECENTD B

Address: o ¥ Vi TR A S LBt SHA A 1 //‘)

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




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 ceal 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).

C 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.

O 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.

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 ispart of the same McGill Street precinct.

i,i Retail impact on the Summer Hili 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 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 Ashfieid
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
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i :_ ~Summer Hill and adjoining villages.
_f-_..-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.

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 comimunity
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.

Comhined 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 retaif elements in this development wif
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail
provision.
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P.O. Box 428

SUMMER HILL NSW 2130
NSW Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box 39,
SYDNEY NSW 2001

SUBJECT: Application No. MP10 1055
Redevelopment of former Allied Mills site
2-32 Smith Street, SUMMER HILL
CONCEPT PLAN

| object to the proposal as detailed in the above referenced Concept Plan, for the following
reasons:

e  The number of residential buildings proposed, with their height ranging up to 13
storeys, and containing some 330 flats, is a gross overdevelopment of this site and
is completely out of character with the local one and two storey dwellings of
Summer Hill / Lewisham.

e It provides for a density and scale which is completely at odds with the established
and valued character of the surrounding community. It will have a detrimental
impact on the community in many ways such as traffic generation, rubbish
generation and general unattractiveness. The people of the local community should
not have to cop this nonsense.

e It will have a detrimental impact on local amenity and services. This includes
transport systems, parks and recreation space and education facilities. The
adjoining and nearby main roads are already heavily used and gridlocked at peak
periods.

e There will be an economic impact on existing Summer Hill, Lewisham, Leichhardt
and Dulwich Hill shopping precincts. '

Kind regards,

/ Murray Cle(av r >S /7 /)«: ' NS Y8 Planning & Infrastructure
| 27 JUL 201
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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

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

v/ 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}.

G Scale and out of character with our village-this is @ gross cver-development of the Mills site
and the proposad heights of the tower Blocks {10-13 storeys)is compietely out of cliaracter with the
local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of Summer
Hill and adjoining vitlages.

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

i 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.

v”/ Lack 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 limited and not at all genuine.The community’s
concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

b 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 McGil Street precinct.

Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development wiil
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retaii provisivit,
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The Department of Planning and Infrastructure ANV J-NQWSQHEW\}QQT‘}JGUMG

oPo Box 39 10z INF 82

Sydney NSW 2001
By email:plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au alnondisedu] % BUIHUQIH

Dear Sirs
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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):

O

Signature:

Name: %J(c—::\)& \3 L v\@'i__
Email: bJ S . é @ L\CJK \.\f\(‘\ . O o\

Address: /2 3 f’\/”\@? (——‘\ < <t

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 hy 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 corsultation 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
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area i already extenswe retall
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The Department of Planning and Infrastructure 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

| 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

[}
/r‘\"%\' the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour

(Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 201l 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.

[0 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

1)
y+4 e : . . .
of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers

444

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.
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The Department of Planning and Infrastructure uly 2011
GPQ Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

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

m—

Pear Sirs

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - VP10 0155
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

| ohiect 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
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 commissioned by Ashfield

Councit)

!\/ 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.

IY( 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 he accommaodated by local
schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.

m/ 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.

IF/ 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 ignered and overlooked.

Combined impact with Lewisham Towers ~ nobody is considering the combined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and toss 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.

e
Signature: ////////%( T
Name: fg{-i,?Z,NA’!\/ e /V/);//}%,(/i{f)

Email: / nayarve 170@{7@ hol-con?

Address: //;?7 LT/W/]}/ J]} JC/M/WF% ///[/é/ /]/JWOQ/ 3(\

Copy ta the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at office@hagzzard.minister.nsw.gov.au
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The Department of Planning and Infrastructure ' i}u j;f Fluly 2011
GPO Box 39 , /
Sydney NSW 2001

By email: plan_commeni@pianning. nsw.gov.ay

Dear Sirs

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MPIO 0155
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

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

]

{1

Signature: |
Name; -

Emaik:

Address: Wf},%’ :3’\”\& *‘i ‘:ET : iﬂ\}‘é%i\”“\ L{E‘w _];e:%f’i. LA,,. \.f |

Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at g_fﬁgg@haz_zar_d.minfster.nsw_.gov.aq

. provision.

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 deve!opment will generate anextra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
{Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May. 2011 commissioned’ by Ashﬂeld
Councit).

Scale.and out of character with our \nllage this is a gross over~development of the Mills site.
and the proposed heughts of the tower blocks {10- 13 storeys} is completely out of character with

the local one and: two—storey dwellings {many of. whlch are heritage), that are characteristic of

Summer Hill and adjoining villages.

‘Impact on local amenity - the addmon of aver.800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 peopie/.

dwelling -average in-Ashfield) in- this deveiopment simply cannot be accommodated by focal
schools, childcare and other amenities, ‘many of which are. already at ‘capacity.

Limited greenspace — This. developmant has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by. the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2™ most densely populated runicipality in NSW. '
tack of genuine community consultatlon ~ despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer’s own survey that th__ey wanted to be informed zhout this
development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The
community’s concerns are simply being ignofed and overlooked.

Combined impact with Lewisham Towers ~ nobody is considering the combined impact
(mcreased iraffic, scale and deS|gn, overcrowcfmg and loss of living amenity and negative impact
of existing local businesses) ‘of this develcpment and the ‘adjacent Lewisham Towers
development which is partof the same McGill Street precinet.

Retail impact on the Summer Hill v;liage — the excessive retail elements in this development will-
duplicate and squeeze ‘out 1ocal small ‘businesses in an area with already éxtensive. retail

: / - "‘ ¥ ’F’\aj - :
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T The Department of Planning and Infrastructule il July2011
;S_ydney NSW 2001

EECENES Objectuon to the Redevelopment of the Former AIEled Mslls Site - MPlO 0155 -~
c 232 Sm:th Street Summer Hifl NSW 2130 B

| obJect to the above Concept Plan appflcatlon on ’the bas;s ofthe followmg (as mdlcaled)

o :_Traffzc congest:on—laek of any credxb!e plans to deal wuth the very substantial increase in traffic and

- scongestion 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 &l(afes, May 2011 commlssmned by Ashﬁeld Council).

i Scaie and out of character with our Vlilage—thls isa Bross over—development of the Mills site

- and the. proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13. storeys);s completely out of character with the
- local ene and two-storey dwellings (many of which are herltage) that are charactertstlc of Summer
: ;Hllland ad;ommg vullages S : . :

: lmpact on iocai amenity — the addxilon of OVEr 800 new resndents {330 units x 2.49 people/
' -:'_-dwelllng average in Ashfield) in this development sumply cannot be accommodated by local schools,

U chlldcare and other amenities, many. of whsch are already at capamty

' Limtted greenspace— This development has hmnted greenspace a concerr cempounded by the.

'_ fact that Ashﬁe?d is alfeady the 2"‘j most densely popu ated mummpallty in NSW,

l.ack of genuine community consultatlon - desplte 62 Jper cent of the Summer Hilf community

S “‘confirming i in the developer’s own survey that they.wanted to be informed about this development,

- _community consultation has been sextremely lml‘ted and not at all genume The communitys _

E ) _ concems are sxmply bemg lgnored and overlooked

L 'Slgnature

:-Addr_‘e._s.s.;_:'.f 5

Combmed 1mpact wuth Lewssham Towersmnobody is conmdermg the combmed 1mpact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowdsng and loss of living amenity and negative impact of
- existing | {ocal businesses) of this devei fopment, and the adjacent Lewmham Towers development.
_ .:whlch |spart of the same McGill Street. precmct ' : : '

Sid Retafl zmpact on the Summer HI” w!lage the excesswe retatl elements in lhls development Wlil
A -dupltcate and squeeze out Jocal small busmesses in an area wrth ah eady extensxve retasi prowsson

-'._'Name_: '

_Emali.: o

- CO p;y to _th_e- -M]histe_'r_.for _P_l_an'n_iﬂ'g, 'B_ra_d _H_az_;al_’d




Thea Department of Planning and Infrastructure Ju_l_y:__zoil

. Dear Sirs

e U

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

"1 object to the above Concept Plan applica:tieh on.the hasls of the following (as indicated):
O Traffic congestion — lack of any crediblé_p_lan_s to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic
- and congestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and
~the propoesed Lewisham Towers development wilt generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
{Independent study ‘by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield
0 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 locat ene and two-storey _dWeIEings_;(m_a_ny of which are heritage), that are ¢haracteristic of
Summer Hill and adjoining \._fi'l_lage_s_. PR S S IR S
13 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, childeare and other amenities, many of which are already atcapacity. - . o
{3 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. ~ -
0 tack of genuine community consultation ~ despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hiil community
' - confirming in the developer’s. own survey that they wanted to. he informed- about this
-development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at.gll gehuine. The .
~ tommunity’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked. . o
[ Combined jmpact with Lewisham Towers - nobody is considering the combined impact -
{increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of fliving amenity-and negétiv_e impact -

of existing Jocal. businesses) ‘of this develop nent and the adjacent Llewisham Towers

_ Gevelopment which is part of the same McGill Street precinct. - R
O Retail impact on the Summer Hill village - the excessive retail elements in this development will
' duplicate ‘and squeeze out __f-!__o__cal__::'sma_l__f_-b_u_sine_ss_es_. in-an.area with already extensive retail

provision, "0 T S S B TR AR B

B Signature: | {‘:\jd‘{'(&d&% . i

Name:s /U STewART o e e
e T e
RAR W) B

. . '-,,. . "r .;. “:“‘-;:_‘.(_;7.
Email; wagkmandplato opibnet com qa

———— ]

Scanning Room

. Address: ‘9:11\},{ ¢To wm, < “{ L(_,ln)if i’f”Wl :5\1.-3?{.‘4_ : :‘i-:__ {h” :. ) _

“ Copy to the '[_\_/lin'is_tér_for_P!anniﬂg, Brad H_az_zar.d at 'office@haz_zar_d.minister.n'sw.qov__'au'_.



The Department of Planning and Infrastructure 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 Milis 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 cangestion — 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 herltage), that are characteristic of
Summer Hill and adjoining viliages.

Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents {330 units x 2.49 people/
dweliing average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by focal
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 Ashfleld is already the 2™ most densely populated municipallty in NSW.,

Lack of genuine comimunity 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.

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

Retail Impact on the Summer Hil village — the excesslve retail elements In this development will
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extenslve retall

provision,

Signature:

Name:

Email: G“WQG—W W{Q—ybe-n}@ YA14400 . oM AU

Address: 6 oD C-GUTG%W Rned> | [ ewristt gm ; COUA

Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at ofﬂce_@hazzard.mini_ster.nsw.gov.a_u_




The Departmcnt of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011

GF'O Box 39 :
Syd ney NSW 2001

By ema:? man cemmeni@uiannmq nsw.Qov.au

DearStrs

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

| Obj tto the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the following (as indicated):

‘ 'fraff:c congestrcn - Jack of any credible plans to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic
and cm;gestion that this development will generate. It is estimated that this development and
fjthe proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
| indcpendent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield
. ouncll)

%Scale and out: uf character with our village ~ this is a gross over-development of the Mills site
and the; proposad heights of the tower blocks {10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with
:}'the !ocal one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of
Summer Hill and adjoining villages.
pact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents {330 units x 2.49 people/
_ We!lmg average in Ashfield} in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
-ffschoois childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.
gjumited greenspace - This deve!opment has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the

ict that Ashfleld is already the 2™ most densely populated municipality in NSW.
k?of genwne community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
onﬁrmmg in ‘the developer's own survey that they wanted to be informed about this
: §§deve!0pment commumty consultation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine. The
cgmmumty s concerns are simply heing ignored and overlooked,

D/;C;'mbmed impact with Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the combined impact
(increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact
0 éx;stmg Iocai businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
deve!opment Wthh is part of the same McGifl Street precinct,

Retall lmpact on the Summaer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development will
j Ilcate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail

ASINERCR
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Cop{/ to the Mimster for Planning, Brad Hazzard at office@hazzard, minister. nsw.gov,ay




The Department of Planning and Infrastructure _),/ July 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydnay NSW 2001

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

Dear Sirs

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Alllad Mills Site - MPL0_0155
2.32 Smith Street, Sumtmer Hill NSW 2130

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

@ Traffic cangestion — 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 Colsion, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield
Coundil). : ‘

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 out of character with
the local one and two-storey dwellings {many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of
Summer Hiil and adjoining villages. '

Impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents {330 units x 2.49 people/
dwelllng 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 congerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

ET/ 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 lLewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct,

E’/ Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excessive retail elements in this development wilt
duplicate and sgtieeze out local small businesses In an area with already extensive retail
provision.

Signature:

s #v8%s

Name:
Email: ﬁé‘fcff-fa(ja 2; @@ &rr\c«f_(, e

Address: £ 7 VICT A &7 LB HAM N Dk <,

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




_ The Department of Plannlng and lnfrastructure - ' July 2011
. GPO.Box39 S : : -
“Sydney NSW 2001

" By-emailiplan_comment@pianning.nsw.gov.ay
" DearSirs

" _ 'Oblectron to the Redevelopment of the “Former Allied M:llf ‘:It(‘ -MP10_0155
2 32 Smith Street summer Hlll NSW. 2130 '

ol object to the above Con{:ept Plan appilcatlon on the basm of the follovvmg (as mdmated)

Traffic co_ngestlon - lackof_-a_ny:credlbie _plarzs 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 Lewi sham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
_ 'unﬂepmuem srudy oy Cumdn, mdu, Hurit Lx[\du,.., May ;,w,l commissioned u\,’ ,-..-.l*ﬂald
“‘Council), o :
il Scale and out of character wnth our wilage = this is a gross over- development of the Milis site -
~and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of character with
~the local one and two-storey: dwellmgs {many of whnch are heritage), that are chara_c_teristic of "
Summer Hill and ad;o:mng villages. ' '

. :-lmpact on lacal amemty -‘the- addmon of over 800 new residents {330 units x 2 49 peopie/
“dwelling ‘average in. Ashf;eld) in: th:s development simply cannot be accommodated by Iocal .

*schools, childcare aﬂd other amemt|es ‘many of which are already at capacity. - ' :

| - Limited greenspace— This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the

';f:ct t}"atA,.u.u,.d is alr ewy the must densely populated municipality In MNSW, :
i Lack of genume communlty consuitatlon - despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill commumty
. confirming in -the " deveéloper's ‘own survey that they wanted to be informed ‘about this
‘development, community consuitatlon has been extremely limited and not at all genume The -
L community’s concerns.are simply being tgnored and overlooked. :

1 Combined impact with® Lewisham Towers — nobody is considering the combmed lmpact
-{increased traffic, scale and demgn overcrowdmg and loss of living amenity and negative impact
.of existing locat busmesses] of thas _development ‘and the acijacent Lewisham Towers
development which is- part of the same McGill Street precinct. - : '

~Retail impact on the Summer Hill vlliage —1he excessive retail elements in ‘rhls development will

o "dupltcate and squeeze out local smali busmesses in an area wuth a%ready extenswe retail -

s plows:un G ot E 8 B R &z CEE G raag e S
ALt L oF /s; . . )
e . : i ‘_..}_,;/__f,,{/ﬁ o r.'_c' S ,‘_.,g «
‘.v"d R A O e A i RN o - EES T .

-ngnaturé

~ Name;

s A'd_dtes.s:f: B

.Copy to the Mll’llste}’ for Planmng, Brad Hazzard ate ffice@hazzard mi mstey nsw gov a
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.llrafrasrructule L : suly 2011
GPO Box 39 o L U
_ Sydney | NSW 2001

' Objechon to the Redovelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155 -
:2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hl” NSW 2130 ' :

o ob;ert to the above Concept Plan appllcatlon on the bas;s of the following {as mdlcaled}

TFraffic congestlon—lack of any credlble pians to deal with the very substantlal mcrease in traffic and
congestion that this: development will generaté. 1t is estimated that this: development and the
proposed Lewrsham Towers development will ‘generate an extra 1000 cars/hour -in peak hour
{Independent study by Colston Budd, Hunt &Kafes May 2011 {,ommlsyoned by Ashfleld Counml)

“Scale and out of character w:th our vnllage—thm is a gross over~development of the Mills site

and the. proposed herghts of the tower blocks (10- 13 storeys)is completely out of character with the

' local oneand two-storey dwellmgs (many of whlch are her ltage) ihat are characterlstac of Summer
Hlél and adjommg VIIiages :

i lmpact on iocal amemty - the addltlon of over 800 new residents (330 units X2, 49 peonle/
; dwell: ing average in Ashfleld) in this devetopment simply cannot be accommodated by focal schools,
'chlldcare and other amemtles ma ny of whlch are aiieady at capamty BT

Lsmited greenspace~ Thls development has llmlted Ereenspace, & concern compounded by the
o fad that: Ashﬁeld is already the 2”‘ most densely populated mumc;pailty in NSW :

Lack of genume commumty consuftatlor' - desplte 62 per cent of the Summer Hl%l community
confirming in the developer s-own survey that they wanted to be informed about this development,
community consultatlon has been extremely limited and not at all genu:ne The commumiy s -

' 'concerns are 51mply be:rsg ;gnored and overlooked C '

Combmed tmpact wrth Lewnsham Towers_nobody is conf;ldermg the combzned lmpact
' _(mcreased trafflc, ‘scale and des ign, overcrowdlng and loss.of fivj ing. amemty and negative impact of

.. : -existing local bosrnesses) of this deveiopment and the adjacent ew:sham Towers development
_ -which |5part of rhe same Mchll Street prermct ' S . :

e mzual: mlpau un me ;mmmer hiu wl:age - Uu, EXCessive letc,ns elemenib in tiis nevelopmerit wiji
'-.-dupl cate and squeeze out locel small bus inesses in.an area wnth already extens:ve retarl provusnon '

. W_#;.,’." ) ___/)u’//’w ’;7
:.Name QEORQ‘W\‘J\ (?A\KMQA
iEmall %eorslna(’a}f\lm loi(/c'{“Wkﬁu\J {"M

- Slgnature

'_'_-';Address o U\JHLESLF\;’ S!M“r:\ &/\MAMEYQ fldLL l\f&vv w{)‘@

: Deparxmen ol Plannmg

Sbaﬂl’llﬂg Room

s o]




. ?he Department of Planning and, Infrastructure _: oo ﬁ]{?ﬂl July 2011

GPD Box 39

RS

_'Sydney NSW 2001 -

_' g -Objectron to the. Redevelopment of the Former Allled Mills Sste MPlO 0155 -
__2 -32 Smrth Street Summer HElE NSW 2130, ' : ERI

' i ob}eet to the above Concept ?lan appllcatron on the basxs of the followmg (as mdrcated)

- “Traffic conge_stio_n_—lack of.any credible .p_lan_sto deal with the very substantial increase in traffic and

- congestion that this development wiil. generate “ft.is estimated that this development and the

'-_'proposed lewisham Towers development “will generate an -extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
: -'_{lndependent study by Colston Budd Hunt &Kafes May 2011 commlssmned by Ashfield Council).

Scale and out of -character with our wllagemthw is a gross over—development of the Mills site

e and dhe proposed helghts of the tower-hlocks {10~13 storeys)is completely out of character with the

S

s ::-local one and two-storey dwellings (many of whrch are herltage) that are chalacte istic of Summer o
. = Hill and ad}olnmg wléages ' . : S

" lmpact on local amenity - the addition o? over. 800 new residents (330 units x 2.49 people/

o dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development 5|mply cannot be accommodated by tocal schools, -
L "chlldcare and other amemt:es, many of whlch are a]ready at capacrty

erited greenspace— This development has ilmated greenspa{:e a concern compounded by the

.:_ 'fact that Ashfleld is already the 2"" most deosely populated mumcrpairty in NSW.

Lack of genuine c_o_mmunlt_y consuita_tion' _—.despite __6_2 pe_r.ce-ﬂt of the Summer Hill community
—-confirming in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this development,

comeunity consultation -has been extremely lsmlted and not at ail genume The commumtys_

L

-.concems are SEmply bemg ignored and overlooked

“Combined impact ‘with Lewisham Towers~nobody s -considering the combined impact

'”f-(mcreased trefﬂc scale and desrgn overcrowding and 10ss of living amenity and negatrve impact of

existing local ‘businesses} of this development and. the ad;acent Lewrsham Towers development

- -_wh ch lspart of the same MCGHI Street precmct

Retali |mpact on the Summer Hlll \nilage the exc:esswe reta:l elements in this development wrll- LT
: .dupllcate and squeeze out locai smalt businesses in.an area w1th already extensrve retati provlsron '

| e el

(AR A */%W T
o ..:.:gmazl /f f’u'///y/?&(? ,ym;/—ﬂ (’g,r (c) ""’M‘""f; ) @c/mt S

::Adc‘ress | )/’4 r\/&»w’lu CRT T

Dyt LG 2}9@5 -i:?' |

e Cooy__to:t_h_e: M_in'_ist_er_'_f.o_r'Plannin_g,_'Brad H_azzar-d._ T




L The DepartmentofPlannmgand!nfrastructure Lo _Qfduly_ZOlfl

. GPO Box 39
e Sydney NSW 2001

U Ob;ectlon to the Redevelopment ofthe Former Allied Miils. Slte MP10,_ 0155 -
2-32 Smlth Street Summer Hill NSW 2,130 ER o

- _ i object to th_e._above. Concept Plan .app__lica?:_lon_ on th_e 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 deve! opment will 'generate i est:mated 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 Coundil), - -

Scate.and out of character with our village-this is.a gross over- -development of the Mills site :
and the proposed heights of the tower hlocks {10-13 storeys)is completely out of character with the
focal one and two-storey dwellmgs {many of Wl’]lch are hert tage) that__ane characteristic of Summer
-_H|ll and adjomlng wllages O Cn R

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 ST
: __-chlldcare and other amemtaes many of whlcn are aiready at capacrtv e :

Lleted greenspace— Th|<; development has §|m|ted greenspace a concern compounded. by the:: :' '
fact that Ashfseld is already the 2“‘"j most densely populated munIClpallty in NSW. '

Lack of genuine community consuitatmn - desmte 62 per.cent of the Summer Hill communlty
confirming in the develpper’s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this development, -
community consultation ‘has been extremely i mited and hot at all. genu:ne The communaty 5 -
'concerns are sxmply belng lgnored and overlooked -

_ Combmed tmpact wath Lemsham Towersmobody is conmdermg the combined nmpact o
{mcreased traffic, scale and design, overcrowdlng and loss of living amenity and negative impact 01' .
. existing local businesses) -0f :this development and the adjacent Leuwsham Towers developmem
L :whlch lspart of the same MCG|lI Stleet plecmct S : -

N Peta'i lmr-act on the Summer H|ll vtl!age thc excessnve retaﬁ elements in this development wxl o
SR -dupllcatc and squeeze oul locai small bus inesses.in an area W|th already extenswe retail provmon o

_-:Slgnature

.:'jl"*‘-la'l_l_‘?' /fau#&o Gﬁ’ "744’

- Email: /Mﬂﬁfa//ﬁ J‘m r"/‘é

. _-:._:Address .é?/?“‘ %gg{;/ﬁ J}" . o
ﬁc//maé' //zm?

_Copy to the l\fl_i_n'lstef for. P':l_a_nn'_in_g, Brad H azzard g
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26 fuly 2011 .-

" The Department of Plannmg and lnfrastructure

- "GPO Box 39
_ Sydney NSW 2001 .

: Objectton tothe Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mllls Slte MP10_ 1055
2 32 Smith Street, Summer H:i! NSW 2130

N ObjECt to the above Concept Pian appl:catlon on the bas:s of the followmg

O

- congestion that this development will :generate.

Traffic congestion ~Jack of eny credzble plans to dea! with the very substantial increase In traffic and - .

(Independent study bv Colston, Budd Hunt & Kafes May 2011 commlssmned by Ashfieid Counczl)

Scate and out of character Wlth our. vlllage this is & gross over- development of the Mills site and the -

E '.proposed heights of the tower blocks (10 13 storeys) is completely out of character with the local one

- and two-storey dwelirngs {many of whu:h are hentage] that are characterlstrc of 5ummer Hsfl and -

: -QSzgnature
'_-'Name

| .‘-_E‘.'”a‘ " ﬁcxéé’ Oévaa co"/’ | Reocher

ad}oming vzllages

lmpact on Iocal amemty ’che addltlon of over 800 new residents (230 units x 2.49 people/. dwellmg .

: average in Ashfield).in this development stmply cannot be dccommodaled by local schools, chsldcare .
and othel amem‘cres, many of whlch are already at capactty : :

L:mrted greenspace This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by ‘fhe fact' _
that Ashﬁeld is already the Z“d most densely populated mumcnpalaty inNSW, Lo

Lack of genume comm'umty 'consu!tatlon - desplte 62 'per cent of ‘the Summer Hill community
- confirming in the developer's own survey that they wanted to be informed about this davelopment,
community consultation has heen extremely limited and not -at aii genume

CONncerns are. Stmply bemg gnored and overlooked

"The community's -

. jComb:neci lmpact wsth Lew:sham Towers = nobody is conSIdermg the combmed :mpact (mcreased. :
“traffic, scale and design, overcrowdmg and loss of living amenity and negative impact of existing local_ -
* businesses) of this deveiopment and. lthe adjacent Lewnsham Tower:. development whmh s, part of the. R

._same McGIEl Street precmct

: Retall |mpact on the Summer Hill vullage - the excesswe reta:l elements in this development wxll_ s
: dupllcate and squeeze out local small busmesses inanarea Wlth already extens&ve retall provns;on

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

6MWW'QA PR 3
= Departmen ofPanmng

l AUG lell

Scanmng Room

: :'_':Co';:a_v_:to the lv'l'inls*'cér_folf-'!ﬁ.lahﬂ_i:ng,_fBré_d .Hazée_rd_ S



The Department of Planning and Infrastrugtyre ,

EVELOPMENT ASSESSMEN
GPO Box 39 SYSTEMS F:Ei;u!:ube:. T AND
Sydney NSW 2001

S8 >
“%@%ﬁ” NSW GOVERNMENT
Q;"j‘wﬁg, Flanning & Infrastructure

16 AUG 2011

July 2011

FORMANCE
RECEIVED o

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):

9

N

"\D

Signature: P///,’P e

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 duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail

-

provision.

L)

i) D
e b0 MAUMEE A

Email: (1c/58 D emarC o ™

Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard



The Department of Planning and Infrastructure ”I " ,”’ ”” ’” ”,
GPO Box 39

PLUD
Sydney NSW 2001 24718
Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155 —
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

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

G "'/Traffic congestion—lack of any credihle 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).

and the nropnsed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storevs)is comnleteiy ot of charaeter with the
local one and two-storey dwellings (many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of Summer
Hiil and adjoining villages,

/ Impact on local amenity ~ the addition of over 800 new residents (320 units x 2.49 pecple/
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 consuhation has been extremely limited and not at all genuine.The community’s
concerns are simply heing ignored and overlocked.

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

5 Retafl 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 retaii provision.

?

Signature: / ol

Name: !“
L_--‘\ o
Email: o b e . o
P AT AR Lyl S S Y
Address: ; o
(N / :J}' ....... g \ € W :
/ ;
e o P
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Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard
3 AUG 78
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. The Department of Planning and infrastructure R . S o July 2011:'
- 3P0 Box 38 FRTA : S S R
~Sydney NSW 2001

S Object;on to. the Redevelopment of the Former Alhed Nlllls Site - MPlD 0155 _— S '
©12:32 Smith Street, Summer H;li NSW 2139 L

e g object to the above Concept Plan applrcat fon on the bams ofthe fo?lowmg (as :ndlcated)

Traffic congestaonmlack of any cwedlble plans to deal with the very : substenilal increase. in trafﬂt aod

congestion that this deveiopment will generate 1t is estimated that thls development and the .
- proposed-Lewishaim Towers . deveiopment will ‘generate: an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour -

(independent study by Colstoe Budd Hent &Kafos May 2011 commlssmned by Ashfleld Councd)

.JCgst al’l’j OuL Of \..lian b(Cu:i m!k.:( Qdi ylnugl-:nnb o B QVE d V«"prrﬁe"h C‘ the '\’“i“ £ "(_ e

and the proposed helghts of the tower, blocks 110-13 storeys)is completely out of character with thef e
) local one and two- -storey dwellmgs {many of Whlch are herltage) that are charectersstlc of Summer '
“Hil end adlommg vrllages _ : o S

lmpact on local amenrty - the addltlon of over 8{}0 new: res;dents (330 umts X 2 49 people/_ L
dwelling.average in Ashﬁeld) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local schools S
_ chlldca re. and other amemtles many of which are already at capacrty ' o Do

- L:mlted greenspace— “i"hls deveiopment has Itmlted greenspace, a eoncern compoueded by the_ e :
- : fact that Ashﬁeld is already the ?"d most densely populated mumcrpailty in NSW '

cO Lack of genu:ne commumty consultatlon - desplte 62 per cent of the Summer Hlli communlty_ .

' .conﬂrmlng in the developer S.0Wn survey. that they wanied 1o.be mformed about this development -
community consultatlon has been extremely limited and not at a]l genume The commumty R )
concerns. are snmply beleg lgnored and overlooked - :

_ Combmed rmpact w:th Lew;sham Towers-nobody is consrdermg the combmed smpaci;_
-(mcreased trafflc scale and. desrgn overcrowdmg and joss of living amemty and negatlve ampact of R
" existing: locai busmesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewmham Towers development- :
: fwhlch |spart of the same MCG]” Street precmct ' TR : : :

Reta:l 1mpect on the Summer Hili wliage the excessxve retall elements in thls eevempmtm whz S
e '.-depllcate and squeeze out local sma!l busmesses in an area wnth already extensme retall provrsron '

L Addr._e's:_s:._:'

- Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard




- The Department of Planmng and lnfrastructure . duly 2011

. GPO Box 39 .
. Svdney NSW 2001

' By emali o!an comrnent@olannmq nsw qov au

; Dear S:rs

i Db;ectton to the Redevelopment of the Former Al!led M:Ils Site - MPlO 0155 L o

s 2-32 Sm:th Street, Summer Hltl NSW 2130

L I object to the above Concept Plan appl:cat;on on the basas ofthe follow:ng {as lndlcated)

E o i/ ';Traffsc congestlon Iack of any credlble plans 10 deal W|th the verv suhstant;al increase in traffic
Jand: congestron that this development will generate. Itis. est:mated that thls development and
the proposed Lew15ham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
(lndependent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, Mav 2011 commnss;oned by Ashfleid
: Counm!) '

- _l@ Scale and out of character wnth our vjllage - thls [S a gross over—deveiopment of the M;lls site
' and the: proposed heights of the tower blocks {10-13 storeys) is completeiy out of character with
“‘the local one and two- storey dwelllngs (many of wh:ch are hentage} that are character:stic of .
sum mer. Hlll and adjosning wllages _ '
lmpact on Focal amemty -~ the ‘addition of over 800 new- remdents (330 unlts X 2 49 people/
o dwelllng avorage in Ashfleld) in this development SImply cannot_ be: accommodated by local
o chools; chfidcare and other. amenitles, many.of which are already at capamty

. @ lefted greenspace ThlS development has limited greenspace, a.concern compounded bv the,
fact that Ashﬁeld is already the 2" most densely. populated mumclpallty in NSW -

R '-:_'-"lla i.a'ck of genume commumty consultat;on ~ despite 62 per: cent of the Summer Hlll communlty

conﬁrmmg inthe developer's -own survey:that they wanted to be informed ‘about this
development community consultatlon has been extremely lsm:ted and not at all genume The
- ‘community’s concerns are SImply being lgnored and overlooked

--E]” Combined. |mpact with - Lewisham Towers. — nobody is cons;dermg the combmed |mpact
(mcreased trafflc, scale and design, overcrowdlng and loss of living amenity. and negative impact
of “existing Jocal. busmesses} of +:this development and the adjacent Lewmham Towers -

deveiopment whlch is part of the same: iVEcGill Street precinct,

o D Retail impact on the Summer Hill: v:llage — the excessive: retail elements in thlS developrnent w1l!. :

duplzcate and squeeze out local small busmesses in: an area w:th already exter;s:ve retarl__ :
B orov:szon . : o R _ N R

" Copyto the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard at office@hazzard ministernew.ov.ad .




| The Department of Plannlng and Infrasiructure T L uly 2011
. GPOBox39 R L TS
RN Sydney NSw’ 2001

o y emali dz”“ csmme'w’“\ fann}nq.héw.qov.au '
'. ﬁDearSlrs

o Dbjectlon to the Redeveiopment of the Former Alired MiHS Slte MPiO 0155
o2 32 Smlth Street Summer Hl“ NSW 2130, ' P

b o ObJE‘Ct to i.hc above Concept Plan applrcatlon an the basas thhe fofiowmg (as ndxc:ated}

_".Trafﬂc congestaon B lack of any credable pians to deai WJth the very substantral ;ncrease in traffic
_._and..co.ngest fon that this deve%opment will generate,: tt is est»mated that this development and
©the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
e j_.{lndependent study by Celston Budd Hunt: &Kafes May 2011 commlssmned by Ashfield
s .'.-;-Councd) o .

-.S'cate and out of character WIth our wilage - th!s 15 a gross over: daveiopment of the Mills site
-'-Land the proposed helghts of the tower biocks: (10 13 storeys) is compietely out of character with
“ithe local, one and two- storey dwel!mgs (many of whsch are. heritdge) that are charactemiic of_
' 'Summer Hill and adjommg v;llages

Zimpact on. Iocai amemty —~the" add;tlon of: over SGD new resndents (330 un ts X 2 49 people/
~“dwelling average in Ashﬁeld) in this: deve%opmen. .snmply cannot be accommodated by iocal_
.schools, childcare aﬂd other amenities, many-of which are aiready dt capac»%y '

act. that Ashﬁeid is already the 2"d most densely populated mumc;paldy in NSW,

o “lack of genume commumty consultat!on - despute 62 percent of the Summer Hilt commumty
S conﬁrmmg in the developer's .own survey that they wanted to. be. informed .about this
- ° . development, community consultation has been extremely lzmiwd and ot at aH genume The
' "'1-".-"commumty s.cancerns are simply being i fgndred and overlooked, i '

Combined. fmpact ‘with ‘Lewisham Towers = r;obod\, st conSidermg the combmed impact

: _(mcreased t:amc stale add deslgn overcrowdmg and l0ss of living amenity and negative impact

Lof emstmg ioca bus'nesses) of - this’ deveicpment and.. the ad;acent LeWJsham Towers
devclopmeﬂt whlch is partof the same McGill Street precmct ' : _
L Reta1| rmpact on the Summer Hill village ~ the’ excesswe letall ei 1.=.,m.s |n thns development wili -

._ouol;cGte and 50 'em_"'e out doral smalf bJS'n°SSES in an ﬂrﬂ-a W'f

g prows;on st R : L

- -.'§j_gn_atur_e: o

;; lelted greenspace— This development has f:mited greenspace 2 concem compounded by the - -

xal:eady canmwa retafl. -



o The Department of Plannlng and Infrastructure ' B '- ?577{ l_e_ly 2011
._-:'GPOBOXSQ : TR O R PR
Sydnev NSW 2001

Objectlon to the Redevelopment ofthe Former Allled Ml!ls S;te MPIO 0155 -
. '--2 32 Smrth Street Summer Hill NS\N 2130 : . R

| object to lhe dbove Concept Plan app%rcatron on the z,as»s of the followmg {as indicated):

L / Trafﬂc congesttonwlack of anv credlble plens to deal w1th the very. substarmal increase in traffc and L

5 congest;on that this development ‘will generate Itis estimated that this development and the
proposed. Lewmham Towers development will - generate an .extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour
'-(Endependent studv by Colston, Budd Hunt &l(afes May 2011 comrmssroned by Ashfield Ceuncrl)

- / ~ Seale and oui ol maracter vv[tn Qur- vulage—-tms 5@ gross ova»development of the Mléls 5|te
A -and the proposed heights of the tower blocks {10-13 storeys)is completeiy out of character with the
e '_’local ahe and two-storey dwel mgs {many of whach are herltage) tlnat are characterlstlc of Summer o

B Hill and ad;emmg vrllages ' L - e DTS '

e ‘/ _5 lmpact on’ Iocal amemtv - the addltmn of over 800 new resrdents {336 units x 2. 49 peo Ee/_ '
pie/

_ dwelllng average in Ashfreld) in thts development srmply cahnot be acc:ommodated by local schools
o rhrldcare and other amemtres many ofwhlch area ready at capadty --

L / ertted greenspace~ Thls development has llmrted greenspace a concem cempounded by the_ : _:-
fact that Ashﬁeld is already the Z”d most densely populated mumcmalrty in NSW : o

o / Lack of genume commumty consuftatron - despute 62 per cent ef the Summer Hill commumty_' o

conﬂrmmg in the developer’s own survey that they warited to be informed abouwt this development o
community consultation has been extremely. llmlted and not atall genume The: communrty T

concerns are s«mply bemg :gnored and overlooked

/ Combmed :mpact thh Lewasham Towersmnobody |s consrdermg the combmed :mpact
" (rncreased traﬂ’ic scale and des:gn overcrowdmg and loss of lrv;ng amenrty and. negative impact of
emstlng local busrnesses) of: thrs development and ’{he adjacent Lewusham Towers, development
whsch rspart of the same. Mcﬁdl Street precmct $ 3 S - : o

N i' .

/ : Retatl tmpact on the Summez HIH vil age - the excessxve retarl elements in thss development wrll -': S

duplrcate and spleeze out locai small busanesses m an area w:th already extensrve retall prov:sron

- Copytothe Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard




S : The Department of Plannlng and Infrastructure . e L July 2011

L GPOBoxX39 1
- Sydney NsW 2001 -

"By.emaii-oien comment@planning.nsw.aov.au.

"Z-I-DearSIrs i

e Object;on to the Redevelopment of the Former AlIled M:lls Slte MPIO 0155
_ ~32 Smlth Street Summer Hill NSW 2130 L

o _ object to the above Concept Plan appllcatlon on the basns of the follow;ng {as indrcated)

'E?/Trafﬂc congestton fack of any credible plans to dea! w:th the very substantlal increase in trerﬂc .

- and congestion that this deveiopment will generate 1t is ‘estimated that this development and -

the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generete an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour -
(lndependent study by Coiston Budd Hunt & Kafesl May 2011 commnss:oned by Ashfield = =

s Counell). : .
: I}/ Scale and out of character vvith our vslfage - thrs ss a gross overndevelopment of the Milis site

and the: proposed heights of the tower: blocks {10 13. storeys) Is completely out of character with "
the local one and two-storey dwellmgs (menv of whlch are her:tage) that are charactenstlc of - .

“Summer H]El and adjommg villages..

l;l/ Impact on Jocal amenity — the addlt'lon of over 800 new. reszdents (330 units x 2.49 people/. o = L
" dwelling average in Ashfield) in thls deve!opment SImply ‘cannot be accommodated by local S

schools, chlldcare and other amenltles, many: 'of which ate already at capac:lty

D/ ‘Limited greenspace - This development has llmlted greenspace, a concern compounded by the_'. RS

fact that Ashfield is already the 2 most densely populated munmlpallty in NSW,

L :_l;}/ Lack of genu:ne commumty consultatlon desplte 62 per.cent of the Summer Hill communltv."'
conflrmmg in-the developer’s own survey “that ‘they wanted to be informed about this | .
development community consultatlon has’been extremely Iimlted and not at all genume The_ B

m. Jf,[mbb(df *—”/ oo Com ‘5“_“3

7 community’s concerns are 51mply being lgnored and overlooked

- ‘Combined ‘impact vvlth lewisham Towers — nobody is. consnderang the combmed ampact i :f
{mcreased traffic, scale and dessgn overcrowdmg and loss of living amenlty and negative impact .-

o of existing - Jocal. busmesses) of thls development and - th_e ad;acent LeWIsham Towersi;..
L evelopment whlch is part of the same McGliI Street. prec;nct '

provmon

/»« i

e '_.':'_Slgn_a.t,urei.j . "

Add éw% st Sww /f/r// 2ne

i Copy to the Mmister for Planmng, Bred Hazzard at ofﬁoe@hazzard m;nleter nsw qov au -

& Retall lmpact on the Summer Hlilv:liage ~the excessive retall elements in this deveiopmentwnll___'_’_j R
dupl:cate and squeeze out local small busmesses in an area Wlth alreadv extenssve retall e




The Depariment of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011
GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001
By email: plan _comment@planning.nsw.gov.au
Dear Sirs

Objection to the Redavelopment of the Former Allied Miils Site - MPL0_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 — fack of any credible plans ta deal with the very substantial Increase In traffic
and congestion that this development wlill 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 storays) Is completely out of character with
the local one and two-storey dwellings {many of which are heritage}, that are characteristic of

KJ 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 Ashileld) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by locai
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.

Q/ Lack of genuine community consultation — desplte 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.

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 thls development and the adjacent lLewisham Towers

J development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct.

Y Retail impact on the Summer Hill village — the excesslve retail elements in this development will
duplicata and squeeze out local small businesses In an area with afready extensive retail

provision,

Signature: W

Namaea:

. %US” g/—}’- Cﬂh”. be("-
ematl. jonnocdtie@ of°

yfcTontA  SH ovLES

Address: | 7 g

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

/_],fZ/L J2zo 3.
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{rastructure RN 2773”05‘ July 2011
'GPOBOXSQ : . L R S
o Sydney NSW 2001
'_Object:on to the Redeveiopment of the Former Ailsed Mlils S]te MPlL 0155 -
: 22 32 Smith Street, Summer Hrll NSW 2130

o obJect to the above Concept Plan applrcation on the baSIS of the follow ng (as mdlcated}

B ‘/ '-Trafflc congestion—lack of any credlble pians to deal with the very o‘Jstant al increase in traff;c and
e j.congestlon that - this’ deve]opment wnl! generate, - it is estimated that this development and the
. proposed Lewisham ‘Towers deveiopment will ‘generate ‘an ‘extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour -

o .(Independent study by Colston Budd Hunt &Kafes, May 2011 comrrissioned by Ashf;e d Councri)

. \/ B Scale and out of chararter W|th - \nilewawrhrc e A progs owr rlﬂweir‘“‘rrmﬂ* "'F *l” l\fl l'f site
U and the: proposed helghts of the tower blocks. {10-13 storeys)rs compietely out of character with the R
- “local pne and two-storey dwellmgs (many of whi ch are herltage} 1l at are characterlstm of Summer__ R
: '_Hlll and adjo;nmg \nllages : . : . o AR

L \/ = lmpact on local amen:ty = the addst[on of Dver 800 new resulents (330 umts X 2, 49 people/.' - S
R dwellmg average in Ashﬁeid) in‘this development srmply cannot be 4ccommodated by Eocal schools R
" '-ch;ldcare and other amenltles ma ny of Whlch are aiready at capacrtv ' s
: r./ : '- meted greenspacem -ThlS development has llm;ted 'gre'e'nspace a concern compounded by the'-'.f :-. 3
R fact that Ashﬂeld is already ihe 2“d most densely populated munlupailty in NSW ' : '

- hv/ U Lack of genume ccmmumty consultatlon desplte 62 per cent of the Summer Hlll communrty :
: :'Z: iconﬁrmlng in the developer’s own survey that they wanted to be informed about this: developmenl,_ e
Lcommunity consultation ‘has - been extremely limited and not at ali genume The communlty s
- concerns are srmply bemg ;gnored aﬂd overiooked ' : : - '

y/ Combmed lmpact wrth Lemsham Towersmobody is COH‘:IdeI’EI’]g the combmed lmpact e
(mcreased trafflc scale and desrgn, overcrowdmg and loss of living amenity and negatlye fmpact of :

. existing local busmesses) of:this" development and-the ad}acent Lewrsham Towers development_f'
“which |spart ofthe same’ McGiIIStreet preonct ' R o DT o

_ Retail lmpact on the Summer }-I:IE wllage the excesslve retaii elements in thls development wnll
dupllcate and squeeze out local small busmesses inan area W|th already extenswe retaal prowsron ;

5 ._.-_'.:-Signaiure ‘. ’f /l/;rzvz:o/i: i
":_f__Na:me_:_ ;ms IJﬁCi’\" l“tJ

'.'.._'Errla.il;_ amcloo aé? @jf"‘-fﬁif i’/"""\

:-".‘.Address ir,,‘“ ;,%Mtcj%fmvi PG‘L{{, j _ 0 (WLC,L\ l~* {[ L

'Deparlrron ‘”*annmo

e e et T Reeived
- Copy to the Minister for Rlanning, Brad Hazzard ...\ e o e g 1o
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The Department of Planning and Infrastructure July 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

By email: amy.watson@planning.nsw.gov.au

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

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

rl

£

t

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
carsfhour in peak hour {Independent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011
commmissicned 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 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:

Name: Sophie Rae
Email: alexsophie@optusnet.com.au

(Hard copy with signature has been posted to the postal address noted above)

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




" The Department of P%annmg and lnfrastructure : I ' o July 2011
.GPQ Box39 s = Lo T _
"Sydney NSW 2001

- By email: amv.Watson@p!anninq.hsw.qov.eu

E Object!or: to the Redevetopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MPIO 1055
.. 2-32 Smlth Street Summer Hull NSW 2130

- ob;ect to the ahove Coecept Plan appl;cat:on on the basns of the followmg (as mdrcatedl

A Traffic congestlon - Iack of any credrble plans to deal wuth the very substantlal increase in

: :,/"' trafﬂc ‘and -congestion that this. development will ‘generate. It is e_stamated.that this

. development and the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000

-..cars/hour.in peak hour {lndependent study by Colston Budd, Hunt & Kafes May 2011
.commlsmoned by Ashfleld Counml) :

: :.Sca]e and out of character w;th our wllage ~thisis a gross over development of the Mills. -
_ / ‘site ‘and. the proposed helghts of the tower blocks (10-13 ‘storeys) is completeiy out of
Vo icharacter with the local one and two-storey dwellings (many. of wh:ch are her:tagel that are.

: characterlstac ofSummer H Il and adjomlng vnilages : - Coee

Timpact on Iocal amemty the addmon of over 800 new. residents (330 umts X 2. 49 people/ -
__dwellmg average in Ashffeld) in th;s development Simpiy cannot be accommodated by local._
_ schoois chrldcare and other amemtles rnany of Whlch are already at capacuty :

e lexted greenspace This deve]opment has limited greenspace a concero compounded by
W ithe ’fact that Ashfleld is aEready the 2n most. densely popu]ated munlc;pality in NSW,

: Z-Lack of genume communlty consuitatlon - desplte 62 per cent of the Summer “Hill
;commumiy confirming “in the developers own survey that ithey wanted to be. ‘informed
e -iabout this development commumty consultetlon has been extremely limited and not at all
v genume The communrty § Concerns are s:mply belng lgnored and overlooked :

'__;Combmed lmpact w:th Lewxsham Towers - eobody i5: conSldertng the combmed impact _
: _(mcreased traff;c scale and desagn overcrowdlng and loss of: llvmg amenity. and negat;ve .
L Jimpact of ex;stmg Jocal busmesses} of this development and the ad;acent Lew;sham Towers '

- \/ -_'-_'developmenl Wthh is part of the same McGili Street precmct

. _:-__'_Retatl lmpact on the Summer Hl" \nilage the excessrve reta l elements n th;s development .
_ ﬁi-"-_"wnl duphcale and. squee7e out local small busmesses in.an area wnth alreadv extenssve retaxl E
A :.'.prowsmn L T e : -

o Slgnature

: :'-Na'l“e-"-- - <c />/¢ow A fr e o

CE mail: '

zcc.ﬁ;'x cé 7;/zct m (): m i / mm . fr

o "Copy to.t.l%ie_l\/l_i_nister_for Pl_a_ﬂn_ing, Bfa:d .H_azzard a_t offioe@haz_zerd:mio%sier.nsw;qov.ao . :_ e



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

By email: amy.watson@planning.nsw.gov.au

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):

]

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 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 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:

Name: Alexander Rae
Email: alexsophie@optusnet.com.au

{Hard copy with signature has been posted to the postal address noted above)

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




. The Department of Plannmg and lnfraslructure T L - July 2011
. _-.'GPOBOXE’)S ] . : AT R
" Sydney NSW 2001

By email: emv.wetson@plaeninq.nsw_qov.au

Ob;ectaon to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mllls Slte MP;tO 1055
: _"-2 32 Smlth Street, Summer Hlil NSw 2130 oF S

1 ob}ect to the above Concept Plan appl;catlon on the baSIS ofthe followmg (as indicated):

’fraff;c congestfon - lack of any credlble plans to deal w;th the very substantlai increase 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

' cars/hour in peak hour (Independent study by Colston, Budd Hur:t & Kafes iVlay 2011
commnssnooed by Ashfreld Councnt} :

Scale and ‘out. of character w:th our village ~ this is & gross over~development of the Mills
site ‘and . the proposed heights ‘of the tower b%ocks {10 13 storeys) is completely out of

/ character W|th the local one. and two-storey dwellangs (many ofwhich are: herltage) that are
Characterlstlc of Summer Hll% and adjommg wllages :

tmpact on local amemty — the addition of over SDD new resmients (330 umts x 2,49 people/
o dwelllng average in Ashfaeld) in this development ssmply cannot be accommodated by local
schools chﬂdcare and other amenmes many of whlch are aEready at capacnty

Ltmsted greenspace Thls development has lrmted greenspace a concern compounded by
t// “the fact that Ashf;eld is a!ready the 2" most densely populated mumc;pa?;ty in NSW,

Lack ‘of. genume commumty consultatxon-w desptte 62 per cent of the Summer Hill
communlty conﬂrmmg in the developer's own survey that they wanted to be informed

": M about thls development ‘community consultation has bean extreme!y limited and not at all

genume The communlty s.concerns are 5|mply belng :gnored and overiooked

Combined |mpact WIth Lemsham Towers .~ nobocly is consldermg the combined lmpact

(mcreased traffic, scale and design, overc;owdmg and loss of llvmg amemty and negatlve
: i_' lmpact of existing local busmesses) of this, development and the adjacent Lewrsham Towers

development wh:ch is part of the same McG:ll Street precmct : I :

U Reta;l :mpact on the Summer H{Il \nllage - t!ze excesswe retall elements in th:s development
wnl dupl;cate and squeeze out local small busmesses in an area wath already extenstve retall

V provnsmn

| Slgnature P .,
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L .Copy to the M:mster for Plannmg, Brad Hazzard at ofﬂce@hazzard l’ﬂIﬁEStel‘ nsw qov au



(10/08/2011) Amy Watson - Concern over scale of Summer Hills Mills Development  ~ """ Sei

From: Hotmail <laurencsommer@hotmail.com>

To: "plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au” <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
CC: "office @hazzard minister.nsw.gov.au" <office@hazzard. minister.nsw.gov.au...
Date: 9/08/2011 3:44 pm

Subject: Concern over scale of Summer Hilis Mills Development

Attachments: new doc.pdf; Part.002

Dear Sir/ Madam,

Please find attached signed letters from my husband and |, voicing our concerns on the large scale of
the Summer Hill Mills redevelopment.

The impact on our heritage feel community, concern of the traffic congestion and the further
congestion of small parks we have for our children caused by the proposed development is of grave

concern to us.

We are also very worried about how our local child care centers and schools who are already at full
capacity could accommodate such a large influx of new residents.

We hope you take the time to look ciosely at the monumental negative impact such a development
would have on our community.

Yours truly,
Lauren and Justin Sommer

44 Nowranie Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130
Phone: 9790 6465



The Departrnent of Planning and Infrastructure july 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydney 1YY 7001

By emailpian commen@olanning nsw. aov.au
Dear Sirs

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

1 ohject to the shove Concept Plan application on the basis of the following {as indicated):

Trarffm acongestmn ~lack of any credible ptans to deal w;th the very suhstantsai ircrease i traffic
- and mngestson that this development will generate-_ fris est!mated that this. deveimpment ane
the ﬁfﬁp@sﬁd Lewisham Towers. development will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in: peak hour
"~ indepandent “study by-Colston; Budd, Hunt &Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfiet
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 Iocal one and two-storey dwellings {many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of
Surnmer Hill and adjoining villages,
impact on local amenity — the addition of over 800 new residents (330 units x 2.45 peogle/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannat be accommodated by local:
schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacity.
 Limited greenspace— This development has limited greenspace, & 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
dewvslopment, 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 imgact
{(increzsed traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative imgach
of existing local businesses) of this. development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
developrment 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 ratall =

Email: {ﬂu‘/\/f% ¢ SOM/VV\-Q/\/ @ WM e 4 s

ﬁ;ddf_es_s:: '

-t . SR {{w\ L2 &
_j ..'_{;opy to the W;mster for ?ianmng, Brad Hazzard at oﬁ“ ce@hazzard m:nastcr NSwW.Qov.ay gov.ay

Generated by CamScanner




The Dé'_}}:a'rtnmm of Flanning and infrastructure
GPO Box3Y _
sydney NSW 2001

By ahih‘il:"J‘.E};gg;mggglw:w}@niﬁ?niaﬂf?_i"a;,ﬁ‘éw,nw,_au

Dear ‘iiﬂ

Ob}ectlon to the Redeveiopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MPlO 0155
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130,

1object to thc-abnve Concept Plan applicatien on the hasis of the f’o’!!owing {as indicated):

Traﬁic congesﬂon - 1ac!< :cf any crednble .plans to deal wsth the very substantial increase in traffic.

: - 2| : ﬁ e. it stimated. that -thtsidevelopmem and .
: our in peak hour
'cemmtsswned by Ashfield

€ mmcd}
Scale and out of character with our village —~ this is a gross over-deveiopment of the Mills site

and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) s 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 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
schiools, 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.
{1 Lack of genuine community consultation — despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community
confirming in the developer's own survey that they wanted 1o 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. ' '
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 adjaceht Lewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct,
Retall impact on the Summer Hill village ~ the excessive retail elements in this development will
duplicate and squeeze out local smait busmesses in an area with aiready extenswe retail

.prowsm e

.

CUsignature;

Name: s 4n s
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Copy to me M“‘*f’w" for Piﬂﬂf‘ ng,, Brad Hazzard at eﬂlce@hazzard mtmster nsw.aov.au

Generated by CamScanner



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

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

Dear Sirs

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

j obiect to the above Concept Plan application on the basis of the fotlowing {as indicated}):

Traffic cangestion — lack of any credible plans to deat with the very substantial increase in traffic
and congestion that this development will generate. it t5 estimated that this development and
the proposed Lewisham Towers.development will generate an exira 1000 cars/heur in peak hour
tirdependent study by Colston, Budd, Hunt &Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield
Councit), _ o

Geale and out of character with ourvillage — 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. '

figiect 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 tocal
schools, childcare and other amenities, many of which are already at capacily.

Limited greenspace— This development has limited greenspaée_, a concern compeunded by the
fact that Ashfield is already the 2" most densely popufated 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 ali genuine. The
community’s concerns are simply being ignored and overlooked.

Combined impact with Lewisham Yowers - 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 McGlll Street precinct.

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
Provisien. '

Signature: /(fr

Name: OQW }{@}L{/

Email: 0! e ( {ftﬂmjx(«{)m AU

Address: % //ﬁf/ﬁ’fﬁ/e yjf—ﬁ?//’/ﬂf f;f:’!/ 210

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 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

| 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).

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 dill 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
duplicate and squeeze out local small businesses in an area with already extensive retail

provision.

Signature: (= [\ @;ET\_

ér with ourvillage — this is a gross over-development of the Mills site
of the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely outofcharacter with

# i ertes

Name: (_|2_ PATE RSO N

Email: | 2. P({{'G_,r‘fi(;w'\ @D W ‘LLOS':SK ‘.)V‘Lj . R SLO.;‘(SC‘\]-O ‘-)

Address: 4[(9 RECEST SREEL, sommer Rkl 02130

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




0

e LI

GPO Box 39
' Sydney ._NSW 2001

1d lnfrasiructure___ S o o July 2011

By email: plan_coroment@planning.nsw.gov.ad -
-Dear Sirs

Ohjection to the Redeve!opment of 'the Fcrmer Ailled Nhlls Slte MP10_0153
.2-32 Smith Street Summer Hin NSW 2130 : :

; 1 object to the above Concepi Plan apphcat!or'a on the basis ufthe fo?lowmg {as sndtcated)

Q/?raffsc congestmn tack of any credibte plans 1o deal with the very substantnal increase m trafﬁc oo
“and congestion. that this deve!opment will generate, It is estimated that this development and

' the proposed Lewisham Towers devefapment will generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour .

{independent study by Ca%ston Budd Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commlssmned b\,f Ashﬂeld

ZCouncil). . R

‘Scale and out of character w:th our mi[age - thls is 2 gross cver-development of the i\llms site -

“and the prcposed hmghts afthe tower blocks {10-13 storeys) is completely out of character.with |

the local one and two-storay. dwengs (many of whlch are herztage) that are charactenstm of -

/Summer Hill and adjoining villages. .. o
¥ impact on Eocal amenity —~ the add;t;on of ‘over 800 new residents (330 units x 2,49 people/:--' '
+ dwelling average in Ashfield) in. this. development simiply cannot be . accommodated by iocai 5
. schoaols, chsidcare and other amenities, many. of which are already at capacity. ' -
& - Limited greenspace —This development has limited greenspace, a concern compounded by the
. sfact that Ashfield is a%ready the 2™, most dz=nsely populated municipality in NSW. : :

@ Lack of genuine: ccmmumw consu!tatwn - despﬂce 62 per cent of the Surnmer Hill commumty o
confirming .in ‘the deve%oper 5 own survey ‘that they wanted to be informed . ahout. this
development, commun:ty consultation has been extremely limited and not at ali genume The - -

Lo scommunity’s concerns are s;mpiy being tgnored and overlooked. _ R
S v .Combined. ;mpact with Lew:sham Towers — nobody 'is .consigering the combmed impact .
“{increased traffic, scale and des;gn, overcrowdmg and loss of living amenity and regative impact
-of “existing local ‘husinesses} of . this development and the adjacent Lewlshom Towers .
deveiopment whxch is part of-the same MeGill Street precinet, :

3 Reta:! impact on the Summer Hill vilage — the excessive retal elements in this deve!opm{:ni wa(l _
h already extenswe retaxi -

: -prc vision.

 Signature: /é PR T e et

_ | s Depanmen Plannmg

T e T - Retaived -+
Name FERSaches ﬂﬂ?ﬁw/’ IR B bAUS Eﬁﬁ

Scannmg Room

o B -CQPV 1o the_-Minist_er-fOf Piéhni_ng,__ﬁ_rad H_aziafd at cfﬂce(a)_haz_za_rd.min_is'ter.nsw'.g{}".’-a“



1l lllllllllll llll N

! Infrastructu{e B P N T July2011
e '.'_'GPO Box 39 ' L L S
. Sydney Nsw 2001 Depam{l\]‘ég;ﬁglam
R . . . . . "
_Objectlon to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Srte MPlO 0155— . b AUG 2ot

: _2 -32 Smlth Street Summer Hill NSW 2130 |
Scanning Room

L . _ob}ect __to the above Concept .Plan-a_p_pllc-atlo_n_on the._basis -of{he foilo.wing (as lndica_ted},

Traffac congestlonmlack of any c»edible plans.to deal wath the very substantlal increase in traffic and
'.'congest;on that this development will .generate. 1t estlmated that ‘this development and the

o proposed Lew15ham Towers deveiopment will. generate an extra -1000 cars/hour-in peak hour
: 'j_ (!ndependent study by Colston Budd, Hunt &Kafes May 2011 commlssmned by Ashﬁeld Council),

- Scaie and out of character with our vzllage-—th is.is 3 gross overﬂdevelopment of the Mills site

G and the pmpu:.ed uugh{b of the tower blocys {30-13 auui’t:y.r)b completcly out of character with the

L focal one and two-storey dwelhngs (many of which are hentage} that ;e_re charagteristic of Summer -
_'Hlliand adjomzng \nllages : N '

: lmpact on local amemty - the addition of over 800 new :emdents (330 unlts x 2.49 people/ .
R -'dwelllng average in Ashfield) m this development s;mply cannot be accommodated by local schools,
S chlldcare and othea amenlt ias, meny of wh:ch are already a‘c capauty : '

B R Lsmited greenspacew Thls deve%opment has llmlted greenspace a concem compounded by the
' -'iact that Ashfield is a]ready the 2"" most densely pOpuiated mumcupallty in NSW

R f Lack of genume commumty consuitat!on - desmte 62 per cent of the Summer Hill community.
o -cenfl{mlng in the developer's own survey that they wanted to be infarmed about this development,
communlty consuitatlon has been extremely I1m|ted and not a‘z ail cenulne The commun:ty s
' _concerns are smnply belng sgnored and over%ooked SAEIRPE AL

S Combmed :mpact wzth Lew;sham Towers—nobody lS consadenng the combsned impact

E " '(mcreased trafﬁc scale and desagn overcrowding and less of Is\nng amenity.and negatwe impact of

: ":-;ex;s{mg local busmesses) of this. development and the adjacent Lew;sham Towe;fs development L
:'whlch 1spart ofthe same McGlliStreet precmct . : R

Reta:l ampact on the Summer H;II wllage the excessrve reta|i elements in this deveiopment wa%l
dupl:cate and squeeze out iocal smail businesses in an area w:tn alreedy txtemwe retali pluvmlull .
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Amy Watson - Objection

From: Tony <tony@p4ps.com.au>
To: <plan_comment@planning nsw.gov.au>, <office@hazzard.minister.nsw.gov.au>

Date: Tuesday, 26 July 2011 12:54 PM
Subject: Objection

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

Dear Sir/Madam
I would like to object to the above redevelopment plan, for the following reasons:

1) As a resident of Lewisham (105 Old Canterbury Road), the Allied Mills development lies directly across
the road and the new light rail tracks from my residence. There will be a significant increase in local traffic
along Old Canterbury Road, which when combined with the impacts of the Lewisham Towers site, will
become intolerable. The impending light rail will not make any significant impact to this traffic, as Old
Canterbury Road is a trunk road.

2} The community consultation has been run on an ‘information’ basis only. It is not a genuine
consultation and there has been no undertaking by the developers to take any account of community
concerns, or importantly, to respond in any way, to the community in relation to modifying their plans.

3} I understand well that we have to accommodate more people in existing suburbs, which can be done, if
it is well planned and coordinated. Unfortunately, this is not the issue here. The development is neither
well planned, nor has there been any coordination with the neighbouring development, Lewisham
Towners, which is even larger. The fact that each falls into different Council areas should not make any
difference in terms of coordination. The combined local impacts are what residents and businesses are left
with - and these will be quite overwhelming to the smaller existing communities.

I trust the Department will have the courage to advise the Minister to intervene - before Part 3A of the Act
is changed, to force the developers to undertake some sensibie changes to these plans, to take into
account the overali impacts on the Jocal area.

Sincerely

Anthony O'Brien
105 Old Canterbury Road Lewisham

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alwatson\l.ocal Settings\Temp\XPerpwise\4E2EC69... 26/07/2011
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Amy Watson - Objection to the Scale of the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site -
MP10_0155: 2-32 Smith St, Summer Hill NSW 2130

DN

et e PR Z T £ S
From:  "Sarah McNaughton" <sarah(@zeta.org.au>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: Sunday, 24 July 2011 4:29 PM

Subject: Objection to the Scale of the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site -
MP10_0155: 2-32 Smith St, Summer Hill NSW 2130

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

Dear Department of Planning & Infrastructure

Even though some development is not, per se, a bad idea, the current Concept Plan application is not well
thought out, and nor would it work for the community.

You will know from other emails and letters that the plan has some genuine flaws:
- Traffic congestion - this is a HUGE problem — please come down one morning at peak hour —you
will see how incredibly bad the traffic is already;
- Scale/ and out of character with the rest of Summer Hill;
- Impact on local amenity;
- Limited greenspace;
- Lack of genuine community consultation;
- Combined impact with Lewisham Towers
- Retail impact on Summer Hill viilage

Please do the right thing with this one.
Kind regards

Sarah McNaughton

61 Henson Street

Summer Hill
Sarah@zeta.org.au

0419161329
(02) 97980134

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alwatson\L ocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\dE2D35D... 26/07/2011
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Ministerial Correspondence Unit - FW: Summer Hill Flour Mills & Lewisham Towers

R SRR,

From:  Kacey Cogle <Kacey.Cogle@minister.nsw.gov.au>

To: "Ministerial. Correspondence. Unit@planning.nsw.gov.au"
<Ministerial. Correspondence, Unit@planning nsw.gov.au>

Date: 6/8/2011 9:32 AM : :

‘Subject: FW: Summer Hill Flour Mills & Lewisham Towers

submission

From: Jacquelyn Cassell [mailto:jcassell@moneypenny.com.au]

Sent: Wednesday, 8 June 2011 9:14 AM

To: Public Hazzard's Office Email; Public Piccoli's Office Email

Cc: linda.burney@parliament.nsw.gov.au; ecas@bigpond.net.au
- Subject: Summer Hill Flour Mills & Lewisham Towers

" Dear Mr Hazzard & Mr Piccoli

S lam writing as a very concerned Summer Hill resident regarding the impact of the proposed developments
at the sites of the Mungo Scott Flour Mills and Lewisham Towers on our community,

Irequest that the current plans be scaled back to ensure the developments are sustainable in terms of
traffic, transport and open spaces.

furge you to please use your positions to safeguard the wonderful village atmosphere within Summer Hjll.

Thank you.

Kind Regards
Jacguelyn Cassell
Client Manager

‘mOneypenny | business & taxation services

# please consider the environntent - do you really need to print this email?

juilding 19 £SA #23 £O Box 990 Tel 6129383 4580

‘ox Studios Australia Bendi lunction NSW 1353 ©fax 61293834592

18 Driver Avenue Australia Web  www.moneynenny.com.au
AgorePark NSW 2021 Email  busihess@moneypenny.com.au
wistralia ' .
JITHCE

his eimah and any attachments sre confidontial, # vou #re not the intended reciplent, natify the sender immeadiately-and delete this emai.
thould this zmalf constitite advics, {ban no responsibifity canbe sccepied if the information provided by the recipient is inaccurate. f you
efieve vee have overlooked relevant infarmation, bring this to our attenticn betore avting on our advice. To the extent permitted by fav,
ve will not be'liable for loss.or damage arvising from reliance ¢o the gmal, His the raciplent's responsiyiiity Lo ensure ofl sitachments are
wanned for viruses,

Jability finnited by a scheme spproved under Profeasional Standards Lagislation

file://C:\Documents and Settings\pdoyle\Local Sct.tings\'l‘cmp\){?grpwisc\4DE1?4] AdS.. 8/06/2011
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By-email: an yiwnison z’c}.‘:[}ia:mi i} c;.ﬁ SW.gov. oy

Obmction 10 the Redeueiopment of the Former Allied Wills Site - MP:&D .U}SS
-32 Sm:th Straet) Summer Hitl NSW 2130

i _OI_JJEC§ to the aheva Concept Plan application on the basis of the, fo.l_!m#ihg j{as_’indicé’;ed}; '

Traffic congestion — lack of any. credibl e plans to deal with the very subs:taﬂtml mmeasL in
teaffic and congestion that this development will génerate. It estimated that this
devdapmcnt and the proposed Lewisham Towers development will: geaerate an extra 1000
carf./hour i peak howr {Independent study by Lolston, Budg, Hum & Kafﬁs May 2011
commmi ss;oned by Ashﬁeld Councu}

. /‘ . . .

:Scafe and out of character with sur valiage ~ this is & pross aver- ;‘Imrelopmenr of the Milis

. site and the proposed heights of the tower blocks (10:13 storeys) is complelely out of
~character.with the local one and two- -storey dwetlings (many of whidt are herizage) tha‘t are

' ﬁhdl‘alté‘-ﬁflsili, of f:ummer Hill and adjoining- wliages,

4

.,f“ impact onocal’ amemty the addxtlun of aver 808 new reﬂdents {330 umts A2 49 peepifa{
dwelling average in-Ashfield) in this- dave!:}pmem sumpiy cannot be ac:commodated by jocal.
srhnals rhzldcam and’ o’rher amemtie , many of which are slrearlv ai car;,amty : '

.ré-"?s) Ltmlted greanspace - This-development has Hmited gregnspace, a (:oncern eompounded by
“the fat:i that Ashf;etd is a!ready the 2"“ mest deas&ly populated mummpahty in wa

/ Lack of genume commumty consuitatmn o desplte 62 per cent of. rhe Summer Hill
mmmumw confirining "in the fieuempers own SUTVeY: that they wanted to be informed
abbut this s:ievelapmenl commumw cansultat:on has been axtremgly iamuted and nol at all
;,anume The wmmurmy S CORCRINS arg simply bemg !gnered mzd we; ooked '

{Zombmed Jimpact with Lewwham Tﬂwers - nobody is: consadermg the comhmed tmp'sct_ N
{mcreased traﬂm scale and design, overrmwdmg and loss of . living amamty and negative
:mpart of existing tocal bumnessm) of this development and the adjacent Lewssham Towers
deveiopment whichis part of the same M::lel Strect premnrt : -

”f/i;(ﬁtﬁll lmpact an. the Summer ii:l! v:iiage the excessive retalE erement:} in’ thls development K

QFGV!SIQﬂ

Signature; '-

Namg;
Email:

Cwill dupitrate and squeeze aut Im:aI small i:;usmesses in an area wnth a!wady extf»nszve reza:i S




Amy Watson - Summer Hill Redevelopment Former Allied Mills Site

From:  Diana Sabbah <dsabbah@@hotmail.com>

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

Date: Sunday, 31 July 2011 5:14 PM

Subject: Summer Hill Redevelopment Former Allied Mills Site

CC: "Johnny Sab(home)" <jsabbah(@tpg.com.au>, "Diana Sabbah" <dsabbah@hotmail.com>,
<plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>

31 July 2011

The NSW Department of Planning and Infrastructure
Attention: Amy Watson

Dear Amy,

Your ref: MP10_0155

Subject: Exhibition of Concept Plan Application for a Mixed Use Development of the Former Allied Mills Site -
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill (MP10_0155)

We would like to state our total and unequivocal opposition to the proposed development at the site of the
Summer Hill flour mills

Our objection is based on the following grounds:

a- The proposed development is massively out of scale and proportion with the surrounding area

b- Road and transport infrastructure is already at breaking point with heavy congestion experienced daily
Cc- Local amenities, facilities and parking already under heavy strain

d- The massive influx of new residents apart from its unsustainable effect on the infrastructure will destroy
what is left of the area’s village character.

e- More noise, more pollution, more crime and all the other unsavoury effects that flow from unreasonable
overcrowding

f- This development will be the thin end of the wedge to justify and carry out future high rise tenements

g- Just across Canterbury Road from the flour mill development there’s an equally massive development,

the Lewisham towers project; making it a double whammy for the Lewisham-Summer Hill and surrounding areas.

We’re not unreasonably opposed to all developments but rather to the excessive size and scale proposed in this
project,

From:

lohn Sabbah ~ 1 Kensington Road, Summer Hill NSW 2130

Diana Sabbah-Ghosn - 1 Kensington Road, Summer Hill NSW 2130

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alwatson\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4E358D66... 1/08/2011



| (20/06/2011) Ministerial Corresponderice Unit - Proposed Mills Redevelopment, Summer Hil

- From: Chris Saville <c.saville@optusnet.com.au> )
To: Public Hazzard's Office Email <Office@hazzard.minister.nsw.gov.au>, Publ...
-G “finda.burney@parliament.nsw.gov.au® <linda.burney@parliament.nsw.gov.au...
Date: Sunday, 19 June 2011 5:08 pm
Subject: Proposed Mills Redevelopment, Summer Hilt

_'We are residents of Summer Hill who are extremely concerned about the proposed redevelopment of
the flour mill site in Summer Hill, as well as the adjacent proposed development in McGill Street of
-Lewisham Towers.

Jt seems nobody is looking at the horrific negative impact the combined sites will have on the area
which is ludicrous.  The scale and height of the proposed developments are not sustainable for this
area. An independent traffic study recently commissioned by Ashfield Council found that the
“combination of the Milfs site and the adjacent McGill Street precinct in Lewisham will generate approx.
1,000 vehicles per hour, two ways, during peak hour. The study cautions that this is a “significant
volume of traffic in an area where there are already a number of traffic constraints.” The deveiopers
of the Mills site have also openly admitted that the roads in the area are already to capacity.

~ The developers for the Summer Hill flour mill site recently held a "community consultation” which was
a bit of & sham - the venue chosen by the developers was far too small with the result that mary
.. concerned residents were turned away at the door and therefore prevented from participating in the
- "consultation"-and voicing their concerns. How is that considered community consuitation?

The Summer Hill community is up in arms about the proposed scale and oppressive height of the

. tedevelopment of the Mills site as well as the adjoining development of Lewisham Towers. Mutltiple

-~ 10-13 storey towers, 300+ apartments for the Flour Mil site, 500+ apartments for the Lewisham

- Towers site, and potentially a few thousand new residents, plus their motor vehidles, are not
-sustainable in the little village of Summer Mill. We believe the developers continue to dismiss the
unprecedented community referendum in which Summer Hill and Lewisham residents voted
overwhelmingly against plans for the two massive, high-rise developments that straddle the two small
neighbourhoods. Held over the Federal election weekend last year, 94 per cent of the 1,500 Summer
Hill and Lewisham residents who took part in the community referendum opposed the scale of these

-two developments. '

It seems the developers opinion is that the Light Rail is to be the saviour in all this!! However ........
most people will NOT use the Light Rail mainly. because ~{1) it's more expensive than City Rail; (2)
it's slower that City Rail; and most importantly {3) the Light Rail terminates at Central, where people

. have to then change and either take a bus into the ity {or wherever), or walk around to the City Rail

_ platforms to catch ancther train (and pay an additional fare) to their destination in the city/eastern
suburbs/north share - in morning and afternoon peak hour people are definitely not going to do this
and fight their way through hoards -of people.all frying to get to and from work.  The majority of
people will use their-car and attempt to squeeze their way into aiready chocked roads, or head for

.+ either Summer Hill or Lewisham stations, and the trains coming through these stations during rush
 hours are already to capacity. ' e ' ‘

Despite the State Government abolishing Part 3A tast month, we understand that the Milis
redevelopment has not been referred back to Ashfield council for determination, rather it is to be
assessed through the NSW Planning and Assessment Commission. Local residents are calling for:

~ the developers, State and local government to consult closely with the community in developing
these two sites. ' .

- the current plans for massive high rises 1o be scaled back significantly to ensure the development is
sustainable in terms of traffic, transport, open public space and focal amenities. ' .

Concerned residents

Chris & Erica Saville
Summer Hifi
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Amy Watson - ofﬁce@hazzard.minister.nsw.gov.au

From:  "Marcille Cameron" <marci lle@pacific.net.au>
To: <amy.watson(@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: Monday, I August 2011 8:26 AM
Subject: ofﬁce@hazzard.minister.nsw.gov.au

The Department of Planning and Infrastructure August 2011
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSwW 2001

By email: amy.watson@planning.nsw.gov.au

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):

O 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 wili generate an extra 1000 cars/hour in peak hour (Independent study by
Colston, Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011 commissioned by Ashfield Council).

tJ 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 dweliings (many of which are heritage), that are characteristic of Summer Hill and adjoining

villages,

[1 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.

L} 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.,

(1 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.

1 Combined impact with Lewisham Towers — nobady is considering the combined impact (increased traffic,
scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative impact of existing focal businesses) of
this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers development which is part of the same McGill Street

precinct,

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

Signature: Marcille Cameron

Name: Marciile Cameron, 17 Louisa street, Summer Hill NSW 2130
Email: Marcille@pacific.net.auy
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er Hill Flour Mills ™

From: Shirley Barrett <shlrfeyb@tpg.com.au>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
CC: <ofﬁce@hazzard.minister.nsw.gov.au>

Date; 31/07/2011 3.46 pm

Subject: Summer Hill Flour Mils

Dear Sirs,

Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MP10_0155
2-32 Smith st, Summer Hill, NSw/

I 'am writing to express my strong objections to the above Concept Plan
application.

While | have no objection to the idea of a sympathetic conversion of the
old Flour Mills into residential apartments, | believe the plan as it
currently exists represents gross over-development of this site which i
believe will create dire problems for Summer Hill,

In particular, traffic congestion. Smith St, Carlton Crescent and
Grosvenor Crescent already experience severe bottlenecks around the
roundabout on g weekday morning between 8 am ang 9 am. As the roads can
not be widened, this problem can only get much, much worse with hundreds
of new residents in the Flour Mills travelling to their workplaces. The
developers' response to this problem seems to be a "head in the sand"

Kind of response - we were blithely assured at the community

consultation meeting {through some kind of psychic means apparentiy)

that these new residents would be the sort to only use their cars on
weekends,

Furthermore, it seems that No one is considering the combined impact of
this development with the development of the Lewisham Towers complex at
McGilf St. The stress on these narrow roads of all this new traffic

could make the area completely unfiveable.

| am aiso extremely concerned about the impact of the Flour Mill
development on our jocal schools and child care centres, which are
already at capacity, and on our local shopping centre at Summer Hill
Village.

Yours sincerely,

Shirley Barrett

3 Nowranie St

Summer Hill, 2130 NSW
shtrleyb@tpg.com.au
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Amy Watson - Objection fo the Redevelopment of the former Allied Mills Site - MP 10_0155 %
Summer Hill

From:  “Jennifer O'Callaghan” <jennifer.ocallaghan@gmail.com>
To: <plan~commen1'@planning.nsw.gov.au>, <ofﬁce@hazzard.minister.nsw.gov.au>

Date: Sunday, 31 July 2011 8:47 AM
Subject: Objection to the Redevelopment of the former Allied Mills Site - MP 10 0155 Summer

Hill

Objection to the Redevelopment of the former Allied Mills Site - MP 10_0155
2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hill, NSW 2130

I object to the above Concept Plan application because of the following reasons:

Traffic congestion - lack of any credible plan to deal with the very substantial increase in traffic and
congestion caused by this development.

Out of scale and character with the local area - this is a gross over development with proposed
heights of tower blocks far exceeding local buildings and dwellings.

Impact on local amenities - the development cannot be accommodated by local schools, childcare,
roads and rail.

Combined impact with Lewisham Towers - nobody is considering the combined impact (increased
traffic, scale and design, overcrowding) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGill Street precinct. The combined impact would be

enormous.

Thanking you for your consideration on this important matter.
Jennifer O'Callaghan

55 Denison Rd

Lewisham NSW 2049

iennifer.ocallaghan@gmaii.com
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