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would detract from the viability of the existing rail linked centres (which
have recently been upgraded to dual lines at great public cost).

. The precedent set by the residential development acts as an incentive for '
future boards of a possibly amalgamated and relocated club to sell the
existing club and stadium for redevelopment and to play home matches at
stadia such as Homebush which offer incentives. These facilities are
currently expensive to maintain and have been constructed with large
amounts of public money.

- Traffic generated by the development is likely to further exacerbate the
peak hour problems experienced at Gannons Rd and Cronulla Central. The
cumulative traffic impact of the Sharks proposal and residential and
recreational proposals by Breen Holdings, Australand and Besmaw P.L.
need to be considered in an independent traffic analysis
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Mr Michael Woodland

Director, Metropolitan & Regional Projects South

Major Projects Assessment, Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box39

Re: Objection to concept plan for the Cronulla Sharks Development
Woolooware. (MP 10_0229).

Objection- building on a floodplain

The Shark’s development is on a floodplain. Locals are aware that the
area is prone to flooding in heavy storms and during king tides. My
children had to be evacuated once from Woolooware High school due to
flooding during rainy weather. With climate change it is predicted that we
will see an increase in severe storms. Allowing this development would
create huge problems in trying to protect it in the future from floodwaters.
As it is also next to a tidal river, this development would also be affected
by sea level rises in the future. The Victorian government has begun a
strategy of allowing only relocatable homes to be built in such areas.

In the NSW Government’s Metropolitan Strategy, the document titled
ENVIRONMENT, HERITAGE AND RESOURCES SOUTH _

KEY DIRECTIONS it states on page 125 that “the Government’s Flood
Prone land Policy is to reduce the impact of flooding and flood liability on
individual owners and occupiers of flood prone property and to reduce
private and public losses resulting from floods. Why allow a -
development that will increase such losses?

The document also states “Floodplain risk management assessment
needs to be undertaken strategically through the development of studies
and plans, which consider the flooding implications for existing and
proposed development.” There is no evidence in the DA that these
studies have been undertaken.

Objection- proximity to mangroves.

The plan allows only a 30 metre buffer zone to the mangroves. The
recommended minimum is 50 m. The development does not pass on
these grounds.

The plan also does not adequately show how it will deal with runoff.
Since the area will no longer be a playing field but will have hard
surfaces, there will be more runoff into the bay, which will affect the
water quality of the Towra Point Aquatic Reserve.

The plan to cater for stormwater is also inadequate

Objection- affects on Towra Point Nature Reserve- an



internationally listed wetland under the RAMSAR Convention

The Towra Point Nature Reserve is an important breeding site for
migratory birds. The scale of this development will increase the lighting
and noise levels to this nearby area. This has the potential to disrupt
breeding and needs an independent study to be done.

The area of water directly in front of the development is part of the Towra
Point Aquatic Reserve, which goes up to the mean high water mark. The
map provided in the DA is misleading as it suggests that there is a gap
between the Again, an independent assessment needs to be done on
the impact on this environmentally important area.

The site of the development is an old tip that was used in times when
hazardous material was allowed to be dumped. What provisions have
been made to ensure that when this material is disturbed it will not erode
into the bay where it will affect the Towra Reserves?

Objection-distance from public transport

The minimum distance that residents of the development have to walk to
public transport is 1.6 km to Woolooware Station. It has been the
Government’s policy to have major developments such as this within -
800m of public transport to reduce use of cars and reduce the need for
parking. Since there is no plan by the Dept of Transport to provide a bus
service to the station, there will be a huge problem around Woolooware -
Station which already has every parking space utilised.

Objection- impact of 450 homes at Greenhills not yet known

A new development Greenhills has just started being built. It is less than
2km from the Sharks’ development. The 450 new homes there will
impact on traffic as well as on parking as this development is 3km from a
railway station. Residents there will not want to negotiate the traffic to
Cronulla Railway and are more likely to go to Woolooware Station, which
is closer. This will already place a burden on this area without any further
developments.

Objection- can local schools cope?

As mentioned, the new Greenhills development will bring 450 families to
the area. Wooolooware Public School is the closest public school to both
developments. It will not be able to cope with the influx of new students.
Has an assessment of this been done?



Objection- out of character with the local area
The high-density nature of the residential development is completely out
of character with the local area that is mostly single dwellings.

Objection- no need for more retail

There are currently 3 major supermarkets within 3.5 km of the Shark’s
proposed retail complex. These are at Caringbah and Taren Point. There
are also 2 smaller supermarkets at Cronulla. Miranda also has a large
Coles supermarket as well as all of the shops in the Westfield Centre.
People travelling home from any direction pass by a supermarket and so
are well catered for.

Medical facilities are well supplied at Miranda, which is less than 10

- minutes drive away,.or 5 minutes on the train.

There are 16 local shops in Wills Rd at Woolooware which service the
local community with a butcher, chemist, grocer, newsagent, bottle shop,
takeaway food, gift shop, clothing, café, hairdressers, beautician,
physiotherapist, doctor, accountant and Chinese restaurant. The
community does not need any more shops.

The Sharks’ retail complex will have a detrimental economic impact on
these shops that are socially important to the local residents.

Out of area submissions . -

When | speak with local residents in North Woolooware, which is the
closest suburb to the development, it is rare to find people who support
this development. While there are a number of submissions supporting it
on the Dept of Planning website, many of them come from either the
other end of the Sutherland Shire, other parts of Sydney, in other towns
in NSW or even in another state. These people cannot possibly grasp
what effect this development will have on the daily lives of Iocal residents
and should not carry any weight in this decision
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Mark Brown.- MP 10_0229 - CONCEPT PLAN — MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT,
CRONULLA SHARKS

From: "ElectorateOffice Cronulla” <ElectorateOffice.Cronulla@parliament.nsw.gov.au>

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

Date: 5/12/2011 2:42 PM

Subject: MP 10_0229 - CONCEPT PLAN — MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT, CRONULLA SHARKS
CC: "Mark Egelstaff' <Mark.Egelstaff@parliament.nsw.gov.au>,

<mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Attachments: 2011-12-05 Sharks development submission.pdf; 2011-12-05 Sharks development
submission appendix - stat dec.pdf; 2011-12-05 Political Donations Disclosure Statement to
Minister or the D-G.pdf - -

Please see attached.

Mark Speakman SC MP
Member for Cronulla

'Shop 3, 347-357 Port Hacking Road,
Caringbah NSW 2229
PO Box 1006, Caringbah NSW 1495

T 029526 8377 | F 02 9526 8928

Follow on Facebook Follow on Twitter

file://C:\Documents and Settings\mebrown\Local Settings\Temp\XPGrpWise\dEDCDS... 5/12/2011



To: Mr Michael Woodland

. Director, Metropolitan and Regional Projects South
Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

MP 10_0229 - CONCEPT PLAN -
MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT, CRONULLA SHARKS
SUBMISSION BY MARK SPEAKMAN, MP FOR CRONULLA

1 Executive summary

1.1 | oppose the gross overdevelopment around Shark Park currently proposed
by the Cronulla Sutherland Leagues Club and developer consortium,

1.2 The size of the currently proposed development is completely out of
character with the Sutherland Shire. )

1.3 The Planning Assessment Commission should reject the current proposal not
least because of the following reasons:

(a) The residential proposal in particular is far too dense and far too high.

(b) There are no plans for public transport; any future public transport is
speculative and its frequency and extent unknown.

(c) Nowhere else has such large scale intense development been
approved except near frequent public transport or on the city fringe.

(d) The proposed development is nowhere near an existing centre.
(e) The proposed development is entirely unsuitable as a new centre.

(f) The proposed apartmenfsllack appropriate amenity, including in terms
of size, solar access and car parking.

(@) Inthose circumstances, if it approved the development the PAC runs
the real risk of being complicit in the creation of a future slum or ghetto.

14 Had someone like Meriton Apartments alone submitted this proposal, the
almost universal reaction would have been incredulity and outrage. We
cannot here, because the development consortium includes the licensed club



1.6
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2.1

2.2

2.3

associated with the local professional football team, explicitly or in an
unspoken or even unconscious way apply different criteria to the current
proposal and take leave of our collective commonsense.

Sydney's housing stock needs to increase and some residents will like having
extra retail facilities, so there may be scope for a far more modest overall
development — but even then, only if those issues identified by Sutherland
Shire Council and NSW government agencies as being unaddressed were

now satlsfactonly addressed by the proponents.

General comments

There is widespread and legitimate community concern about the loss of
open space and playing fields on the western side of Shark Park if

development proceeds there, particularly:

(@) after the hard-won battle to secure additional playing fields with the
Australand/Breen developments on the Kurnell peninsula, and

(b) given the shortage of playing fields in the Sutherland Shire (expléined
in the Sutherland Shire Council submissions under the sub-heading
“Loss of Sporting Field").

If, despite:
(a) these concemns, and

(b) the loss of the opportunity for a net increase in available sporting
facilities for the community (as explained in the Sutherland Shire
Council submissions under the sub-heading “Loss of Sporting Field”),

the Planning Assessment Commission nevertheless determines to rezone
the open space for residential development, there is no justification for a
development as dense or as high as that proposed.

| support the thrust of the submissions made by Sutherland Shire Council
under the subheadings "Summary”, “Proposed New Centre”, "Suitability of
the Locations for a New Centre” , “Built Form and Urban Design”, “Visual
Impacts”, “Architectural Merit” (including “Residential Development” and
“Retail / Club”), “Public Domain, Landscaping and Open Space”, “Transport
and Accessibility”, “Traffic and Carparking”, “Game Day Parking” and
"Conclusion”.



24

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

4.1

4.2

Elsewhere in its submissions, Sutherland Shire Council raises issues about
“Flora and Fauna®, “Flooding, Drainage & Stormwater”, “Exposure to Electro
Magnetic Fields”, “Contamination”, “Acid Sulfate Soils” and “Community
Services”. The issues raised must be satisfactorily addressed before any
development is approved. '

No appropriate public transport

There is, and very likely will be, no appropriate public transport for a
development of the size and intensity proposed.

Woolooware railway station is about a 1.6km walk from the middle of the
proposed residential component on the western side of Shark Park.
According to Google maps, this is about a 21 minute walk. (The middle of the
residential component would be about 2.2km from the next nearest railway
station at Caringbah. According to Google maps, this is about a 29 minute
walk. Note that distances given in, for example, the submissions by

‘Sutherland Shire Council tend to refer to distances from the proposed retail

etc component on the eastern side of Shark Park.)

The provision of bus transport is speculative. Transport for NSW says that it
“currently does not have any plans to provide a new bus service as
suggested by the proponent™!. If (and it is “if') there is any future bus setrvice,
its frequency and extent are unknown. In these circumstances it would be
reckless for the PAC to approve the development sought.

Nowhere else in Sydney is such density proposed except near major public
transport or on the city fringe. -

Incompatibility with Metropdlitan Plan for Sydney 2036

The proposal, especially the height and density of the proposed residential
development, is completely incompatible with the Metropolitan Plan for
Sydney 2036 (“the Metropolitan Plan”).

The Metropolitan Plan states that it “will address the challenges facing
Sydney through an integrated, long-term planning framework based on”
“strategic directions and key policy settings” which include the following
(emphasis added):

! Letter Mohini Nair (TNSW) to Michael Weodland (Department of Planning & Infrastructure ) dated
25 Novernber 2011



4.3

4.4

4.5

4.6

4.7

“Increase the proportion of homes within 30 minutes by public transport of
jobs in a Major Centre, ensuring more jobs are located closer to home™

and:

“Build at least 80% of all new homes within the walking catchments of existing
and planned centres of all sizes with good public transport™

The Metropohtan Plan describes the “walking catchments” for different types
of centres*. For “town centres”, the * ‘walking catchment” is about 800 metres®.
For *villages”, the “walking catchment” is about 400-600 metres®.

The Metropolitan Plan contains a series of “strategic directions”. Each
“strategic direction” has a series of “objectives”. Each objective has a series

| of related actions.

Strategic direction B in the Metropolitan Plan is “"GROWING AND
RENEWING CENTRES”. Objective B1 is “TO FOCUS ACTIVITY IN
ACCESSIBLE CENTRES™. Action B1.3 is as follows®:

- “Aim to locate 80 per cent of all new housing within the walking catchments of
existing and planned centres of all sizes with good public transport”

Action B1.3 is detailed as follows (emphasis added)'®:

“The Metropolitan Plan aims to focus the bulk of new housing development in
or near centres with good public transport or where expanded public

- transport services are planned. Transport corridors with capacity also provide
the opportunity for centres to grow and new centres to emerge.

The Pilan aims to locate 80 per cent of new housing within the walking
catchments of centres to 2036. The focus will be on all types of centres (refer
Appendix 4) including the numerous Local Centres with access to public
transport and infrastructure that have experienced low levels of renewal over
the past 10 years..."

Strategic direction C in the Mefropolitan Plan is “Transport for a connected
city” . The first of three key performance indicators is as follows'2

2 Metropol.rtan Plan for Sydney 2036 page 6; see also page 14
Metmpohtan Plan for Sydney 2036 page 6; see also page 14
Metropoﬂtan Flan for Sydney 2036 page 59 :
Metmpohtan Flan for Sydney 2036 page 59
Metropolrtan Flan for Sydney 2036 page 59
Metropohtan Plan for Sydney 2036 page 57
Metropol.rtan Pian for Sydney 2036 page 62
Metropohtan Plan for Sydney 2036 page 65

Metropohtan Plan for Sydney 2036 page 65
Metropol:tan Plan for Sydney 2036 page 81
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4.10

4.11

“Increase the percentage of the population living within 30 minutes by public
transport of a city or major centre in Metropolitan Sydney”

Strategic direction D in the Metropolitan Plan is “Housing Sydney’s
Population

1113

The introduction to that strategic direction states™ (emphasis added):

“The location of new housing is a valuable opportunity to address issues such
as congestion, health, urban renewal, social and economic participation,
public amenity and choice. A key action of this Plan is the aim to locate 80 per
cent of all new housing within walking distance of centres of all sizes with
good public transport {refer to Action B1.3 in Growing and Renewing
Centres).”

And" (emphasis added):

“Areas with high accessibility and amenity are better suited for higher density
living. The areas within walking distance of shops, services and public
transport are termed centres - the size of the walking catchment and scale of
a centre will vary. Each cenfre is unique and local councils will ultimately set
height and design requirements; however, as a broad policy approach:

» all centres would have a minimum level of medium density, with low
density reserved for heritage or physically constrained areas

= smaller local centres are suited fo low-medium rise medium den5|ty
housing,and

= larger local and Strategic Centres such as towns, Major Centres and
regional cities are suited to medium-high rise medium-high density,
with some low rise medium density in the outer parts of the
walkmg catchment’

And'® (emphasis added):

“If new high density residential development is proposed outside the walking
catchment of an existing centre, a new centre may be created with a
matching level of services, amenities and public transport servicing (refer to
Growing and Renewing Centres Actions B3.1 and B3.6...).”

412 Appendices 4" and 5" to the Metropolitan Plan list a hierarchy of centres. In

southern Sydney:

Metropohtan Plan for Sydney 2036 page 248; see also page 247
Metropolitan Plan for Sydney 2036 page 105
Metropohtan Plan for Sydney 2036 page 107
Metropohtan Pfan for Sydney 2036 page-107
Metropoﬂtan Plan for Sydney 2036 page 107
Metropoﬂtan Plan for Sydney 2036 page 256
'8 Metropolitan Plan for Sydney 2036 page 260



()
(b)

the only existing “Major Centre” is Hurstville, and

the'only planned “Major Centre” is Kogarah.

4.13 The development proposal flies in the face of the Metropolitan Pian for any
one or more of the following four reasons:

(a) Any new housing created will not be within the walking catchment of
existing and planned centres of all sizes with good public transport:

(b)

(i)

(i)

(i)

Whether or not new housing would be within the walking
catchment of any new retail centre at the site (if that were
categorised as a “centre”), that new retail centre would notbe a
centre with “good public transport’. This is so even if it
subsequently transpires that some kind of bus service is provided
to the site.

Caringbah and Cronulla “town centres”'® could be regarded as
having “good public transport” for present purposes, but the
development site is not within the 800 metres®® walking catchment
of either of those centres.

The new housing may well be only marginally within the walking
catchment of any new retail centre at the site. The walking (or
driving) distance between the middle of the residential
development and the retail etc development seems fo be about
500-600 metres on Google maps. If the new retail etc ‘
development is classed as a village (if there will be fewer than 50
outlets®'), the new housing would be around the periphery of the
walking catchment of 400-600 metres.

The development is not within 30 minutes by public transport of a
city or major centre in Metropolitan Sydney. This is because it is not
within 30 minutes by public transport of the Sydney CBD, Hurstville or
Kogarah (or any other city or major centre) when commuting time from
the site to a Sutherland Shire railway station is included (eg walking to
Woolooware station or even if a bus service to there or Caringbah or
Miranda is provided). The development will decrease, not increase, the
percentage of the population living within 30 minutes by public transport

Metropohtan Pfan for Sydney 2036 page 59
Metropom‘an Plan for Sydney 2036 page 59
! See criteria for town centres and villages in Metropolitan Plan for Sydney 2036 page 259

-



of a city or major centre in Metropolitan Sydney It is therefore a socially
inequitable proposal®. _

(c) The proposed retail etc development is really a stand-alone shopping
cenfre. But the Mefropolitan Plan says that it “does not provide for the
establishment of new stand-alone shopping centres®. The proposed
residential development does not take the proposed retail etc
development outside the category of a “new stand-alone shopping
centre”: first, the retail etc development is not integrated with the

residential development, the middle of which is about 500-600 metres
away by foot or car; and secondly, there will not be the “4,500-9,500
- dwellings within the walking catchment of the centre” which is typlcal
for a town centre®

(d) If the retail etc development is characterised as a new town centre or a
new village (and for this argument it does not matter which), the broad
policy approach for strategic direction D, as noted above, is that:

(Y “smaller local centres are suited to low-medium rise medium
density housing”, and

(i} “larger local and Strategic Centres such as towns, Major Centres
and regional cities are suited to medium-high rise medium-high
density, with some low rise medium density in the outer paris of
the walking catchment’.

If the retail etc development is characterised as a “smaller local centre”,
then the appropriate development is only “low-medium rise medium
density housing”.

If instead the retail etc development is characterised as a “larger local
and Strategic [Centre] such as [a town)’, the proposed residential
development will be in the outer parts of the walking catchment and
therefore should be no more than “low rise medium density”.

22 ., Compare measure of faimess in Metropolitan Plan for Sydney 2036 page 247
Compare measure of fairness in Mefropolitan Plan for Sydney 2036 page 259
# Compare measure of fairness in Metropolitan Plan for Sydney 2036‘ page 259
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5.1

5.2

5.3

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

7.1

Sutherland Shire housing target
The 2031 housing target for Sutherland is currently 10,1002,

The proposed development is not needed to meet that target. Sutherland
Shire Council says it is satisfied that “the housing targets specified in the
Draft South Subregion Subregional Strategy (10,100 new dwellings Dec
2007) can accommodated within the defined radii of existing centres, as

- required by the Draft South Subregion Subregional Strategy”.

In any event, this is best dealt with in the Council’s forthcoming new LEP.
Additional comments on traffic

The material submitted by the proponent deliberately® fails to analyse the
traffic impact at two major intersections viz Captain Cook Drive / Taren Point
Road and Captain Cook Drive / Gannons Road.

As the submission by Sutherland Shiré Council notes, "the proposed
development will result in a significant impact on existing key intersections on
the surrounding arterial road network that are already operating at poor levels
of service", in particular the intersections of:

(@) The Kingsway and Gannons Road,

(b)  Captain Cook Drive and Taren Point Road, and

(c) Gannons Road and Captain Cook Drive.

As the submission by Sutherland Shire Council notes, "[s]ite constraints limit
the ability to improve these intersections without significant expense."

If any development is approved, the proponents should be required to pay for
upgrades at these intersections.

A potential ghetto

There is a real chance that the proposed residential development will become

- a“ghetto”, ie an area beset with social problems because of its concentrated

population in a development which is an undesirable place to live through the
combination of one or more of the following factors:

% Sydney South Subregional Strategy at pages B84, B85
http:llwww.metroplansydney.nsw.gov.auISubregionsISouthSubregion.aspx
® Environmental Assessment page 85



8.1

8.2

8.3

(a) There is no public transport.
(b) The dev_elopment is very dense.

{c) The minimum apartment sizes are small. These sizes might “pass” on the
city fringe, but not in an outer suburban location away from public
transport and amenities (If some residential development is approved,
the Planning Assessment Commission should mandate larger minimum
sizes than those proposed eg 90 square metres for two bedroom
apartments instead of 75 square metres.)

(d) Garaging is inadequate. One garage per 2 bedroom unit is inadequate
when there is no public transport. Few of the residents would be working
at the retail etc development on the other side of Shark Park. So for most
working couples, one garage will not suffice.

(e) Visitor parking is inadequate (see Sutherland Shire Council
submissions), particularly when there is no additional substantial off-
street parking.

(f) Solar access is often poor (see Sutherland Shire Councit submissions).

(9) The residential component is not integrated with the retail etc component,
which is 500-600 metres away. So the residents will not have easily
available amenities very close to them. They will probably have to drive
back from supermarkets at the retail etc development with all their
shopping, creating more traffic.

(h) The residential development fronts unattractive high voltage electricity
lines and towers.

Calculation of the floor space ratio (FSR)

So that the dehsity of the residential component is properly comparable with
the density of other developments around Sydney, the following points should
be kept in mind in assessing the floor space ratio (FSR). .

First, a separate FSR should be calculated for the residential component. An
FSR over the whole site is meaningless. Sutherland Shire Council has
calculated this FSR at 2.3:1.

Second, to assess the impact, visual and otherwise, of the bulk of the
proposed residential development, any calculation of the FSR should be
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8.5

9.1

9.2

9.3
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adjusted to include the floor space occupied by the double story car parking
etc podium. Commonly car parking is underground, but not so here. So to
compare the bulk of this development with others that typically have below
ground parking, the car parking area here should be included.

Third, while the FSR for the residential component could be compared with
the FSRs of other "master planned estates", when comparing the FSR for the
residential component with existing stand alone buildings elsewhere, the FSR
should be adjusted to exclude space to be dedicated as public land for roads,
footpaths etc. The FSR of existing stand alone buildings would not include
such surrounding public land.

Fourth, the FSR should not include space under high voltage electricity lines
and pylons, which could not be used for building anyway.

Environmental and heritage impact, including on hangrove wetlands

There is no excuse for taking any shortcuts in protecting the sensitive
environment in the vicinity of the proposed development.

No development should be approved unless the approval mandates the
measures identified in:

{a) the letter from the Department of Primary Industries to the Department
of Planning and Infrastructure dated 18 November 2011,

~ (b) the letter from the Office of Water to the Department of Planning and

Infrastructure dated 21 November 2011, and

(c) the letter from the Office of Environment and Heritage to the
Department of Planning and Infrastructure dated 22 November 2011.

In particular:
(a) the minimum core riparian buffer zone along Woolooware Bay must be
40 metres®” (which is already a compromise from the Department of

Primary industries’ usual requirement of a 50 metre buffer zone?®),

(b) there should also be an additional vegetated buffer of 10 metres?®, and

T | etter from the Department of Primary Industries to the Department of Planning and Infrastriicture
dated 18 November 2011, letter from the Office of Water to the Department of Planning and

infrasfructure dated 21 November 2011 :
2 L etter from the Department of Primary Industries to the Department of Planning and Infrastructure
dated 18 November 2011
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{c) any new development associated with the proposal should be outside
the riparian zone™.

The future of the Sharks

[ am keen for the Cronulla Sutherland Leagues Club to solve its financial
problems. However, although [ said publicly on 31 October 2011 and 20
November 2011 that | have seen no documents showing that there needs a
development as big as the current proposal in order to solve those problems,
there is still no explanation for any need for such a size in order to solve
those problems. Indeed, instead the club chairman was reported recently in

The Sydney Morning Herald as describing the development as being "the ice-

cream for our club™'. -

In any event, solving the Leagues Club's problems must not be at the
expense of the amenity and quality of life of local residents or for that matter
the amenity and quality of life of prospective residents of any new
development.

There is nothing to show that the Sharks football club's survival depends on
the Leagues Club's survival. There is nothing to show how much the Sharks
football club depends on sponsorship and how much it depends on support

from the Leagues Club. Many football clubs flourish without a licensed club

eg Sydney Swans, Melbourne Storm.

There is nothing to show that the Sharks have any commitment that they will
be in the NRL for any period. There is a risk that if the development went
ahead, the Sharks couid still be dropped from the NRL or moved to another
location (eg the central coast) because of poor gate takings, poor TV ratings
or a strategic need for an NRL team somewhere else in Australia. If the
Cronulla Sutherland Leagues Club wishes fo say that the development will
result in the Cronulla Sharks continuing, the club must produce a written
irevocable guarantee from the NRL (and the club's own-guarantese) that the
Sharks will remain an NRL team based at Cronulla for a minimum of say 10
years.

2| etter from the Office of Water to the Department of Planning and Infrastructure dated 21
November 2011 .
3| etter from the Office of Water to the Department of Planning and Infrastructure dated 21

November 2011 ‘
% hitp://www.smh.com.au/rugby-league/league-news/hardbitten-sharks-bhoss-has-compromise-in-

mind-20111013-1In6f.html|
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Community opinion

Public opinion in the Cronulia electorate is overwhelmingly against the
current proposal.

In October | posted a survey to all households in North Cronulla, North
Woolooware and much of North Caringbah with at least one person with an
electoral roll address®2. As at 31 October 2011, about 19% of respondents
supported the current proposal, about 14% supported only the retail etc
component and about 67% opposed the current development™.

Apart from the survey, almost all other correspondence received in the
electorate office from anywhere in the Cronulla electorate as at 31 Qctober
2011 in relation fo the "Sharks development" has been in opposition to it*.

Since 1 November 2011 (after | made a public statement about the proposed
development), about 82% of all correspondence received in the electorate
office from anywhere in the Cronulla electorate has been in opposition to the
current proposal, about 11% in suppoit of the current proposal and about 7%
in support of the retail etc component only®®.

Any on line polling carries no weight. On line polling is notoriously
unreliable®®. People can vote more than-once, anonymously and from outside
the local area.,

| have not had time to "audit” the plethora of submissions received by the
Department of Planning and Infrastructure. However, in surveying some of
them | have noticed that many in favour of the development are from far
outside the local area (even interstate), perhaps as part of a campaign to
"boost the numbers" claimed to be supporting the development. Where they
merely follow a standard form, such submissions should be given no weight.

5 December 2011

Pty Sl

Mark Speakman
MP for Cronutla

5 Appendix - statutory declaration of Mark Egelstaff made 5 December 2011 paras 2-6
3 -, Appendix - statutory declaration of Mark Egelstaff made 5 December 2011 para 8
Appendix statutory declaration of Mark Egelstaff made 5 December 2011 para 9
Appendm statutory declaration of Mark Egelstaff made § December 2011 para 10
% For example http://bit.ly/s1nrdV, hitp:#bbe.in/slaOKA and parts of http://bit.ly/cBydT3




: APPENDIX TO
MP 10_0229 - CONCEPT PLAN —
MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT, CRONULLA SHARKS
SUBMISSION BY MARK SPEAKMAN, MP FOR CRONULLA

On 5 December 2011, i, MARK EGELSTAFF, of 347 Port Hackmg Road, Carlngbah
New South Wales, do solemnly and sincerely declare:

1.

I am the office manager at the electorate office of Mark Speakman, MP for
Cronulla.

On 2 September 2011, the electorate office received approval from the
Finance & Members' Services division within the Department of Parliamentary
Services of the Parliament of New South Wales to produce a publication to be
distributed to a subset of Cronulla constituents. The approved publication was
a one page letter substantially identical with the eventual letter in the form of
annexure "A" and enclosed survey substantially identical with annexure "B".

Under parliamentary guidelines, publications must "advise constituents of
issues affecting the electorate" and must not "be issued on behalf of any other
Member of Parliament, person or group, such as a charity, lobby or special
interest group" or "contain or be distributed with any materiais which are of an
electioneering or political campaigning nature”. '

In early October 2011, after the environmental assessment for the "Sharks
development" went on public exhibition, | used a street map to identify all the

individual streets of the suburbs of Caringbah, Woolooware and Cronulla

bounded to the north by Captain Cook Drive, to the west by Cawarra Road
and to the south by the Cronuila-Sutherland train line. The areas of these
suburbs are tocally referred to as North Caringbah, North Woolooware and
North Cronulla; however these are not distinct or official boundaries.

The electorate office has access to an electronic edition of the electorai roll
which is updated on a regular basis using information from the Australian
Electoral Commission. Using this electronic roll | selected all the streets
identified from the geographic areas mentioned above. | then used the
Microsoft Word mail merge facility to import data to create personalised letters
in the form of annexure "A" with enclosures in the form of annexure "B", to
each household in that area which had at least one person with an address on
the electoral roll.

These letters were printed in this office with an equal number of surveys and
inserted into envelopes and were delivered to Australia Post. These items
were lodged on 6 and 7 October 2011 at the Taren Point Business Centre of



Australia Post. Receipts and lodgement documentation are available to
confirm these details.

7. Completed surveys were received at the electorate office via mail (to the PO
Box}, email, fax and hand delivery.

8. As at 31 October 2011 responses had been received as follows:

(a) '_'I support the current Sharks proposal” — 78 péople (19.2%)
(b) "| oppose the current Sharks proposal” — 271 people (66.7%) |
(c) | "l approve of the Sharks retail etc development only" — 56 people
- {13.8%)
(d) I approve of the Sharks residential development only" — 1 person
(0.3%)

9. Apart from the survey, almost all other correspondence received in the
electorate office from anywhere in the Cronulla electorate as at 31 October
2011 in relation to the "Sharks development” has been in opposition to it.

10.Since 1 November 2011, about 82% of all correspondence received in the
electorate office from anywhere in the Cronulia electorate has been in
opposition to the current proposal, about 11% in support of the current
proposal and about 7% in support of the retail etc component only.

And | make this solemn declaration conscientiously believing the same to be true,'
and by virtue of the provisions of the Qaths Act 1900.

DECLARED AT

CARINGBAH AW

Before me:




Mark Speakman sc mp

Member for Cronulla

("

A

7 October 2011

«AddressBarCode»

«SalutationEnvelope»
«AddressLine1»
«AddressLine2»
«AddressLine3»

Dear «SalutationLetter»

The proposed development at Shark Park is open for public submissions until 5
December 2011. Plans and details can be viewed at:

¢ Department of Planning Information Centre, 23-33 Bridge Street, Sydney

o Sutherland Shire Council, 4-20 Eton Street, Sutherland

o Cronulla Central, 38-60 Croydon Street, Cronulla (model available at this
location)

or online at http://bit.ly/qGVdkb

An expert panel from the Planning Assessment Commission (and not the NSW
Government or Sutherland Shire Council) will determine the application.

The proposal is for a mix of new retail, commercial and residential buildings, as well as
a redevelopment of the existing Cronulla-Sutherland Leagues Club.

The proposed retail, service and leisure centre would be on the eastern side of the
main ground. | understand that it would be approximately twice the size of the
Caringbah Village shopping centre. It would include a supermarket, other grocery
outlets, medical facilities, retail shops and parking for 650 cars.

The residential development would be on the two playing fields to the west of the main
ground and the car park in front of those two playing fields. It would have about 700
units, which would roughly double the number of residences in north Woolooware. The
units would be in 8 buildings from 8 to 16 storeys (including a 2 storey podium).

I've enclosed a survey with this letter, in case you would like to let me know your
thoughts on the proposed development.

Pty Sk )

Mark Speakman
%‘M@w MK,

Phone: (02) 9526 8377 Fax: (02) 9526 8928 Mail: PO Box 1006, Caringbah NSW 1495
Electorate Office: Shop 3, 347-357 Port Hacking Road, Caringbah NSW 2229 Email: cronulla@parliament.nsw.gov.au



October 2011
- SHARKS DEVELOPMENT SURVEY

Name:

Address:

Phone:

- Email;

| support the current Sharks proposal
| oppose the current Sharks propdsal
| approve of the Sharks retail etc development only

| approve of the Sharks residential development only

O 0O O o o

Other {please enter comments below)

Any other comments

Please return by:

Email — Cronulla@parliament.nsw.gov.au -
Fax — 9526 8928
Mail — PO Box 1006, Caringbah NSW 1495 ¢
Office: Shop 3, 347-357 Poit Hacking Road, Caringbah NSW 2229 :

Prinfed and aulhorisad by Mark Speakman SC MP
Shop 3, 347-357 Port Hacking Road, Caringbah NSW 2226
using parliamentary enfillamants

.’ﬁ’VMg%'%L( t.
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Major Projects Assessment
DEPT of Planning &
Infrastructure

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

To the Major Projects Officer

Re Full Objection to CPA No. MP 10 0229 at 461
Captain Cook Drive Woolooware NSW

Do not release my name to the proponent, these
authorities involved or any other interested puhlic
authorities or on the Department's website

I fully object to this massive overdevelopment proposed
adjacent to the tidal waterfront of Wooloware Bay and
the Towra Point Aquatic Reserve. The proposal is
totally at odds with this low key locality which ineludes
golf courses, piaying fields, ovals and high schooils.
This is Sutherland Shire's key recreational area for
sporting facilities and an essential area to promote
healthy lifestyles. This club must not be permitted

to change the original essence of the area for

general sporting facilities into a massive high rise
concrete ghetto at odds with the adjacent natural
Woolooware Bay.

I object also to the excessive high rise towers which
contradicts Sutherland Council's limit of two storeys
for waterfrort development. The broposal would create
huge traffic problems with increased off site parking
ang contradicts the graat atmosphere of the surrounding
natural and built environment.

The proposal is in a filood proné area and the warnings
by climate change experts of rising sea levels must be
given serious consideration. High rise development
should not be permitted in this area which is close

to the Sydney airport to the north which reguires

more safe flying tolerances to cope with increased
demand - see increased ailrcraft activity over Sutherland
Shire as shown on the aircraft tracking maps provided

by AIRSERVICES AUSTRALIA.

Department of Planning

‘

Receivad
7 DEC 200

- Scanning Room

L



Major Projects Assessment
Dept of Planning &
Infrastructure

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear MPA officer

SUBJECT: TOTAL OBJECTION to CONCEPT PLAN APPLICATION
NO. MP 10 0229 at 461 Captain Cook Drive
Woolooware NSW

I do not want my name to be made available to the
proponent, those authorities or other interested public
authorities or on the Department's website.

Please register my total rejection to this proposal

which is obviously a massive overdevelopment on an
extremely low waterfront site affected by tidal

flooding. The proposal would present continual drainage,
sewerage and infrastructure problems and costs to
taxpayers and ratepayers. Just look at the significant
centinuing costs to ratepayers/taxpayers for seawall
replacement/maintenance and canal development clearing

in Sutherland Shire alone due to inappropriate waterfront
overdevelopment! I understand that appropriate waterfront
development is now limited to two storeys and this
proposal should be no exception. Professor Ross Garnaut
the Federal Government's climate change advisor reported
in March 2011 "that major cities - particularly Sydney are
shown to be much more under immediate threat from sea
level rises and that Sydney will suffer major sea level
inundation once a year instead of every 100 years" etc,

My objections also inclucde the significant environmental
impsct this will have on the locality with the excessive
height levels, exacerbated car parking problems partic-
ularly off site parking and the conseguent traffic chaos.
This poor planning choice is also in a very poor public
transport area. The proposal is a high rise concrete
ghetto totally at odds with the adjacent natural mangrove
waterfront.

The shire needs more playing fields, not less and the
proposal is at odds with the club's original charter to
encourage general community based sporting facilities snd
involvement for healthy lifestyles and development!



XoF S

Mr Michael Woodland
Director, Metropolitan & Regional Projects South
Major Projects Assessment , Department of Planning & Infrastructure

GPO Box 39,

Sydney NSW 2001 Tl -

23 November 2011 ] ;

Dear Michael (name and address not for publication) : ;
PCU028626

No political donations

Re: OBJECTION OF CONCEPT PLAN FOR THE CRONULLA SHARKS
DEVELOPMENT, WOOLOOWARE, (MP 10_0229).

Please accept this letter as my formal OBJECTION to the proposed development
stated above.

Reason for Objection ~ Size and Density, Visual Impact

The proposed development is significantly larger than any other existing
development in the Sutherland Shire. The surrounding roads could not cope with the
additional traffic generated by 700 units, and a Shopping Centre, and an expanded
club. Gannons Road and Captain Cook Drive are already severely congested at
peak times, resulting in lengthy delays on both roads.

This increased traffic will stop children being able to walk and ride bikes to
Woolooware Public School, Wooloware High School and Cronulla High, as roads will
be too dangerous for pedestrians. Surely our children deserve the opportunity to be
able to walk to school?

This high-density development will completely change the look, feel and landscape
of the area. There is nothing of this size located this far from public transport and
this monstrous development will be not only stand out as eyesore from the homes in
the area, it will destroy the open suburban feel we have all strived to maintain, and
pay a premium for, in the Sutherland Shire.

[ strongly believe that proceeding with this development would be at the detriment of
our local environment and community, and | ask that the objections expressed in this
letter be noted during the planning process.

Yours sincerely

- Depariment of Planning
Addres e e A | Rerelved
P 1 DEC 201
Date. .: .
Scanning Room

Signed
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Mr Michael Woodland
Director, Metropolitan & Regional Projects South
Major Projects Assessment , Department of Planning & Infrastructure

GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001

23 November 2011
Dear Michael (name and address not for publication)

Re: OBJECTION OF CONCEPT PLAN FOR THE CRONULLA SHARKS
DEVELOPMENT, WOOLOOWARE, (MP 10_0229).

Reason for Objection - Loss of Sporting Fields

Please accept this letter as my formal OBJECTION to the proposed development stated
above,

| object to the Sharks building on the fields currently used for Junior Rugby League and
Training. These fields were purchased from the Council on the proviso that they would
always be used for this purpose.

The Sutherland Shire has minimal land designated for kids sport and outdoor activity.
Current playing fields all over the Shire are used to maximum capacity for Soccer, Rugby
League, Oz Tag, and Cricket, making open spaces even more valuable. It is madness to
allow fields to be taken away.

This land is badly needed to provide future generations with fields to maintain healthy habits,
community spirit in amateur sport. Its hypocritical of The Sharks Club to say they are doing
this for the community, when they are taking so much away.

The Developers are justifying their position by saying sporting fields will be reallocated at
Cronulla High School, yet | note that the NSW Education Department has reached NO
agreement on this point. Nor should our Public Schools have land access negotiated by
developers for their own gain.

I strongly believe that proceeding with this development would be at the detriment of our
local environment and community, and | ask that the objections expressed in this letter be
noted during the planning process.

Yours sincerely

Name,

Addre: vt bt

Date...

Signec
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Mr Michael Woodland
Director, Metropolitan & Regional Projects South
Major Projects Assessment , Department of Planning & Infrastructure

GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001

23 November 2011

Dear Michael (name and address not for publication)
No political donations

Re: OBJECTION OF CONCEPT PLAN FOR THE CRONULLA SHARKS
DEVELOPMENT, WOOLOOWARE, (MP 10_0229).

Please accept this letter as my formal OBJECTION to the proposed development
stated above.

Reason for Objection — Size and Density, Visual Im pact

The proposed development is significantly larger than any other existing
development in the Sutherland Shire. The surrounding roads could not cope with the
additional traffic generated by 700 units, and a Shopping Centre, and an expanded
club. Gannons Road and Captain Cook Drive are already severely congested at
peak times, resulting in lengthy delays on both roads.

This increased traffic will stop children being able to walk and ride bikes to
Woolooware Public School, Wooloware High School and Cronulla High, as roads will
be too dangerous for pedestrians. Surely our children deserve the opportunity to be
able to walk to school?

This high-density development will completely change the look, feel and landscape
of the area. There is nothing of this size located this far from public transport and
this monstrous development will be not only stand out as eyesore from the homes in
the area, it will destroy the open suburban feel we have all strived to maintain, and
pay a premium for, in the Sutherland Shire.

| strongly believe that proceeding with this development would be at the detriment of
our local environment and community, and | ask that the objections expressed in this
letter be noted during the planning process. :
Yours sincerely
Name
RGBT
Addre Wik /
Date..

Signe
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Mr Michael Woodland

Director, Metropolitan & Regional Projects South

Major Projects Assessment , Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box 39,

Sydney NSW 2001

23 November 2011

Dear Michael (name and address not for publication)
- No political donations

Re: OBJECTION OF CONCEPT PLAN FOR THE CRONULLA SHARKS
DEVELOPMENT, WOOLOOWARE, (MP 10_0229).

Please accept this letter as my formal OBJECTION to the proposed development
stated above.

Reason for Objection — Size and Density, Visual Impact

The proposed development is significantly larger than any other existing
development in the Sutherland Shire. The surrounding roads could not cope with the
additional traffic generated by 700 unifs, and a Shopping Centre, and an expanded
club. Gannons Road and Captain Cook Drive are already severely congested at
peak times, resulting in lengthy delays on both roads.

This increased traffic will stop children being able to walk and ride bikes to
Woolooware Public School, Wooloware High School and Cronulla High, as roads will
be too dangerous for pedestrians. Surely our children deserve the opportunity to be
able to walk to school?

This high-density development will completely change the look, feel and landscape
of the area. There is nothing of this size located this far from public transport and
this monstrous development will be not only stand out as eyesore from the homes in
the area, it will destroy the open suburban feel we have all strived to maintain, and
pay a premium for, in the Sutherland Shire.

I strongly believe that proceeding with this development would be at the detriment of

our local environment and community, and | ask that the objections expressed in this
letter be noted during the planning process.



Do

Mr Michael Woodland
Director, Metropolitan & Regional Projects South
Major Projects Assessment , Department of Planning & Infrastructure

GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001

23 November 2011

Dear Michael (name and address not for publication)
No political donations

Re: OBJECTION OF CONCEPT PLAN FOR THE CRONULLA SHARKS
DEVELOPMENT, WOOLOOWARE, (MP 10_0228)

Please accept this letter as my formal OBJECTION to the proposed development
stated above.

Reason for Objection — Size and Density, Visual Impact

The proposed development is significantly larger than any other existing
development in the Sutherland Shire. The surrounding roads could not cope with the
additional traffic generated by 700 units, and a Shopping Centre, and an expanded
club. Gannons Road and Captain Cook Drive are already severely congested at
peak times, resulting in lengthy delays on both roads.

This increased traffic will stop children being able to walk and ride bikes to
Woolooware Public School, Wooloware High School and Cronulla High, as roads will
be too dangerous for pedestrians. Surely our children deserve the opportunity to be
able to walk to school?

This high-density development will completely change the look, feel and landscape
of the area. There is nothing of this size located this far from public transport and
this monstrous development will be not only stand out as eyesore from the homes in
the area, it will destroy the open suburban feel we have all strived to maintain, and
pay a premium for, in the Sutherland Shire.

I strongly believe that proceeding with this development would be at the detriment of

our local environment and community, and | ask that the objections expressed in this
letter be noted during the planning process. ‘

VTt VA e



Mr Michael Woodland

Director, Metropolitan & Regional Projects South

Major Projects Assessment , Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box 39,

Sydney NSW 2001

23 November 2011

Dear Michael (name and address not for publication)
No political donations

Re: OBJECTION OF CONCEPT PLAN FOR THE CRONULLA SHARKS
DEVELOPMENT, WOOLOOWARE, (MP 10_0229).

Please accept this letter as my formal OBJECTION to the proposed development
stated above.

Reason for Objection - Size and Density, Visual Impact

The proposed development is significantly larger than any other existing
development in the Sutherland Shire. The surrounding roads could not cope with the
additional traffic generated by 700 units, and a Shopping Centre, and an expanded
club. Gannons Road and Captain Cook Drive are already severely congested at
peak times, resulting in lengthy delays on both roads.

This increased traffic will stop children being able to walk and ride bikes to
Woolooware Public School, Wooloware High School and Cronulla High, as roads will
be too dangerous for pedestrians. Surely our children deserve the opportunity to be
able to walk to school?

This high-density development will completely change the look, feel and landscape
of the area. There is nothing of this size located this far from public transport and
this monstrous development will be not only stand out as eyesore from the homes in
the area, it will destroy the open suburban feel we have all strived to maintain, and
pay a premium for, in the Sutherland Shire.

| strongly believe that proceeding with this development would be at the detriment of
our local environment and community, and | ask that the objections expressed in this
letter be noted during the planning process. :

Yours sincerely

Name..

Addres Eaca.

Date...:

Signed



Mr Michael Woodland
Director, Metropolitan & Regional Projects South
Major Projects Assessment , Department of Planning & Infrastructure

GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001

23 November 2011
Dear Michael (name and address not for publication)

Re: OBJECTION OF CONCEPT PLAN FOR THE CRONULLA SHARKS
DEVELOPMENT, WOOLOOWARE, (MP 10_02289).

Reason for Objection ~ Loss of Sporting Fields

Please accept this letter as my formal OBJECTION to the proposed development stated
above.

| object to the Sharks building on the fields currently used for Junior Rugby League and
Training. These fields were purchased from the Council on the proviso that they would
always be used for this purpose.

The Sutherland Shire has minimal land designated for kids sport and outdoor activity.
Current playing fields all over the Shire are used to maximum capacity for Soccer, Rugby
League, Oz Tag, and Cricket, making open spaces even more valuable. It is madness to
allow fields to be taken away.

This land is badly needed to provide future generations with fields to maintain healthy habits,
community spirit in amateur sport. Its hypocritical of The Sharks Club to say they are doing
this for the community, when they are taking so much away:

The Developers are justifying their positidn by saying sporting fields will be reallocated at
Cronulla High School, yet | note that the NSW Education Department has reached NO
agreement on this point. Norshould our Public Schools have land access negotiated by
developers for their own gain.

I strongly believe that proceeding with this development would be at the detriment of our
local environment and community, and | ask that the objections expressed in this letter be
noted during the planning process.

Yours sincerely

Name,

Addre: S

Date..

Signe
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Mr Michael Woodland

Director, Metropolitan & Regional Projects South

Major Projects Assessment, Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box 39,

Sydney NSW 2001

23 November 2011

Dear Michael (name and address not for publication)
No political donations

Re: OBJECTION OF CONCEPT PLAN FOR THE CRONULLA SHARKS
DEVELOPMENT, WOOLOOWARE, (MP 10_0229).

Please accept this letter as my formal OBJECTION to the proposed development
stated above.

Reason for Objection — Size and Density, Visual Impact

The proposed development is significantly larger than any other existing
development in the Sutherland Shire. The surrounding roads could not cope with the
additional traffic generated by 700 units, and a Shopping Centre, and an expanded
club. Gannons Road and Captain Cook Drive are already severely congested at
peak times, resulting in lengthy delays on both roads.

This increased traffic will stop children being able to walk and ride bikes to
Woolooware Public School, Wooloware High School and Cronulla High, as roads will
be too dangerous for pedestrians. Surely our children deserve the opportunity to be
able to walk to school?

This high-density development will completely change the look, feel and landscape
of the area. There is nothing of this size located this far from public transport and
this monstrous development will be not only stand out as eyesore from the homes in
the area, it will destroy the open suburban feel we have all strived to maintain, and
pay a premium for, in the Sutherland Shire.

I strongly believe that proceeding with this development would be at the detriment of

our local environment and community, and | ask that the objections expressed in this
letter be noted during the planning process.



Mr Michael Woodland

Director, Metropolitan & Regional Projects South

Major Projects Assessment , Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box 39,

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Michael
Re: OBJECTION OF CONCEPT PLAN FOR THE CRONULLA SHARKS  DEVELOPMENT, WOOLOOWARE, (MP 10_0229].

Please accept this letter as my formal OBJECTION to the proposed development stated above.

Reason for Objection — Size and Density, Visual Impact
The proposed development of 700 home units is significantly farger than any other existing development in the

Sutherland Shire. There is nothing of this size located this far from public transport and this high-density
development will completely change the look, feel and landscape of the area.

Reason for Objection — Traffic Congestion The surrounding roads could not cope with the additional traffic
generated by 700 units, a Shopping Centre, and an expanded club. Gannons Road and Captain Cook Drive are
already severely congested at peak times, resulting in lengthy delays on both roads. There is no room for the
expansion of these roads.

Reason for Objection — Insufficient Parking Where will the residents of these 700 units park? The proposition
includes just over 1.2 parking spots per unit. The high rise complex is not in walking distance of a train station,
therefore the average car ownership will be one car per person, per dwelling resulting in 2 to 4 cars per unit. Excess
cars will park not only in surrounding residential streets, but the public car parks for the surrounding soccer and
rughy league fields, Solander and Captain Cook.

Reason for Objection - Game Day Parking - Loss of 540 Car Spots Familiesand Fans enjoy the focal atmosphere of
parking close to the stadium and walking to the field. | object to the proposition of offsite parking, and the proposal
of mass parking at Wanda beach with buses to transport fans to the game. The extended travel times with buses,
the hassle, will turn supporters away and make it almost impossible for families with young children. I object to local
schools playing fields being used to support private business advancing development plans. The loss of 540 spots
impacts on local residents of North Caringbah, Woolooware, and North Cronulla with game day cars in residiential
streets, on peoples’ front lawns etc, adding to the already congested situation caused by the units.

Reason for Objection ~ Environmental This development is next to sensitive mangroves on the foreshore of Botany
Bay not far from Towra Nature Reserve at Towra Point which has half of Syd ney's remaining mangroves - the city’s
most significant wetland. This habitat is a staging post for 30 migratory bird species and there are many Aboriginal
sites here. There is a real threat of irreparable damage being caused to this sensitive bay environment.

I ask that the objections expressed in this letter be noted during the planning process. Irequest that the voices of
local people be considered before submissions from those not living in the Sutherland Shire. :
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Mr Michael Woodland

Director, Metropolitan & Regional Projects South

Major Projects Assessment , Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box 39,

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Michael
Re: OBJECTION OF CONCEPT PLAN FOR THE CRONULLA SHARKS DEVELOPMENT, WOOLOOWARE, {MP 10_0229).

Please accept this letter as my formal OBJECTION to the proposed development stated above.

Reason for Objection — Size and Density, Visual Impact

The proposed development of 700 home units is significantly larger than any other existing development in the
Sutherland Shire. There is nothing of this size located this far from public transport and this high-density
development will completely change the look, feel and landscape of the area.

Reason for Objection — Traffic Congestion

The surrounding roads could not cope with the additional traffic generated by 700 units, a Shopping Centre, & an
expanded club. Gannons Rd & Captain Cook Drive, key access roads to Cronulla & Kurnell, are already severely
congested at peak times; resulting in lengthy delays. There is no room for the expansion of these roads.

Reason for Objection = Insufficient Parking

Where will the residents of these 700 units park? The proposition includes just over 1.2 parking spots per unit. The
high rise complex is not in walking distance of a train station, therefore the average car ownership will be one car
per person, per dwelling resulting in 2 to 4 cars per unit. Excess cars will park not only in surrounding residential
streets, but the public car parks for the surrounding soccer and rugby league fields, Solander and Captain Cook.

Reason for Objection - Game Day Parking - Loss of 540 Car Spots

Families and Fans enjoy the local atmosphere of parking close to the stadium and walking to the field. | object to the
proposition of offsite parking, and the proposal of mass parking at Wanda beach with buses to transport fans to the
game. The extended travel times with buses, and the hassle, will turn supporters away and make it almost
impossible for families with young children. 1object to local schools playing fields being used to support private
business advancing development plans. The loss of 540 spots impacts on local residents of North Caringbah,
Woolooware, and North Cronulla with game day cars in residential streets, on peoples’ front lawns etc, adding to the
already congested parking situation caused by the additional 700 units.

Reason far Objection — Environmental

This development is next to sensitive mangroves on the foreshore of Botany Bay not far from Towra Nature Reserve
at Towra Point which has half of Sydney's remaining mangroves - the city's most significant wetland. This habitat is
a staging post for 30 migratory bird species and there are many Aboriginal sites here. There is a real threat of
irreparable damage being caused to this sensitive bay environment.

{ ask that the objectfons expressed in this letter be noted during the planning process. | request that the voices of
local people be considered before submissions from those not living in the Sutherland Shire,

Yours sincerely,
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Mr Michael Woodland

Director, Metropolitan & Regional Projects South

Major Projects Assessment , Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box 39,

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Michael
Re: OBJECTION OF CONCEPT PLAN FOR THE CRONULLA SHARKS =~ DEVELOPMENT, WOOLOOWARE, (MP 10_0229).

Please accept this letter as my formal OBJECTION to the proposed development stated above.

Reason for Objection — Size and Density, Visual Impact

The proposed development of 700 home units is significantly larger than any other existing development in the
Sutherland Shire. There is nothing of this size located this far from public transport and this high-density
development will completely change the look, feel and landscape of the area.

Reason for Objection — Traffic Congestion

The surrounding roads could not cope with the additional traffic generated by 700 units, a Shopping Centre, & an
expanded club. Gannons Rd & Captain Cook Drive, key access roads to Cronulla & Kurnell, are already severely
congested at peak times, resulting in lengthy delays. There is no room for the expansion of these roads.

Where will the residents of these 700 units park? The proposition includes just over 1.2 parking spots per unit. The
high rise complex is not in walking distance of a train station, therefore the average car ownership will be one car
per person, per dwelling resulting in 2 to 4 cars per unit. Excess cars will park not only in surrounding residential
streets, but the public car parks for the surrounding soccer and rugby league fields, Solander and Captain Cook.

" Reason for Objection - Game Day Parking - Loss of 540 Car Spots

Families and Fans enjoy the local atmosphere of parking close to the stadium and walking to the field. | object to the
proposition of offsite parking, and the proposal of mass parking at Wanda beach with buses to transport fans to the
game. The extended travel times with buses, and the hassle, will turn supporters away and make it almost
impossible for families with young children. | object to local schools playing fields being used to support private
business advancing development plans. The loss of 540 spots impacts on local residents of North Caringbah,
Woolooware; and North Cronulla with game day cars in residential streets; on peoples’ front iawns etc, adding to the
already congested parking situation caused by the additional 700 units. 3

Reason for Objection ~ Environmental

This development is next to sensitive mangroves on the foreshore of Botany Bay not far from Towfa Nature Reserve
-at Towra Point which has half of Sydney's remaining mangroves - the city's most significant wetland. This habitat is
a staging post for 30 migratory bird species and there are many Aboriginal sites here. There is a real threat of
irreparable damage being caused to this sensitive bay environment.

1 ask that the objections expressed in this letter be noted during the planning process. I request that the voices of
local peopie be considered before submissions from those not living in the Sutherland Shire.
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Mir Michael Woodland

Director, Metropolitan & Regional Projects South

Major Projects Assessment , Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box 39,

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Michael
Re: OBJECTION OF CONCEPT PLAN FOR THE CRONULLA SHARKS DEVELOPMENT,

WOOLOOWARE, (MP 10_0229).
Please accept this letter as my formal OBJECTION to the proposed development stated above.

Reason for Objection ~ Size and Density, Visual Impact
The proposed development of 700 home units is significantly larger than any other existing development in

the Sutherland Shire. There is nothing of this size located this far from public transport and this high-
density development will completely change the look, feel and landscape of the area.

Reason for Objection — Traffic Congestion

The surrounding roads could not cope with the additional traffic generated by 700 units, a Shopping Centre,
& an expanded club. Gannons Rd & Captain Cook Drive, key access roads to Cronulla & Kurnell, are
already severely congested at peak times, resulting in lengthy delays. There is no room for the expansion

of these roads.

Reason for Objection — Insufficient Parking _
Where will the residents of these 700 units park? The proposition includes just over 1.2 parking spots per
unit. The high rise complex is not in walking distance of a train station, therefore the average car
ownership will be one car per person, per dwelling resulting in 2 to 4 cars per unit. Excess cars will park
not only in surrounding residential streets, but the public car parks for the surrounding soccer and rugby
league fields, Solander and Captain Cook.

Reason for Objection - Game Day Parking - Loss of 540 Car Spots

Families and Fans enjoy the local atmosphere of parking close to the stadium and walking to the field. |
object to the proposition of offsite parking, and the proposal of mass parking at Wanda beach with buses fo
transport fans to the game. The extended travel times with buses, and the hassle, will turmn supporters
away and make it almost impossible for families with young children. | object to local schools playing fields
being used to support private business advancing development plans. The loss of 540 spei:s impacts on
local residents of North Caringbah, Woolooware, and North Cronulla with game day cars in residential
streets, on peoples’ front lawns etc, adding to ihe already congested parking situation caused by the

additional 700 units.

Reason for Objection — Environmental

This development is next to sensitive mangroves on the foreshore of Botany Bay not far from Towra Nature
Reserve at Towra Point which has half of Sydney's remaining mangroves - the city's most significant
wetland. This habitat is a staging post for 30 migratory bird species and there are many Aboriginal sites
here. There is a real threat of irreparable damage being caused to this sensitive bay environment.

I ask that the objections expressed in this letter be noted during the planning process. | request
Hestikawainae af laral neonle be considered before submissions from those not living in the
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Mr Murray Gosatto.
51 Tyrrell Street.
THEHILL NSW 2300
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Master Sam Chivers
23 Cook Street
CARINGBAH NSW 2229

28 November 2011

Mr Michael Woodland

Director,
Metropolitan & Regional Projects South

Major Projects Assessment,
Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001
Ref: MIP_0229 - Cronulla Sharks Concept Plan

Dear Mr Woodland

} am writing regarding the Concept Plan proposed by Cronulla Sharks and wish to express my full support
forthe development.

l'amayoung high school student who has lived in the Sutherland Shire all my life. | intend one day to
have a family of my own and plan to stay in the Shire forever. | love my local area and am very happy
about what this development can bring to my area in particular the construction of housing creating lots
of new jobs for local residents. '

My family live only 5 minutes away from Toyota Stadium so the prospect of new open spaces and
playgrounds to play in together with new entertainment facilities that my family and friends can enjoy is
very exciting!

The proposal will not only strengthen the beauty and diversity of our local area but attract more families
-and young people to the area creating a very attractive future for us all.

Yours sincerely
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