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Patrick Doyle - Allied Mills Development

From:

To: Public Hazzard's Office Email <Office@hazzard minister.nsw.gov.au>
Daie: 8/8/2011 9:38 PM

Subject: Allied Mills Development

Dear Mr Hazzard

Re : Application No MP10_0155, 2-32 Smith St, Sumumer Hill - Concept Plan

L am writing to you regards my wife's and my objection to the Allied Mills development outlined
below in a submission to the planning and infrastructure. We understand that the proposed
development is for a building of up to ten storeys, containing approximately 330 apartments, as well
as substantial floor space for retail outlets.

We are very concerned about the proposed development. We moved into Summer Hill just under 3
years ago and enjoy the wonderful suburb we are proud to live in. Unfortunately, the Allied Mills
development, together with The Lewisham Towers, is entirely out of keeping with the surrounds.
Although we appreciate the growing population needs of our city, we are of the view that the
proposal is excessive and inappropriate.

In particular, we have noted the following problems with the Concept Plan;

[if IsupportListsj-->1.  Increase in traffic and congestion — The area surrounding the proposed
developnient already suffers from traffic congestion during peak hours. If the proposal goes ahead
the increase in population will cause the already congested traffic situation to become dangerous and
impractical. This is unlikely to be ameliorated, even by the introduction of light rail. Simply put, it
will ruin the character of this great suburb. Unfortunately, the traffic study submitted by EG Funds
Management underestimates the impact.

{if IsupportLists]-->2.  <l--[endif]-->Lack of green space and amenity — The public open space
planned is inadequate. The ‘green boulevard’ unfortunately is insufficient. The planned open areas,
between mullistorey buildings, are primarily accessways, but are not viable as public space. The lack
of green space also diminishes the aesthetic of the development and therefore the suburb itself. The
proposed increase mn population will also significantly impinge on already stretched health care,
childcare and educational services.

if IsupportLists]-->3.  <!--[endif}-->Commercial development ~ Given the surrounding shopping
facilities in nearby suburbs, there is no need for a large commercial development on the premises.
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are c._o_ncerhed that the shopping facilities will challenge the existing businesses, particularly in
Lewisham and Summer Hill. It will augment the already strained traffic flow.

[if !supportLists}-—>4. <!--lendif]}->Out of character with the suburb and surrounds — The height of
the buildings is excessive. It is completely against the ambience of the area, which has a number of
heritage buildings.

{if IsupportLists]--=5.  <!--[endif]-->Combined impact with Lewisham Towers - The combination
of these sizable adjacent developments greatly increases their influence on the McGill Street
precinct. As these two developments are being undertaken independently, we fear a lack of co-
ordination in planning.

We are very concerned that the development was approved under Part 3A and therefore at a State
Government level, rather than at a Local Government level. Local Governments are better placed to
assess the impacts of proposed developments on local suburbs. We understand that the Local
Councils are opposed to the development because they do not view them as appropriate for the area.
We are dismayed that they have been bypassed.

We submit that the area is suited o appropriate development. We are not selfish enough to keep
Summer Hill to ourselves. However, the planned development is inappropriate and excessive. The
infrastructure and amenity is inadequate. The ambience, fabric and essence of Summer Hill will be
irrevocably impaired by the scale of the Allied Mills (and Lewisham Towers) development. This
development needs genuine reappraisal. We sincerely hope it is reassessed accordingly.

We declare that neither of us have reportable political donations in the last two years.
Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have any questions about this letter.

Yours sincerely,

Jason Balgi & Hong Foo
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Patrick Doyle - Developments at Summer Hill and Lewisham

From:  Adele Walsh <adelewalsh128@yahoo.com.au>

To: Public Hazzard's Office Email <Office@hazzard minister.nsw.gov.aun>,
"marrickville@nsw.gov.an" <marrickville@nsw.gov.au>,
"linda.burney@parliament.nsw.gov.au" <linda burney@parliament. nsw.gov.au>

Date: 7/24/2011 10:01 PM

Subject: Developments at Summer Hill and Lewisham

i,

Just wanted to add my voice to the others from the inner west on the proposal to develop the mill and
adjacent site at Summer Hill and Lewisham.

Although | believe it is a good idea to develop the site as residential, particularly with the new light rail
transport being opened so close, | think the development needs 1o be of a smaller scale and any commercial
development that would bring extra traffic info the area also needs to be omiited.

There also needs to be consideration of the number of children who will need to attend the local school, as
the school already has over 700 kids - and still has a de-mountable classroom after recently building 2 new
classrooms with the federal government scheme. There is not enough play space for the current children, so
expansion is impossible. The school inclusion boundaries may have {o change to include the site in the
Lewisham school if numbers permit there.

The plans need:-

- more free space than the current proposai.

- fowered to ensure that the iconic mill and silos are not overshadowed by new buildings

- removal of any commercial space that would encourage more cars and trucks into the area
- inclusion of a new child care facility to ensure residents are not driving to child care facilities

Summer Hill has some major arteries travelling through it. With the restriction of the railway line, it results in a
couple of bottlenecks where cars attempt to get under or over the railway iine. The suburb is already
gridlocked in the mornings, and the shopping/station area has been reduced to 40 km speed limit because of
the narrow streets, traffic and pedestrians.

Before any decision, | hope you come to see the traffic in the area at 8 am any morning - particularly near the
site on Old Canterbury Rd. This often backed up more than a kilometre,

I hope you will consider the communily concerns here.
Thanks
Adele Walsh

128 Prospeoct Rd
Summer Hill
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The Department of Planning and Infrastructure July 2012
GPO Box 39
Syciney NSW 2001

By email: plan._comment@planning.nsw.aov.au

Dear Sirs

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

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

Signature: -7

IE/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 helghts of the tower hlocks (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 adjolning villages.

fmpact on local amenity ~ the addition of over 800 new residents {330 units x 2.49 peopla/
dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local
schools, chiidcare 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 municlpality in NSW,

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

Combined impact with Lewisham Towers ~ nobody is considering the combined impact
{increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and {oss of living amenity and negative impact
of existing Jocal businesses) of this development and the adjacent Lewisham Towers
development which is part of the same McGill Strest 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 aiready extensive retail
provision: :

it

Name: Tyt Hha\es

£mail: “72&,\[}/ . //4///&{7@@%%0&\//{ - CoLny

Address; A\ DY 2 ‘2}33 pc"ogpgm_:\“ 2.,
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Copy to the Minister for Plarming, Brad Hazzard at office@hazzard. minigtel. naw. gov.au



Anthony Lawrence “ “l
) 64 Smith Street

Sumimer Hiil
NSW. 2130
Australia

PCUB25661

10" August 2011.

Department of Planning
Receives

Amy Waison

Major Projects Assessment 5 OSER 100
Dept. Of Planming & Infrastructure o
GPO Box 39 Scanning Roorm

SYDNEY NSW 2001 A

Dear Ms. Waison,
RE: Application for Development of 2-32 Swmith St, Summer Hill (MP16_8155)

Firstly let me say that 1 object to the development being dealt with by this deparfiment when it
should be dealt with by Ashiield Council. The reason that this development is being considered
in the first place by this department is because the developer transferred the development 1o a
Section 3A application last year so as to avoid community input. This department will, by being
remote from the community, lack transparency, will consider the development only on an
“economic basis and will end up approving what will result in adverse oulcomes for the
neighbourhood,

The density of dwellings proposed within the devefopment is excessive and as such will impact
negatively on the lifestyle, the quality of life and general ameniiy of the area now and info the
future. This excessive density is epitomised in the development on the four-pack silos being
projected to be thirteen (13) storeys high and the development on the six-pack silos being
projected to be twelve (12) storeys high, These are both gross over-developments that are
completely out of character and will tofally destroy the residential amenity of the surrounding
local one and two-storey homes. This excessive density is also epitomised in the ten {10), five
(5) and then eight (&) storey developments projected to be built from the northern Longport
Street end southwards paraliel to that part of Smith Street. Here the developer has abandoned the
preience of the stepping down of buildings o the frontage and intends to build a big slab-sided
“look at me” building facing onto Longport Street that will be seen from some distance away by
people travelting to and from the city by train and by car. A more reasonable development
through this arca would have seen the continuation of the two-three (2-3) storcy buildings the
same as the developer intends building on the Smith Street end of BEdward Street. The further
advaniage of a fower two-three (2-3) development in that area s that the historic Mungo Scoft
building would still be visible for alf to see in all its glory. Furthermore, none of the buildings
suggested by the developer show any real architectural atiempt to appear as anything as other
than ticky-tack in association with the curvaceous reused silos and the gracious retained Mungo
Scott building. The only thing one can say in the developer’s favour is that they are retaining the
areen area on the northem side of the Mungo Scott building and hopefully a lot of the frees.



Given the density of people who will reside within this development and given that most Sydney
househoids have in excess of two cars, there is insufficient on-street and off-street parking
provided for the numbers of vehicles that will be used by the residents in this development.
There is also the question as to whether there will be sufficient on-sireet and off-street parking
for the commercial businesses that will occupy space on the site. Whatever the numbers all these
extra vehicles will cause significant increases in traffic movements in Smith Street and the
surrounding local streets which will result in on-going negative impacts felt throughout the
neighbourhood.

FEqually the lack of any attempt to reduce the impact on the environment by installing such
measures as solar waier heating, photovoltaic electricily generation and batiery storage, basic on-
site garbage and sewage treatment, outdoor clothes drying areas, etc. mark this development as
being completely ont of step with modern thinking,

Whilst the owner and the developer may make a quick profit from such a project unfortunately
the local community will suffer the costs of such overdevelopment both financially and socially

foreves,

I object to the proposal.

F

¢ \":"""—«—'-a{;,_":,"m-yh:

AC Lawrence
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: -~ The Department of Planning and lnfrastructure _ ' L : o ":': o June 2011
- GPO Box 39 - SRV - :
. " Sydney NSW 2001

S Objectton tothe Redevelopment of the Former Ali|eol Mllls Site - MPJ.U 1055
T _2 -32 Smlth Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130 ' . A

e B object fo the above _C_o_ncept Plan application on the bas_i'_s of the following (as indicated):

0 Traffic congestion — lack of any credibie plans to deal with the very substantial increase in
. traffic and congestion that this development will generale 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 Humt & Kafes May 2011

K .commrssmned by Ashf;eld Council). : .

~13 Scale and out of character with our viflage - thls is 8.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 dwe!lmgs {many of Wthh are hentage) that are
"-charactensnc of Summer Hill and adJommg vlllages :

o . Impact on focal amenity - the addition of over 800 new resndents {330 unlts x 2.49 people/
-7 dwaeliing average in Ashfield) in this development s:mply cannot be accommaodated by local
: _schools childcare and other amenities, many of Wthh are already at capauty

71 - Limited green space -~ This development has llmlted green space, a concern compounded by
the fact that Ashfietd 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
B fgenume The communlty 5§ CONCErns are snmply bemg lgnorecl and over!ooked

{1 Combined impact with i.ew:sham Towers - nobody is conmdenng the combmed impact

L {increased traffic, scale and design, overcrowdmg and loss of living amenity and negative

. impact of existing local businesses) of this development and the acijacent Lew;sham Towers
_'.'development which is part of the same MCG[” Street precmct R

: D Retall impacton the Summer H:Il village the excess;ve retall elements in this development
“will duplicate and squeeze out local small busmesses in an area Wlth already extenswe retail

. 'provusnon S
| / 7,

. ﬁ'_-:Sig_l_}_a';ur_e:_ _ //’ -»w;ﬁw _

R S iDe Jar‘morv fPlunnmg
_.__.Emal[ j{, 2 @pjr; ﬁ{mﬁi o w. S | _” 1 Avs._zﬂll
| h ,L ?*1 “rewk lQul " .:;'.' ) - sganaing ROOI’H

' _C_ooy to t_he Minister-for Pi_an_ning_, Br_ad Hazzafd a__rld._Ashﬂel_c_l Council



- The Department of Plannmg and Infrastructure . ] PN - June 2011
" GPO Box 39 . SR :
E Sydﬂey NSW 2001 -

S - Objectlon to the Redevelopment of the Former Allred Mllls Slte MP:{O 1055
L .'2 32 Smlth Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130

q object o the above Concept Plan appilication on. the ba5|s ofthe foliown ng (as andlcated)

-'E/Trafflc congestron - lack of any credible plans to deal vvtth the very substantial increase in
traffic_and congestion that this development. will generate. It is estlmated that this
- development and the proposed Lewisham Towers development w:ll generate an extra 1000
—earsfhour in peak hour {Independent study by Co!ston Budd Bunt & Kafes, May 2011
commlssroned by Ashfield Counul) . R

: ._@/cale and out of character with our village — thrs isa gross over development of the Mills

- site and ‘the proposed heights of the tower hlocks {10- -13. storeys} is completely out of

o character with the Jocal one and two-storey dwellings {many of which are her ltage} that are
i i_ characterlstlc of Summer Hill and adjoining vrl!ages

s %mpact on focal amemty-— the addition of over 800 new. resrdents (330 units x 2.49 people/
' '_ dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development srmplv cannot be. accommodated by tocal
schools ch;ldcare and other amemtles many of whlch are alreadv at capautv

Lim;ted green space ~ This development has llmited green spece a concern compounded by
the fact that Ashﬂeld is already the 2" most densely popuiated mun|C|paI|ty ln NSW,

Lack of genuine commumty consultation — desp:te 62 ner 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 limijted and not at all
frgehuine. Z:Th'e comm_u_nlty’s cancerns are slmply being _lgnored and overlooked.

/ Combmed rmpact wath Lewnsham Towers — nobody is consadermg the comblned impact

- (mcreased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and loss of living amenity and negative

T impact of existing local businesses) of this. development and the ad;acent Lewisham Towers
dev,elopment whrch is part of the same. MCGIFJ Street precmct S

Retali |mpact on the Summer Hrll wllage the excesswe retaﬁ elements in thlS development
w1ll duplicate and squeeze out local sma%l busmesses inan area thh alreedy extensive retail

prowsron

.S|gna1ure % /f(” ey
Name - A«/(\J’" f“"lcll\ixtyﬁ'}l

.Emall : {%\,f\{,p’lf\ulﬁlc}gé{uuﬁlm T \(’l L«UW\ wé{«u—

~* Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard and Ashfield Council



-ZThe Department of Plaranmg and lnfrastructure . - Lo June 2011

o GPO Box 39.
- Sydney NSW 2001

o

'-Ob}ectlon to the Redeve!opment of the Former Allied Mills Site - MPlO 1055
_ —32 Smtth Street Summaer H!" NSW. 2130 _ S

'.-_i object to the above Concept Pian apphcatxon on the basis of the foEiowmg (as mdlcated)

: Traﬁlc congestion ~ lack of any credlble plans to deal wuth the very substant:al increase in

" traffic and congestion that this development will generate, -t is estimated that this

'.development and the proposed Lewisham Towers development’ w:Ei generate an extra 1000

-~ cars/hour-in peak hour (!ndependent study by Colston ‘Budd, Hunt & Kafes, May 2011

ST

. commlssnoned by Ashfaeld Councﬁ)

: Scate and out of character with our w!lage ~ this is a gross. over-development of the Mills
S ':.Slte and the proposed heights of the tower blocks {10-13 storeys) is completely out of
o ._character w:th the local one and two-storey dwellings, {many of whlch are herutage) that are

_charactensttc ofSummer Hill and adjoining villages. ' S : .

Impact on local amemty —the addition of over 800 new reSIdems (330 umts X 2.49 people/
- dwelling average in Ashfield) in this development simply cannot he accommodated by focal
-_-'-schoois ch:ldcare and other amenities, many of which are a]ready at capauty

"-'Lamlted green space — This development has limited green. space, a concern compounded by
. the f_a_ct_ that Ashfield is already the 2™ most densely populated municipality in NSW. .

“lack -of ‘genuine community consultation — despite 62 oe% 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 afi

o -'genume The commumty § concerns are stmpiy being ;gnored and overlooked

Combmed lmpact wath Lewnsham Towers - nobody is consndenng the combined impact
" _-(;ncreased traffic, scale and design, overcrowding and ioss of living amenity and negative

_'lmpact of existing local businesses) of this devetopment and the adjacent Lewnsham Towers - -
: '---development WhILh is parl of the same McGill Street precmct :

*‘Retail |mpact on the Summer Hill wltage ~ the excessive retarl elements inthis development

il duphcate and squeeze out Iocal small. bus:nesses inanarea wtth already extensive retail

' provns:on e

' .'_Szgnature uﬁ

." . .. 4 I; 5

.__."Name: ?a%g\{le CZ{’ ggww”

it (; wmf: &P ql{ LL ( o ,,mt»t/n,gf Corn

*Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard and Ashfield Council



'The Department of Plannmg and lnfrastructure ' R e June 2011

GPO Box 39 .
. Sydney NSW 2001

. Objectton to the Redevelopment of the Former Alhed Mills Site - MPJ.G 1055
2- 32 Smlth Street, Summer Hlll NSW 2130 . :

_l object o the above ConCEpt Plan apphcat:on on the basis of the followmg (as mdicated)

Trafﬁc_ 'conges_tion = Jack of any _crec(ible plans to deal with th_e.v_e.ry sub_st_a_ntr_al 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_ .

o0

j _rcommrssroned by Ashﬂe!d Councﬁ}

Scale and out of character with our v:i!age ~ this is a gross over deveiopment of the Mills

_'srte and the ‘proposed heights of ‘the tower. blocks (10-13 storevs) is -completely. out of
_ character with the local one and two-storey dwellings {many of whlch are her:tage) thatare
"charactenstlc of Summer Hill and adJommg vrllages : '

Impact on local amentty the addrtlon of over 800 new resldents (330 unlts % 2,49 people/

; dwellmg average in Aghfield) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by tacal

schools, chlidcare a_nd.o_lher amemt:es _many of which are already at.capac:ty

: le:ted green space Thls development has limited green space, a concern compounded by
' the fact that Ashfieid is aEready the 2"d most: densely populated mumcnpailty in-NSW. .

] _'_Lack of'genume community eonsultation - despite 62 per. cent of the Summer Hill
- community confirming in the developer's own survey that. they wented to be informed

- - ‘about this.development, community consultation has been extremely limited and not at all
_ _genuzne The commumty $ concerns are srmply being rgnored and overlooked '

)

Combmed rmpact with Lewssham Towers - nobody s considermg the combmed ifnpact -

V(;ncreaseci traffic, scale ‘and design, overcrowding and loss of fiving ‘amenity and nhegative

_impact of existing local businesses) of this development and the adjacent LeWIsham Towers
: develc)pment wh:ch is part of the same MCGIH Street precmct : : :

_Reta:l impact on the Summer Hrll vlllage the excessive retatl elements m thlS development :
~widll duphcate and squeeze out Eocal smak busmesses inan area w:th already extensrve retall o

. provision.
' ._'Srgnature /i// T
| ...:N_ame; ': ﬁ\ldl"g Q}{’;rﬂ(f)l

7
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S Copy to the Mimster for Planmng, Brad Hazzard and Ashfleid Counctl



" The Department of Plannmg and nfrastructure o - June2011
- GPOBOX30 ¢ | LR
- Sydney NSW 2001

-Objection to the Redevelopment of the Former Aliied Mills Site - MP10_ 1055
© - 2-32 Smith Street Summer i-hll NSW 2130

"1 object to the -a’boive-Concept Plan appllcatlon on the basis of the following (as indicated):

' \y\//‘l‘rafflc congestien e lack of any credlbie p!ans to deai with the very substant!ai lnc;fease 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
comm;smoned by Ashﬁeld Councal) Y -

Scale and out of character wuth DUF- vn]lage - thlS is @ gross over*development of the Mllis :

site and the proposed helghts of ‘the tower blocks (10-13 storeys) is completely out of ':. L
. character with the local one and two-storey dwellmgs {many of whlch are herltage) that are .

characterlstlc of Summer H;ll an::l adjommg vrllages

o \/Impact on. local amenity the addit;on of over 800 new residents {3 ( 30 umts X 2 49 people/‘ .

-dweiling average in Ashﬂeld) in this deve!opment simply cannot be accommodated by loca! ; 5

“schools, chlldcare and other amenltles many of which are afready at capacn‘.y

\/lelted green space Thls development has ilmlted green space, a concern compounded by
the fact that Ashfteld is aEready the 2"d most densely populated mumc;pahty in NSW '

\/Z/ Lack of genume commumty consultat:on ~. despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hill

- cemmunity. confirming in - the developers own survey that they wanted-to be mformed .
. -about this development, commumty consultation has been extremely limited and not at all -
genume The communlty s concerns are snmply be:ng ignored and overlooked '

: -_M&ombmed impact w:th i.ew:sham Towers - nobody is consrdermg the combined impact

Aincreased ‘traffic, scale’ and desugn, _overcrowdlng and. toss of living amemty and negative. '

‘impact of ex:stsng loca] bussnesses) of this development and the adjacent ! Lewssham Towers _
development Whlch is part ofthe same MCGIH Street precmct :

s : \/‘J//Reta:l |mpact on the Summer Hrll vrllage the excessive retail elements in thls development
will dupllcate and squeeze out local smail busmesses in.an area wath already extenswe retasl_

pl’OVlSIOI‘l A AT

'_-Signature: B - e .
L -.Néme.'f e /%ﬁ /Cﬁ(r’fk} |
© Emait /7f’ frig /,75 @ O’?TLUS/&:'?[ com c/u

| Copy to the Minister for Planning, Brad Hazzard and Ashfield Council -



*The Department of Planning and lnfrastructure S _ June 2011

. GPO Box 39

Z :Sydney NSW 2001

" ~Objection to the Redevelopment of the FormerAllled Mills Site - MP:{G 1055
2-32 Smith Street, Summer H|II NSW 2130 : ' S

- object to the above Concept P]an apphcatton on the basns of the following {as indicated):

. Traffic congestion ~ fack of any: credrble plans to deal with the very substantial increase in
_traffic and congestion that this developmeni wnll generate, It is estimated that this
. development and the proposed Lewisham Towers development will generate an extra 1000
cars/hour in peak hour (Endependent study by Colston Budd Hunt & Kafes, May 2011
' commnssmned by Ashﬂeld Counal) ' . .

3. - Scale and out of -char.acter _w'ith._our village - this is 5 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 -

: character;stlc of Summer Hlll and adjommg wllages -

g Impact on local amenity the addition cf over 800 néw residents (330 units x 2.49-people/. .
~. -dwelling average in Ashfield}in this development simply.cannot be accommodated by local R
schools, childcare and other amemtles many of whlch are a[ready at capacity.

{1 Limited green space — Thls development has i;mlteo green space, a concern compounded by '
' the fact that Ashfield is a!ready the 2" most denseiy populated municipality in NSW :

[ Lack of genuine commumtv consultat:on - despite 62 per cent of the Summer Hlll '

.- community confirming in the deveiopers own survey that they wanted to be informed
about this development, commumty consultation has been extremely limited and not at all
genume The. commumty sconcerns are smp]y being lgnored and overlooked.

I3 ‘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 bussnesses) of this devélopment and the adjacent Lewusham Towers
f-developmen’c whlch is part of the same McGlli Street precmct - :

£ Retall lmpact on the Summer HtIE v;l!age the excessive retail elements in this development _;_
Coowilk duphcate and squeeze out loca] smali bus;nesses in an area wath afready extenswe reta:i o
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. _Objectmn to the Redevelopment of the Former A!hed MtIEs Sste MP10_1055
_ 2-32 Smith Street, Summer Hll] nNSW 2130 ' '

_ 'l object to the ;above C_on__cept 'Pl_an 'appiicatio_n__On the hasis of the following (as indi_cated):_

{3 Traffic congestlon lack of any credible plans 1o deaE wnih the very substantlal increase.in
* - traffic and congestion ‘that this development will generate. It Is estimated thati 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_ -
' -comm;sswned by Ashfleld Counc12) : . .

1 Scale and out of eharacter wnth our v:llage - thls is @ gross over-development of: the Mllls :
osite and the proposed helghts of the tower blocks {10-13 storeys) is completely out of -
" character with the local orie and two-storey dwellings {many of which are her:tage) that are_ ;
_characteristic of. Summer H:Il ancl adjommg vlilages :

- N : Impact on local amemty the addltlon of over 800 new res;dents {330 units x 2 49 people/ ' _
o dwelling average in Ashfleld) in this development simply cannot be accommodated by local_ L
. schoois childcare and other amemtles many ofwhlch are already at capacuty : ST

i1 Limited green space This development has llmlted green space, a concern compounded by :
the fact that Ashﬁeld is already the 2““ most dense!y populated municipality in NSW.

A Lack of genume commumty consuitatton - desp:te 62 per cent of the Summer Hil o
_community confirming in the developers own survey that they wanted to be informed . -
~about this development, communlty consultat;oo has been extremely limited and not atall -

:genume The communlty sconcerns are SImply being ignored and overlooked .

N -Combmed impact WIth l.ew;sham Towers - nobody is consmiermg the comblned |mpact .
.' (mcreased traffic, scale. and de5|gn, overcrowdmg and loss of living amenity and negative

impact of existing tocal busmesses) of thfs development and the adjacent l.evvlsham Towers. '
' deveiopment whlch is part of the Sdme MCGI” Street precmct : .

o Retall |mpact on the Summer Hl“ vu]lage the excesswe reta:l elements in thls development .
owidl dupllcate and squeeze out iocal smail busmesses inanarea w:th already extens:ve retail -
L . :prol\ns[on A . . . : . . '
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Ministerial Cerresp_ondehce Unit - FW: Concerns about development of sites at
Summer Hill and Lewisham.

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: 8/22/2011 10:25 AM

Subject: FW: Concernsabout development of sites at Summer Hill and Lewisham

submission

From Bndget Brooklyn [mallto brldgetbrook!yn@blgpond com}

Sent: Sunday, 21 August 2011 9:50 AM

To: Public Hazzard's Office Email-

Subject: Concerns about development of sites at Summer Hill and Lewisham

Dear Mr Hazzard
| am writing 1o express concérn about the above developments.

| am particularly concerned aboutthe proposed development of the Mill ssta on the corner of
Edward and Smith Sis; Summer Hill,

This is a héritage site, and the dess_gn pays scant attention to this.

The usual issues. of overdevelopment increased population density beyond current

infrastructure capabahtles and so forth also apply to these developments

PMUO1 4867

Yours sincerely

Dr Bridget Brooklyn - |
25 Edward St |
Summer Hill
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