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Amy Watson - Application No: MP08_0195

From:  Scott Gartrell <scott.gartrell@gmail.com>

To:
Date:

<plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 29 August 2011 11:06 AM

Subject: Application No: MP0O8_0195

Re: Application No: MPP08 0195 78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan.
I write to object to the applicant's Preferred Project Plan, currently before DoP, for the following

reasons:

1. The seven buildings proposed are excessively bulky and constitute a gross overdevelopment of
this site. The proposed density and scale of the development is at odds with the established
character of the surrounding residential locality.

2. The FSR is more than double what is proscribed in Marrickville Council's McGill Street
Master Plan.

3. The proposed buildings are so close as to limit sun and privacy and increase noise transfer.

4, The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently very heavy. In the 16 years we have
resided in Summer Hill, Old Canterbury Road, during weekday mornings and evenings has
become gridlocked. 'Rat running' through other parts of Summer Hill to avoid the 2-3 blocks
of Old Canterbury road leading into the intersection with the railway has increased
substantially, further impacting residents.

5. Approval of this plan potentially sets a precedent for development on neighbouring land and

will place further pressure on already burdened local services.

I believe that approval of this plan will overload local streets and services and is not consistent with
DoP's plan for growth in the inner west. Increased density around both Marrickville and Ashfield
CBD's is the appropriate way of providing for growth in housing in our community. I believe this
concept plan should be rejected.

Yours sincerely,

Scott Gartrell

56 Henson St

Summer Hill

0417448339
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Amy Watson - Application No: MP08_0195 78-90 Oid Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred
Project Plan
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From:  David Browne <dbrowne.au@gmail.com>

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

Date: Monday, 29 August 2011 11:19 AM

Subject: Application No: MP0O8 0195 78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project

Plan

Dear Sir/Madam

I object to this Application, currently before the Department for the following main reasons:

a) Over-development of the site: There are seven (7) large buildings proposed, with heights
ranging up to ten (10) storeys which remains a gross overdevelopment of this site. It proposes
a density and scale which is completely at odds with the established and valued character of
the surrounding residential localities. The amount of floor space for these flats is more than
double what Marrickville Council’s McGill Street Master Plan would provide. The Council’s
masterplan was developed in conjunction with the community and there is no reason why its
controls should not be observed.

b)Increase in local traffic and congestion: The adjoining and nearby roads are currently
heavily used and many intersections are almost gridlocked in peak periods. Very little is
being proposed to cater for the increased traffic generated by the proposal. McGill St will
become the main access turning to and from Old Canterbury Rd and is far from safe. Hudson
St is barely wide enough for two-way traffic so no parking (or unloading of vehicles to
service the shops) will be possible. Parking in other streets is restricted, many flats will have
no car spaces allocated at all and visitor parking is inadequate.

At this density over 1000 flats can be expected, a disaster for residents and the local area alike.

Approval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed
for residential re-development.

1 believe the Concept (Preferred Project) Plan should be rejected. The Council and community’s
planning for this area should be respected, not disregarded.

Thanking you for your consideration in this matter.

David Browne

55 Denison Rd
Lewisham NSW 2049
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Amy Watson - Lewisham Tower Development

RN

From:  "Jacquelyn Cassell" <jcassell@moneypenny.com.au>
To: <amy.watson@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: Monday, 29 August 2011 12:15 PM

Subject: Lewisham Tower Development

Hi Amy

| wish to register my extreme disappointment with the size of the current proposal at Lewisham Towers.
The height of the towers, the number of new residences, the increased population and traffic, and the lack
of open space within the development all seem to be at odds with the Lewisham & Summer Hill village

lifestyle.

Please address the traffic flows ufgently and reconsider the scope of the development given it’s location and
the surrounding neighbourhoods.

Kind Regards

Jacquelyn Cassell

Client Manager

Avaifable in the office every day except Friday.

mQOneypenny | business & taxation services

& blease consider the environment - do you really need to print this email?

uiding 19 FSA #23 PO Box 990 Tet 631 2 9383 4580

ox Studios Australia Bondi function NSW 1355 Fax 61293834592

8 Driver Avenue Australia Wel:  www.moneypenny.com.au
Acore Park NSW 2021 Email  business@moneypenny.comn:.au
wstralia

OTICE:

his email and any attachments are confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, notify the sender immediately and delete this email,
hould this email constitute advice, then no responsibility can be accepted if the information provided by the recipient is inaccurate. f you
clieve we have overlooked relevant information, bring this to our attention before acting on our advice. To the extent permitted by law,
s will not be lable for foss or damage arising from reliance on the email. i is the recipient’s responsibility Lo ensure all attachments are
canned for vituses.

jability fimited by a scheme approved under Professional Standards Legislation
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Amy Watson - Application No: MP08 0195 78-96 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred
~ Project Plan

From:  "Tina Kendrick" <tinakendrick@optusnet.com.au>
To: <amy.watson@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: Monday, 29 August 2011 5:44 PM
Subject: Application No: MP08_0195  78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan

Dear Ms Watson,

I object to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department and available for viewing on your
website, for the following reasons:

1) There are seven (7) bulky buildings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten (10) storeys, now to
contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross overdevelopment of this site. It proposes a density
and scale which is completely at odds with the established and valued character of the surrounding

residential locality.

2) The amount of floor space for these 430 flats (and the smaller amount of retail/office areas) is more
than double what Marrickville Council’s McGill Street Master Plan would provide. The Council’s
masterplan was developed in conjunction with the community and there is no reason why its
conirols should not be observed.

3) The buildings proposed are too close to each other, so many residents will have no privacy and
their flats will get little or no sunlight. Courtyards and walkways are also in shadow. Buildings A
and B are each ten (10) storeys high but only four (4) metres apart, with the walkway in this
‘canyon’ unsafe to use.

4) The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and many intersections are
almost gridlocked in peak periods. Aside from ‘left turn only” restrictions and a suggestion of traffic
lights at Edward St and Old Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the increased traffic
generated by the proposal. McGill St will become the main access turning to and from Old
Canterbury Rd and is far from safe. Hudson St is barely wide enough for two-way traffic so no
parking (or unloading of vehicles to service the shops) will be possible. Parking in other streets is
restricted, many flats will have no car spaces allocated at all and visitor parking is inadequate.

Approval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed for residential
re-development. At this density over 1000 flats can be expected, a disaster for current and future residents
alike.

The Council and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not disregarded. The Concept
{Preferred Project) Plan should be rejected. '

Yours sincerely,
Tina Kendrick
10 Oak Street
Ashfield 2131

Tina Kendvrieh

tinakendrick(@optusnet.com.au

molile: 0414 655008

this message has heen scauned priov (o sending
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Department of Planning & Infrastructure
Major Project Assessment

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson

P.O. Box 428
SUMMER HILL NSW 2130
26 August, 2011

Application No: MIPO8_0195 78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan
| ohject to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department, for the following reasons:

1) There are seven {7) hulky buildings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten storeys. The 430 apartments is a
gross overdevelopment of this site. It proposes a density and scale which is completely at odds with the
established and valued character of the surrounding residential locality.

2} The amount of floor space for these 430 flats {and the smaller amount of retail / office areas) is more than
double what Marrickville Council’s McGill Street Master Plan provides. Council’s masterplan was developed in
conjunction with the community and there is no reason why its controls should not be observed.

3} The buildings proposed are too close to each other. This denies many residents privacy. Their flats will get
little or ne sunlight. Courtyards and walkways are also in shadow. This is a very unheaithy situation. Buildings
A and B are each ten (10) storeys high but only four (4) metras apart. The walkway in this ‘canyon’ area would

p
be unsafe to use. In wet weather the walkway would be cold and slippery and would generate unsocial
hehaviour.

4) The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and are at capacity for large periods,
even during weekends. Many intersections are gridiocked in peak periods. Aside from left in / ieft out
restrictions and a suggestion of {raffic lights at Fdward St and Old Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed to cater
for the increased traffic generated by the proposal. If signals are provided at Edward Street, they will further
deplete capacity on the arterial road and will make Edward Street a rat run through the local streets of
Summer Hill, with motorists wanting to get the green light onto the arterial road. This is an unacceptable
impost on the community of Summer Hillll}

5} McGill St will become the main access turning to and from Old Canterbury Rd and is far from safe. Hudson St
is barely wide enough for two-way traffic so no parking (or unloading of vehicles to service the shops) will be
possible. Parking in other streets is restricted. Many apartments will have no car spaces allocated at all and
visitor parking is inadequate.

6} Approval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the sdicining i
proposed for residential re-development, At this density over 1000 flats can be expected for the entire site,
posing a disaster for current and future residents alike. The precinct will finish up looking and operating like
some of the worst housing developments that we saw on “The Bill”{1]

7) The Council and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not disregarded. The Concept

riat lands in Ashfieid LGA, also

{Preferred Project) Plan should be rejected.

Yours faithfully
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ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson
Major Project Assessment

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39 SYDNEY NSW 2001 BY EMAIL: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.ay

RE: Application No: MP08_0195 78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan

i object to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department and available for
viewing on your wehsite, for the follawing reasons:

1) There are seven {7) bulky buildings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten (10) storeys, now
to contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross overdevelopment of this site. It proposes a
density and scale which is completely at odds with the established and valued character of the
surrounding residential locality.

2} The amount of floor space for these 430 flats (and the smaller amount of retail/office areas) is
more than double what Marrickville Council’'s McGill Street Master Plan would provide. The
Council's masterplan was developed in conjunction with the community arid there is no reason
why its controls should not be observed.

3) The bulldings proposed are too close to each other, so many residents will have no privacy and
their flats will get little or no sunlight. Courtyards and walkways are also in shadow. Buildings A
and B are each ten (10) storeys high but only four (4) metres apart, with the walkway in this
‘canyon’ unsafe to use,

4} The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and rmany intersections
are almost gridlocked in peak periods. Aside from ‘left turn only’ restrictions and a suggestion of
tra¥fic lights at Edward St and Old Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the increased
traffic generated by the proposal. McGill St will become the main access turaing to and from Old
Canterbury Rd and is far from safe. Hudson St is barely wide enough for two-way traffic so no
parking {or unloading of vehidles to service the shops) will be possible. Parking in other streets is
restricted, many flats will have no car spaces allocated at alt and visitor parking is inadequate.

Approval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed for
residential re-development. At this density over 1000 flats can be expected, a disaster for current

and future residents alike.

The Council and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not disregarded. The
Concept (Preferred Project) Plan should be rejected.
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August, 2011
ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson
Major Project Assessment

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39 SYDNEY NSW 2001 BY EMAN: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

RE: Application No: MP08_0195 78-90 Oid Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan

I'object to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently hefore the Department and available for
viewing on your wehsite, for the following reasons:

1} There are seven (7) bulky buildings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten {10) storeys, now
to contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross overdevelopment of this site. it proposes a
density and scale which is completely at odds with the established and valued character of the
surrounding residential locality.

2} The amount of floor space for these 430 flats (and the smalfer amount of retail/office areas} is
more than double what Marrickville Council’s McGill Street Master Plan wouid provide. The
Council’s masterplan was developed in conjunction with the community and there is no reason
why its controls should not be observed.

3} The buildings proposed are too close to each other, s many residents will have no privacy and
their flats wilt get little or no sunlight. Courtyards and waltkways are also in shadow. Buildings A
and B are eacn ten (10) storeys high but ondy tour (4) metres apart, with the walkway in this
‘canyon’ unsafe to use,

4} The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and many intersections
are almost gridlocked in peak periods. Aside from ‘teft turn only’ restrictions and a suggestion of
traffic lights at Edward St and Qid Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed o cater for the increased
traffic generated by the proposal. McGilt 5t will hecome the main access turning to and from Old
Canterbury Rd and is far from safe. Hudson St is barely wide enough for two-way traffic so no
parking {or unloading of vehicles to service the shops) wilt be possible. Parking in other streets is
restricted, many flats will have no car spaces allocated at alt and visiter parking is inadequate.

Approval of this concept plan will sel a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed for
residential re-development. At this density over 1000 flats can be expected, a disaster for current

and future residents alike.

The Council and community’s planning for this area should he respected, not disregarded. The
Concept (Frefered Project) Plan should be rejected.
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LAugust, 2011

ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson

Major Project Assessment

Department of Planning

‘GPG Box 3% SYDNEY NSW 2001 BY EMAIL: plan _comment@planning nsw.sov.ay

RE: Application No: MPO8_0185  78-90 Qld Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferved Project Plan

| ohject to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department and available for

viewing on yvour website, for the following reasons:

i}

Thera are seven (7) butky buildings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten (10} storeys, now
to contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross overdevelopment of this site, it proposes
density and scale which is completely at odds with the established and valued character of the
surrounding residential locality.

The ameount of floor space for these 430 flats (and the smaller amount of retail/affice areas) is
more than double what Marrickville Council’s McGill Street Master Plan would pravide, The
Council’s masterplan was developed in conjunction with the community and there is no reason
why its controls should not be observed.

The huildings proposed are oo close to each other, so many residents will have no privacy and
their flats will get fittle or no sunlight. Courtyards and walkways are also in shadow, Buildings A
and B are each ten {10) storeys high but only four {4) metres apart, with the walkway in this
‘canvon’ unsate to use.

The adjoining and nearby roads and sireets are currently heavily used and many intersections
are almost gridlocked in peak periods. Aside from ‘left turn only’ restricifons and a suggestion of
traffic ights at Edward St and Old Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the increased
traffic generated by the proposal. McGill 5t will become the main access turning to and from Old
Canterbury Rel and is far from safe. Hudson 5t is barely wide enough for two-way traffic so no
parking {or unloading of vehicles 1o service the shops} will be possible. Parking in other streets is
resteicted, many flats will have ne car spaces allocated at al! and visitor parking is inadeguate.

Approval of this concep?t plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed for
residential re-development. At this density over 1000 flats can be expected, a disaster for current

and future residents alike.

The Council and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not disregarded. The
Concept (Preferred Project) Plan should be rejected.
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August, 2011

ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson
Major Project Assessment

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39 SYDNEY NSW 2001 BY EMAIL: plan comment@planning.hsw, gov.au
RE: Application No: MPOS_0195  78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan

| ohject to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Depariment and available for

viewing on your website, for the following reasons:

1) Thare are seven {7} bulky buildings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten (10} storeys, now
to contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross overdevelopment of this site. It proposes a
density and scale which is completely at odds witf: the establishied and valued character of the
surrounding residential logality.

2) The amount of floor space for these 430 flats (and the smailer amount of retail/office areas} is
more than double what Marrickville Council’s McGill Street Master Plan wauld provide. The
Council’s masterplan was developed in conjunction with the community and there is no reason
why its conirols should not be observed.

3} The buildings proposed are too close fo each other, so many residents will have no privacy and
their flats will get little or no sunlight. Courtyards and walkways are also in shadow. Buildings A
and B are each ten (10) storeys high but only Tour (4) metres apart, with the walkway in this
‘canyon’ unsafe to use,

4} The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and many interseciians
are almost gridiocked in peak periods, Aside from ‘left turn only’ restrictions and a suggestion of
traffic fights at Edward St and 0id Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed o cater for the increzased
traffic generated by the proposal. McGill 5t will become the main access turning to and from Old
Canterbury Rd and is far from safe. Hudson St is barely wide enough for two-way traffic so no
parking {or unloading of vehicles to service the shops) will be possible. Parking in other streetsis
restricted, many fats will have no car spaces allocated at alf and visitor parking is inadeqguate.

Approval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed for

residential re-development. At this density over 1000 flats can be expected, a disaster for current

and future residents alike.

The Council and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not disregarded. The
Concept {Preferred Project) Plan should ba rejected,
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LAugust, 2011
ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson
Major Project Assessment

Pepartment of Planning

GPO Box 39 SYDNEY NSw 2001 BY EMAIL: plan_comment@planning. nsw.gov.ay

RE: Application No: MP08_0195 78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan

I object to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department and available for
viewing on your website, for the following reasons:

1) There are seven (7) bulky buildings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten (10) storeys, now to
contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross overdevelopment of this site. It proposes a
density and scale which is completely at odds with the established and valued character of the
surrounding residential focality.

2} The amount of floor space for these 430 flats (and the smaller amount of retail/office areas} is
more than double what Marrickville Council’s McGill Street Master Plan would provide. The
Council’s masterplan was developed in conjunction with the community and there is no reason
why its controls should not be ohserved.

3} The buildings proposed are too close to each other, so many residents will have no privacy and
their flats will get little or no sunlight. Courtyards and walkways are also in shadow. Buildings A
and B are each ten {10} storeys high hut only four (4) metres apart, with the walkway in this
‘canyon’ unsafe to use.

4) The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and many intersections
are almost gridlocked in peak periods. Aside from ‘Teft turn only’ restrictions and a suggestion of
traffic lights at Edward St and Qid Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the increased
traffic generated by the proposal. McGill St will hecome the main access turning to and from Old
Canterbury Rd and is far from safe. Hudson St is barely wide enough for two-way traffic so no
parking {or unloading of vehicles to service the shops) will be possible. Parking in other streets s
restricted, many flats will have no car spaces allocated at all and visitor parking is-inadequate.

Approval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjeining industrial lands also proposed for
residential re-development. At this density over 1000 flats can be expected, a disaster for current
and future residents alike.

The Councii and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not disregarded. The
Concept (Preferred Project) Plan should be rejected. :
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Amy Watson - Re: Application No: MP08_0195 78-90 Old Cantebury Rd, Lewisham

From: Katherine Fisher <kfisher @6degrees.com.au>

To: "plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au"
<plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: Tuesday, 30 August 2011 11:16 AM

Subject: Re: Application No: MP08_0195 78-90 Old Cantebury Rd, Lewisham

Attachments: 20110830104454.pdf

Dear folks,

I am extremely concerned about the proposed plan for the site: 78-90 Qld Cantebury Rd, Lewisham {Application

No: MP0O8_019).

We already experience major peak hour traffic issues, parking issues with residents and commuters, and now our
wonderful small village-style community is jeopardised by a large and extremely incongruous development. The
area predominantly consists of Victorian and Federation terraces and houses 1-2 stories only within small streets.
Most streets, if not ali, are 1 lane only {two ways), and some only 1 lane (one way). The proposed development
will not only dwarf the poor little houses and landscape of the area, but create already struggling traffic
conditions to breaking point. And. No, the light rail is not going to solve that issue. Please consider the
environment and the heritage of Summer Hill and Lewisham areas. Thank you.

See attached formal complaint letter, Thanks.
Kind regards,

Katherine Fisher
17 Fleet Street Summer Hill
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August, 2011

ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson
Major Project Assessment, Department of Planning
GPO Box 39 SYDNEY NSW 2001

BY EMAIL: plan_comment@planning.nsw.qov.au

RE: Application 'No: MP08_0195 78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham -
Preferred Project Plan

| object to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department and
available for viewing on your website, for the following reasons:

1) There are seven (7) bulky buildings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten
(10) storeys, now to contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross
overdevelopment of this site. It proposes a density and scale which is
completely at odds with the established and valued character of the surrounding
residential locality.

2) The amount of floor space for these 430 flats {and the smaller amount of retail/
office areas) is more than double what Marrickville Council's McGill Street
Master Plan would provide. The Council’s masterplan was developed in
conjunction with the community and there is no reason why its controis should
not be ohserved.

3} The buildings proposed are too close to each other, so many residents will have
no privacy and their flats will get little or no sunlight. Courtyards and walkways
are also in shadow. Buildings A and B are each ten (10) storeys high but only
four (4) metres apart, with the watkway in this ‘canyon’ unsafe to use.

4) The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and many
intersections are almost gridiocked in peak periods. Aside from ‘left turn only’
restrictions and a suggestion of traffic lights at Edward St and Old Canterbury
Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the increased traffic generated by the
proposal. McGill St will become the main access turning to and from Old
Canterbury Rd and is far from safe, Hudson St is barely wide enough for two-
way traffic so no parking (or unioading of vehicles to service the shops) will be
possible. Parking in other streets is restricted, many flats will have no car spaces
allocated at all and visitor parking is inadequate.

Approval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands
also proposed for residential re-development. At this density over 1000 flats can
be expected, a disaster for current and future residents alike.

The Council and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not
disregarded. The Concept {Preferred Project) Pian should be rejected.
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Amy Watson - Application No: MP08 0195 |

From: priscilla brice-weller <priscillabriceweller@gmail.com>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: Tuesday, 30 August 2011 2:19 PM

Subject: Application No: MP0Og& 0195

Attachments: Amy-Watson.doc

Dear Ms Watson,
RE: Application No: MP0O8_0195 78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan

i object to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department and available for viewing
on your website, for the following reasons:

» There are seven buildings proposed with heights of up to ten stories. This is too high for the local area,
which is primarily residential. Most buildings in the surrounding area are 1-2 stories high. These building
will contain some 430 ffats, which remains a gross overdevelopment of this site. The height and
footprint of the proposed buildings will adversely affect the character of the area.

¢ The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and many intersections are
gridlocked in peak periods, including on weekends. Aside from ‘left turn only’ restrictions and a
suggestion of traffic lights at Edward $t and Old Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the
increased traffic generated by the proposal. With an additional 400+ car spaces allocated to the
propased site, this will'exacerbate the current traffic problems.

Approval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed for
residential re-development. At this density over 1600 flais can be expected, this will present a disaster for
current and future residents.

The Council and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not disregarded. The Concept
(Preferred Project) Plan should be rejected as it currently stands.

NAME: Priscilla Brice-Weller

ADDRESS: 42 Thomas Street, Lewisham
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30 August 2011

ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson

Major Project Assessment

Department of Planning

BY EMAIL: plan_comment@planning. nsw.gov.au

Dear Ms Watson,

RE: Application No: MP08_0195 78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan

| object to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department and available for
viewing on your website, for the following reasons: '

s There are seven buildings proposed with heights of up to ten stories. This is too high for the local
area, which is primarily residential. Most buildings in the surrounding area are 1-2 stories high.
These building will contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross overdevelopment of this site, The
height and footprint of the proposed buildings will adversely affect the character of the area.

* The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and many intersections are
gridlocked in peak periods, including on weekends. Aside from ‘left turn only’ restrictions and a
suggestion of traffic lights at Edward St and Old Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the
increased traffic generated by the proposal. With an additional 400+ car spaces allocated to the
proposed site, this will exacerbate the current traffic problems. '

Approval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed for
residential re-development. At this density over 1000 flats can be expected, this will present a disaster
for current and future residents.

The Council and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not disregarded. The Concept
{Preferred Project) Plan should be rejected as it currently stands,

NAME: Priscilla Brice-Weller

ADDRESS: 42 Thomas Street, Lewisham

(51



Amy Watson Application no: MP08 019"3 Lewisham - submission regarding project

SRR

R 2

From:  Siobhan Brahe <siobhan.brahe@gmail.com>

To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>, <amy.watson(@planning.nsw,gov.au>
Date: Tuesday, 30 August 2011 4:40 PM

Subject: Application no: MP0O8 0195 Lewisham - submission regarding project

Dear Ms Watson,

I am writing to express my concern regarding this proposed project - as a nearby resident, I am very
concerned about its impact on my neighbourhood and believe some aspects of the project to be il
conceived.

Specifically, my concerns are as follows:

1. There are seven tall, cumbersome buildings proposed, and the development as a whole os too
large for its site. It appears that the number of residences in particular has been pegged for the
developer's benefit, but not for the neighbourhood, as it will constitute a gross
overdevelopment of the site and leave it totally out of proportion with the neighbourhood.

2. The amount of floor space planned for flats and retail is over double the Marrickville Council
master plan. I do not understand why this master plan should be ignored - Marrickville
Council is a competent, reasonable council and its strategy for this area should be respected
and adhered to.

3. The buildings appear to be located very close to each other, which is simply ridiculous from a
privacy and noise perspective

4. The adjoining streets are already heavily trafficked, with morning traffic g ;:,rldlock an ongoing
problem. This development, especially the retail component, will further contribute to that
without offering any real solutions for management or alleviation. Visitor parking is also
inadequate and will have a further impact on neighbouring streets, Given another development
is planned for the site next door, as well as two nearby light rail stations to which people will
inevitably drive and park, the impact on neighbouring streets is simply unrealistic, and no
solutions have been provided for managing this impact.

I ask that the Planning Department respect the work of Marrickville Council and its masterplan and
rein in this development when conducting your assessment.

Please do not publish my name or address details.

With best wishes,

Siobhan Brahe

resident, 73 Weston St

Dulwich Hill

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alwatson\Local Settings\Temp\XPGrpWise\ESD12... 31/08/2011
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From: Andrew May <goulten@optusnet.com.au>

To: <plan_commeni@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 31/08/2011 11:11 am

Subject: Att: Ms Amy Watson - RE: Application No: MP08_0195 78-90 Old  Canterbury

Rd, Lewisham

...August, 2011

ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson

Major Project Assessment

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39 SYDNEY NSW 2001 BY EMAIL:
plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

RE: Application No: MP08 0185 78-90 Oid Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan
| ohject to the applicant's Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department and available for
viewing on your website, for the following reasons:

1) There are seven (7) bulky buildings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten {10)
storeys, now to contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross overdevelopment of this site. It
proposes a density and scale which is completely at odds with the established and valued character
of the surrounding residential locality.

2) The amount of floor space for these 430 flats (and the smaller amount of retail/office
areas) is more than double what Marrickville Council’'s McGill Street Master Plan would provide. The
Council’'s masterplan was developed in conjunction with the community and there is no reason why its
controls should not be observed.

3) The buildings proposed are too ciose o each other, so many residents will have no
privacy and their flats will get little or no sunlight. Courtyards and walkways are also in shadow.
Buildings A and B are each ten {10) storeys high but only four (4) metres apart, with the walkway in
this ‘canyon’ unsafe to use.

4) The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and many
intersections are almost gridlocked in peak periods. Aside from ‘eft turn only’ restrictions and a
suggestion of traffic lights at Edward St and Old Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the
increased fraffic generated by the proposat. McGill St will become the main access turning to and
from Old Canterbury Rd and is far from safe. Hudson St is barely wide enough for two-way traffic so
no parking {or unloading of vehicles to service the shops) will be possibie. Parking in other streets is
restricted, many flats will have no car spaces aliccated at all and visitor parking is inadequate.
Approval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed for
residential re-development. At this density over 1000 flats can he expected, a disaster for current and
future residents alike.

The Council and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not disregarded. The
Concept (Preferred Project) Plan should be rejected.

Regards

Andrew May

KEAREFRFA TR T ARRAAAAR KA R RATRRE R RARARARN AR RRR

10 West St
PETERSHAM
NSW 2049

Phone:{M] +61 0409 663 002

Phone:fH & ] +61 {02) 9560 5994
Phone:fw] +61 (02) 9385 2792
Fax: [W] +61 (02) 9385 3064



LAugust, 2011

ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson
Major Project Assessment

Department of Planning
GPO Box 39 SYDNEY NSW 2001 BY EMAIL: ptan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

RE: Application No: MPO8_0195 78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan
| object to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department and available for viewing

on your website, for the following reasons:

There are seven (7) bulky buildings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten (10) storeys, now to
contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross overdevelopment of this site. It proposes a density and
scale which is completely at odds with the established and valued character of the surrounding

residential locality.
The amount of floor space for these 430 flats (and the smalier amount of retall/office areas) is more

_ than double what Marrickville Council’s McGill Street Master Plan would provide. The Council’s

Lt

masterplan was developed in conjunction with the community and there is no reason why its controls
should not be observed.

The buildings proposed are too close to each other, so many residents will have no privacy and their
flats will get little or no sunlight. Courtyards and walkways are also in shadow. Buildings A and B are
each ten (10) storeys high but only four {4) metres apart, with the waltkway in this ‘canyon’ unsafe to
ise.

The adjozmng and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and many intersections are
almost grldlocl(ed in peak periods. Aside from ‘left turn only’ restrictions and a suggestion of traffic
lights at Edward St and Old Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the increased traffic
generated by the proposal. McGill St will become the main access turning to and from Old Canterbury
Rd and is far from safe. Hudson St is harely wide enough for two-way traffic so no parking (or
unloading of vehicles to service the shops} will be possible. Parking in other streets is restricted, many
flats will have no car spaces allocated at all and visitor parking is inadequate.

Approval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed for
residential re-devetopment. At this density over 1000 flats can be expected, a disaster for current and
future residents alike.

The Council and commun:iy s plag mzng for this area should be respected, not disregarded. rhe Concepi
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August, 2011

ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson
Major Project Assessment, Department of Planning
GPO Box 39 SYDNEY NSW 2001

BY EMAIL: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

RE: Application No: MP08_0195 78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham -
Preferred Project Plan

‘| object to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department and
available for viewing on your website, for the following reasons:

1} There are seven (7) bulky buitdings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten
(10} storeys, now to contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross
cverdevelopment of this site. It proposes a density and scale which is
completely at odds with the established and valued character of the surrounding
residential locality.

' 2) The amount of floor space for these 430 flats (and the smaller amount of retail/
office areas) is more than double what Marrickville Council’s McGill Street
Master Plan would provide. The Council’s masterplan was developed in
conjunction with the community and there is no reason why its controls should
not be observed.

3) The buildings proposed are too close to each other, so many residents will have
no privacy and their flats will get little or no sunlight. Courtyards and watkways
are also in shadow. Buildings A and B are each ten (10) storeys high but only
four (4) metres apart, with the walkway in this ‘canyon’ unsafe to use.

4} The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and many
intersections are almost gridlocked in peak periods. Aside from ‘left turn only’
restrictions and a suggestion of traffic lights at Edward St and Old Canterbury
Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the increased traffic generated by the
proposal. McGilf St will become the main access turning to and from Old
Canterbury Rd and is far from safe. Mudson St is barely wide enough for two-
way traffic so no parking (or unloading of vehicles 1o service the shops) will be
possible. Parking in other streets is restricted, many flats will have no car spaces
allocated at all and visitor parking is inadequate.

Approval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands
also proposed for residential re-development. At this density over 1000 flats can
be expected, a disaster for current and future residents alike.

The Council and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not
disregarded. The Concept (Preferred Project) Plan should be rejected.

NAME: 20l oo 0 Ho e

ADDRESS: {{ tf " AR WAL e A DU L g s
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RE: #\ppiicatron No: MPO8 0195 78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan
i ohiect to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department and available for viewing

on your webhsite, for the following reasons:

1) There are seven (7) bulky buildings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten (10} storeys, now to
contain some 430 flats, which remaing a gross overdevelopment of Lthis site. it proposes a density and
scale which is completely at odds with the established and valued character of the surrounding
residential locality.

2} The amount of floor space for these 430 flats (and the smaller amount of retail/office areas) is more
than double what Marrickville Council’s McGill Street Master Plan would provide. The Council’s
masterpian was developed in conjunction with the community and there is no reason why its controls
should not be observad.

3} The buildings proposed are toe close to each other, so many rasidents will have no privacy and their
flats will get little or no sunfight. Courtyards and walkways are also in shadow. Buildings A and B are
gach 1en {10} storeys high but only four {(4) metres apart, with the walkway in this ‘canyon’ unsafe o
use. '

4} The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and many intersections are
almost gridlocked in peak periods. Aside from ‘left turn only’ restrictions and a suggestion of fraffic
fights at Edward St and Old Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the increased traffic
generated by the proposal. McGill St will becomae the main access turning to and from Old Canterbury
R and is far from safe, Hudson $tis barely wide enough Tor twe-way traffic so no parking {or
unloading of vehicles 1o service the shops) will be possible. Parking in other streets is restricled, many

flats will have no car spaces allocated at all and visiior parking is inadeguate.

Arproval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed for
residential re-development At this density over 1000 flats can be expected, a disaster for current and

future residents alike.

The Council and community’s planning for this area should be respectied, not disregarded. The Concept
{(Preterred Project) Plan should be rejected.

NAME:

ADDRESS: 5 ¥
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28 August 2011

Major Project Assessment
Department of Planning
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY N&W 2001

Attn: Ms Amy Waison

Dear Ms Watson,

Re: Application No: MP08_0195
78 - 90 Old Canterbury Road, Lewisham — Preferred Project Plan (PPP)

| object to the applicant's PPP, currently before the Department for the following

reasons-

Department of Planning
Received
31 AU 201

scanning Room

1. There are seven large buildings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten

storeys, to contain 430 apartments. This is a gross overdevelopment of the
site. It proposes a density and scale which is completely at odds with the
character of the surrounding residential locaiity;

. The total floor space for these apartments (and the smailer amount of
retail/commercial areas) is more than double what Marrickville Council's
McGill Street Master Plan (MP) would provide. The Council's MP was
developed with community consultation and there is no reason why iis
controls shouid not be observed;

. The buildings proposed are too close (o each other. Buildings A and B are
each ten storeys high but with only four metres separating them. The
walkway between these buildings will be dingy and may become a secutrity
hazard;

. The adjoining and nearby roads are currently heavily used and many
intersections are gridiocked in peak periods. Not enough atiention has been
taken to address the problem of increased traffic congestion in the area.

Approval of this plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also
proposed for redevelopment. There may be up to 1,000 apartments buil on this site
and the Allied Mills site. This will be a disaster for current and future residents alike.
The above PPP should be rejecied.

Yours sincerely,

ot
R I N

Susan Loane



.August, 2011
ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson
Major Project Assessment
pepartment of Planning
GPO Box 39 SYDNEY nNSW 2001 BY EMAIL: m@mementgwMMnsw.gav.ag

RE: Application No! MPOB_0195 78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - preferved Project Plan

1 object to the applicant’s preferred Prolect Plan, currently before the Department and available for
viewing on your website, for the following reasons:

1} There are seven (7 bulky buildings proposed, with helghts ranging up to ten {120} storeys, now to
contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross overdevelopment of this site. It proposes @
density and scate which is completely at odds with the established and valued character of the

surrounding residential locality.

2) The amount of floor space for these 430 flats (and the smaller amount of retail/office areas}ls
meore than double what Marrickville Council’s McGill Street Master Plan would provide, The
Council's masterplan was developed in conjunction with the community and there is ho reason
why Its controls should not be observed.

3) The huildings proposed are 100 close to each other, so many residents will have no privacy and
their flats will get little o no sunlight. Courtyards and walkways are alsoin shadow. Bulldings A
and B are each ten (10) storeys high but only four {4) metres apart, with the walkway in this
‘canyon’ unsafe to use.

4) The adjolning and nearby roads and streets are currently heaviy used and many intersections
are almost gridlocked in peak periods. Aside from ‘eft turn only’ restrictions and a suggestion of
traffic lights at Edward St and Old Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the increased
traffic generated by the proposal. McGill St will become the maln access turning to and from Old
Canterbury Rd and is far from safe. Hudson Stis parely wide enough for two-way traffic so no
parking (or unloading of vehicles to service the shops) will be possible. Parking In other streets is
restricted, many flats will have no car spaces allocated at all and visitor parking is inadequate.

Approvai of this concept plan wilt set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed for
residential re-development. At this density over 1000 fiats can be expected, a disaster for current

and future residents alike.

The Councll and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not disregarded. The
Concept {Preferred Project) Plan should be rejected.

NAME: e e inagan g
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LAugust, 2011

ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson
Major Project Assessment

Department of Planning
GPO Box 39 SYDNEY NSW 2001 BY EMAIL: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

RE: Application No: MP0O8_0195 78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan
I ohject to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department and available for viewing
on your website, for the following reasons:

1) There are seven {7} bulky buildings propeosed, with heights ranging up to ten (10} storeys, now to
contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross overdevelopment of this site. it proposes a density and
scale which is completely at odds with the established and valued character of the surrounding
residential locality.

2) The amount of floor space for these 430 flats {and the smaller amount of retail/office areas) is more
than double what Marrickville Council’s McGill Street Master Plan would provide. The Council’s
masterplan was developed in conjunction with the community and there is no reason why its controls
should not be observed.

3} The buildings proposed are too close to each ather, so many residents will have no privacy and their
flats will get little or no sunlight. Courtyards and walkways are also in shadow. Buildings A and B are
each ten (10) storeys high but only four (4} metres apart, with the walkway in this ‘canyon” unsafe to
use.

4} The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and many intersections are
almost gridlocked in peak periods. Aside from ‘left turn only’ restrictions and a suggestion of traffic
lights at Edward St and Old Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the increased traffic
generated by the proposal. McGill St will become the main access turning to and from Old Canterbury
Rd and is far from safe. Hudson St is barely wide enough for two-way traffic so no parking (or
unloading of vehicles to service the shops) will be possible. Parking in other streets is restricted, many
flats will have no car spaces allocated at all and visitor parking is inadequate.

Approval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed for
residential re-development. At this density over 1000 flats can he expected, a disaster for current and

future residents alike.

The Council and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not disregarded. The Concept
{Preferred Project) Plan should be rejected.

NAME: C’kn(s‘\‘ e  loanet
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..August, 2011

ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson
Major Project Assessment

Department of Planning
GPO Box 39 SYDNEY NSW 2001 BY EMAIL: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

RE: Application No: MP08_0195 78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan
| object to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department and available for viewing

on your website, for the following reasons:

1) There are seven (7) bulky buildings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten (10) storeys, now to
contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross overdevelopment of this site. It proposes a density and
scale which is completely at odds with the established and valued character of the surrounding
residential locality. _

2) The amount of floor space for these 430 flats (and the smaller amount of retail/office areas) is more
than double what Marrickville Council’s McGill Street Master Plan would provide. The Council’s
masterplan was developed in conjunction with the community and there is no reason why its controls
should not be observed.

3) The buildings proposed are too close to each other, so many residents will have no privacy and their
flats will get little or no sunlight. Courtyards and walkways are also in shadow. Buildings A and B are
each ten (10) storeys high but only four (4) metres apart, with the walkway in this ‘canyon’ unsafe to
use.

4) The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and many intersections are
almost gridlocked in peak periods. Aside from ‘left turn only’ restrictions and a suggestion of traffic
lights at Edward St and Old Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the increased traffic
generated by the proposal. McGill St will become the main access turning to and from Old Canterbury
Rd and is far from safe. Hudson St is barely wide enough for two-way traffic so no parking (or
unloading of vehicles to service the shops) will be possible. Parking in other streets is restricted, many
flats will have no car spaces allocated at all and visitor parking is inadequate.

Approval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed for
residential re-development. At this density over 1000 flats can be expected, a disaster for current and

future residents alike.

The Council and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not disregarded. The Concept
(Preferred Project) Plan should be rejected.

NAME: %/qu B4R _on)
o Conterbd vy Ko
(o i Shany NI 2017

—

ADDRESS:



Page 1 of L7
& 777

Amy Watson - Ray Buckley

From: "mikdorn" <mikdorn@bigpond.com>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: Thursday, 1 September 2011 3:43 PM
Subject: Ray Buckley

Attachments: scan0001.jpg

Ray Buckiey
21 Victoria Street
{_ewisham 2049
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LAugust, 2011

ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson
Major Project Assessment

Department of Planning
GPO Box 39 SYDNEY NSW 2001 BY EMAIL: plan_commenti@planning.nsw.gov,au

RE: Application No: MPOS_0195  78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan
{ ohject to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department and available for viewing

on your website, for the following reasons:

1)

There are seven (7) butky buitdings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten (10} storeys, now to
contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross overdevelopment of this site. It proposes a density and
scale which is completely at odds with the established and valued character of the surrounding
residential locality.

The amount of floor space for these 430 flats {and the smaller amiount of retail/office areas) is mare
than doubte what Marrickville Council’s McGill Street Master Plan would provide. The Council's
masterplan was developed in conjunction with the commurnity and there is no reason why its controtls
should not be observed.

The buildings proposed are too close to each other, so many residents will have no privacy and their
flats will get little or no sunlight. Courtyards and walkways are also in shadow. Buildings A and B are
each ten {10) storeys high but only four (4) metres apart, with the walkway in this ‘canyon’ unsafe to
use.

The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and many intersections are
almost gridiocked in peak periods. Aside from ‘left turn only’ restrictions and a suggestion of traffic
lights at Fdward 5t and Old Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the increased traftic
generated by the proposal. McGill 5t will become the main access turning to and from Old Canterbury
Rd and is far from safe. Hudson §t is barely wide enough for two-way traffic so no parking (or
unloading of vehicles to service the shops) will be possible, Parking in other streets is restricted, many
flats will have no car spaces allocated at all and visitor parking is inadequate,

Approvai of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed for
residential re-development. At this density over 1000 flats can be expected, a disaster for current and
future residents alike.

The Council and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not disregarded. The Concept
(Preferred Project) Plan should be rejected.

NAME:

ADDRESS:



Z).August, 2011
ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson
Major Project Assessment
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39 SYDNEY NSW 2001 BY EMAIL: plan_comment@planning. nsw.gov.au
RE: Application No: MP0O8_0195 78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan

1 object to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department and available for
viewing on your website, for the following reasons:

1) There are seven (7} bulky buildings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten (10) storeys, now
to contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross overdevelopment of this site. It proposes a
density and scale which is completely at odds with the established and valued character of the
surrounding residential locality. . .

2} The amount of floor space for these 430 flats (and the smaller amount of retail/office areas) is
more than double what Marrickvilie Council’s McGill Street Master Plan would provide. The
Council’s masterplan was developed in conjunction with the community and there is no reason
why Its controls should not be observed.

3) The buildings proposed are too close to each other, so many residents will have no privacy and
their flats will get little or no sunlight. Courtyards and walkways are also in shadow. Buildings A
and B are each ten (10) storeys high but only four (4} metres apart, with the walkway in this
‘canyon’ unsafe to use.

4) The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and many intersections
are almost gridlocked in peak periods. Astde from ‘ieft turn only’ restrictions and a suggestion of
traffic lights at Edward St and Old Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the increased
traffic generated by the proposal. McGill St will become the main access turning to and from Old
Canterbury Rd and is far from safe. Hudson St is barely wide enough for two-way traffic so no
parking (or unloading of vehicles to service the shops) will be possible. Parking in other streets is
restricted, many flats will have no car spaces allocated at all and visitor parking is inadequate.

Approval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed for
residential re-development. At this density over 1000 flats can be expected, a disaster for current
and future residents alike.

The Council and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not disregarded. The
Concept (Preferred Project) Plan should be rejected.

NAME: A (\rmk@Q’C’ .
ADDRESS: | %A\ké\’ ‘QU\N\(J/\W\\




2).August, 2011
ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson
Major Project Assessment

Department of Planning

GPO Box 38 SYDNEY NSW 2001 BY EMAIL: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

RE: Application No: MP0O8_0195  78-90 Old Canterbury Rd, Lewisham - Preferred Project Plan

1 object to the applicant’s Preferred Project Plan, currently before the Department and available for
viewing on your website, for the following reasons:

1) There are seven (7) bulky buildings proposed, with heights ranging up to ten (10) storeys, now
to contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross overdevefopment of this site. it proposes a
density and scale which is completely at odds with the established and valued character of the
surrounding residential locality.

2} The amount of floor space for these 430 fiats (and the smaller amount of retail/office areas) is
more than double what Marrickville Council’s McGill Street Master Plan would provide. The
Council’s masterplan was developed in corjunction with the community and there is no reason
why its controls should not be observed.

3) The buildings proposed are too close to each other, so many residents will have no privacy and
their flats will get little or no sunlight. Courtyards and watkways are also in shadow. Buildings A
and B are each ten (10) storeys high but only four (4) metres apart, with the walkway In this
‘canyon’ unsafe to use. _

4} The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are currently heavily used and many intersections
are-almost griclocked in peak periods. Aside from ‘left turn only’ restrictions and a suggestion of
traffic lights at Edward St and Old Canterbury Rd, nothing is proposed to cater for the increased
traffic generated by the proposal. McGill $t will become the main access turning to and from Old
Canterbury Rd and is far from safe. Hudson St is barely wide enough for two-way traffic so no
parking (or unloading of vehicles to service the shops) will be possible. Parking in other streets is
restricted, many flats will have no car spaces allocated at al! and visitor parking is inadequate.

Approval of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining industrial lands also proposed for
residential re-development. At this density over 1000 flats can be expected, a disaster for current
and future residents alike. |

The Council and community’s planning for this area should be respected, not disregarded. The
Concept (Preferred Project} Plan should be rejected.

NAME: BLAAET |
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Amy Watson - Comment on Lewisham Towers Proposed development

From: Sasha Templeton <TempletonS@missionaustralia.com.au>

To: "amy . watson@planning.nsw.gov.au" <amy.watson@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: Thursday, 1 September 2011 1:49 PM

Subject: Comment on Lewisham Towers Proposed development

Attachments: Lewisham Towers Development.pdf

Hi Amy,
Please find attached my comment on the Lewisham Towers Proposed Development.

Furthermore, | do not want the Silos to be destroyed as these provide beautiful scenery to the skyline.
Regards

Sasha Templeton
Program Specialist, Business Systems

Mission Australia

A: Level 8, 580 George Street, Sydney, 2000
I%: templefons@missionausiralia.com.au

P: +61 (02) 9219 2072

M: +61 (0) 0427 923 841

W: www.missionaustralia.com.au

( :; Mission Australia

Our Values - Compassion {ntegrity Respect Perseverance Celebration
Our Vision - To see a fairer Australia by enabling people in need fo find pathways to a better

life,

This email, together with any attachments, may contain privileged and confidential information and
is intended for the named recipient(s) only. If you are not an intended recipient of this email, please
promptly inform the sender and delete this email and any copies from your computer system(s). If
this email has been received in error, you cannot rely upon it and any form of disclosure, duplication,
modification, distribution and/or publication of this email is prohibited. This email represents the
views of the sender and not necessarily the views of Mission Australia.

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alwatson\Local Settings\Temp\XPGrpWise\ESF8D7... 1/09/2011



 ATTENTION: Ms Amy Watson o
Majorﬁroject Assessmen_t-_. l. L :
bepartmentofPlanning _ . o

GPO Box39 SYDNEY NSW 2001 - 7'  BY l;iMAILV:”g‘F‘arl commeﬁ‘t@g" |$nﬁing".nsw.g'o'v_.gg
RE Applicanon Not MP08_0195- 78—90 ()ld Canterbury Rd, l.ewusham - Prefarred Project Plan

I obJect to the' appllcant's Preferred Pro;ect Plan, currently before the Department and ava:labfe for
vwwing on your website, for the following reasons:

1) Thereare seven (7} bulky buildings proposed with hetghts ranging up 10 ten (10} storevs, now
to contain some 430 flats, which remains a gross overdeveiopment of this site. it proposes a
density and scale which is completely at odds with the established and valued cha racter ofthe
surroundmg resldentlal locality, :

2) The amount.of floor space for these 430 flats {(and the smaller amount of retaii/office areas) is
more than double what Marrickville Council's McGill Street Master Plan would provide, The.

- Council’s masterplan was developed in conjunction with the community and there is no reason
why its controls should not be observed.

3) The buildings proposed are too close to each other, 50 many residents will have no privacy and

. their flats will get little or no sunlight, Courtyards and walkways are also in shadow. Buildings A

~ and B are each ten (10) storeys high but only four (4) metres apart, with the walkway in th is
‘canyon’ unsafe to use. - ' '
4) The adjoining and nearby roads and streets are curtently heavifv used and many intersections
are almost gridlocked in peak penods Asnde from ’Ieft turn only’ restrictions and a suggestion of
. traffic Iaghts at Edward St and Old Caﬂterburv Rd, nothsng is proposed to cater for the increased
traffic generated by the proposal McGill 5t will become the main.access turning to and from Old
Canterbury Rd and is far from safe. Hudson St is barely- wide enough for two-way traffic so no
" parking (or unloading of vehn:[es to service the shops) will be possible. Parking in other streets is
restricted, many flats will have no car spaces allocatec{ at all and v:srtor parkmg is inad equate

Approvai of this concept plan will set a precedent for the adjoining mdustnal Iands also proposed for
residential re- deve[opment At th:s density over 1000 flats can be expected, a drsaster for current
and future residents alike. :

The Councit and commumty 5 plannmg for this area should be respected, not disregarded The -
Concept {Preferred Project) Plan should be rejected : '
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