
t(

IVI a.i or Pro.iects Assessment
Dcpt of Planning & lnfiastrucrure
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

RE: MPl0-0154

l-o rvhom it mal' concern.

\¡ve the under signed- object ro the proposed developmenr IMPl0-01_Í4] for rhe
f-ollowing reas()ns.

Level of building [proposed 9 levelsl conlrary to council's guideline limits
l4-5 lcvclsl
Due to existing multi dwelling apartments & increased size of new house
builds wc have alreadv secn an increase in trafäc. and this will only
worsen if this proposed development in its current plan is allowed.
A n al lowance of I .5 car spaces per apartment is not enough given the
amount of cars roLúinely parked on the street around existing apartment
déveloprnents.
Council have 1,et t<l resolve the current trafïic issues in thìs area, as raised
b1' residents al the meeting held by Canada Bay Council at Concord RSI-
on 2l'r Jul1,20l l.

We understand that all the existing industrial sites in Mortlake will eventually be
convefed to residential. but it's the density of the sites that needs to be the number
one consideration. Mortlake is located on a peninsula with only one w'av in and one
lvay oul [not counting the limited services of the Mortlake-Putney ferry servicel scl

trafl'ic management is very' imponant.

We look f'onr,ard to continu rng an open dialogue regarding this and any future
deve
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Grahame Edwards - Submission Details for Josip Macan

From:

lo:

Date:

Subject:

CC:

Grahame Edwards

grahame.edwards@planning.nsw.gov.au

1111412011 11:'14 AM

Submission Details for Josip Macan

assessments@planning nsw. gov.au

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Josip Macan
Email: josip@paynterdixon.com.au

Address:
36 Brays Road

Concord, NSW
2137

Content:
The area (Mortlake/Breakfast Point and Cabarita)has already had too much development, some pushed through using
Part 3A of the Environment Planning & Assessment Act. Each time these developments are increasing the deñsity. lt-
seems these developments have been allowed for the developers benefit rather than the community. Our quality óf life
has already diminished due to the huge influx of people into the area that was never designed to caier for so mãny.
The residents of this area have had to cope with a huge population increase, yetthere has been no infrastructure
improvements.
Thes.e de_velopers are trying to put more and more people into smaller and smaller parcels of land by increasing the
density of each develop ment, there is no thought for the community's quality of life. They don't care about any-long
term consequences of any over development, they finish the project, pocket the money and leave it for the reéidenis.
ïhey just want to make the biggest profit they can.

Ihe.area is alr-eady congested and this development with up to 9 storey buildings would exacerbate the problem.
Furthermore, if this inappropriately large development is approved, it sets a precedence for future developments on
other sites ( as this area has other old industrial land that will be developed in the future). They will want Ö storeys as a
minimum and would push for even higher, yet the infrastructure in the area can not cope. I unàerstand that
developments need to occur, but they should be done in a sustainable manner that is in keeping with their
surroundings. They should enhance and improve the sunoundings and help in the liveability of the area.

.170

tial Development

Site: #2330 Majors Bay, Mgrtlake

Josip Macan

E : josip@paynterdixon.com.au

Powered by Affinitvlive: Work. Smarter
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Grahame Edwãrds - Submission Details for Kristina Macan

From:

To:

Date:

Subject:

CC:

Grahame Edwerds

grahame.edwards@planning. nsw.gov.au

1112212011 2:56 PM

Submission Details for Kristina Macan

assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au

ì

I

r Planninq &
i lnfrastruJcture

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Kristina Macan
Email: ke_macan@yahoo.com.au

Address:
36 Brays Rd

Concord, NSW
2137

Submission for Job: #4206 MP10_0154 - Majors - Residential Development

Site: #2330 Majors Bay, Mortlake

Kristina Macan

E : ke_macan@yahoo.com.au

Content:
I object to-this proposed development as the area has already had too much development for the current infrastructure
in place. This proposed development is too large for the consiraints of this small areä, I would result in more traffic
and increase pressure on the public infrastruiture. There has been no infrastructure improvements in the area even
though more and more people have moved into the area due to the higher density devélopments. I have children and
the strains on educational and other facilities for children are plain to sãe with the current þopulation. ihis large
development.would bring more children to the area, where the infrastructure/facilities are noi available to copé, as a
result our children's development and quality of life would suffer.

I P Add ress: 17 0.1 60-26-21 1 .corp.syd. ipri mus. net.a u - 21 1 .26.1 60.17 O
Submission: Online Submission from Kristina Macan (object)

Powered by Affinitvlive: Work. Smarter
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Page I of 1

Grahame Edwards - Submission Details for Deanne Macpherson

From:

To:

Date:

Subject:

CG:

Grahame Edwards

grahame.edwards@planning. nsw.gov.au

111291201'l '1 l:05 AM

Submission Details for Deanne Macpherson

assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Deanne Macpherson
Email: dmacpherson@dentaurum.com.au

Address:
18 Bertram Street

Mortlake, NSW
2137

Content:

No Cañle¡lí
lP Address: dentau I .lnk.telstra.net - 203.45.45. 1 99
Submission: Online Submission from Deanne Macpherson (support)

Submission for Job: #4206 MP10 0154 - Majors Bay - Residential Development

Site: #2330 Majors Bay, Mortlake

Deanne Macpherson

E : dmacpherson@dentaurum.com.au

ULT
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Grahame Edwards - RE: submission Details for Deanne Macpherson

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Grahame Edwards
'Grahame Edwards'
ll/2912011 12:28 PM
RE: Submission Details for Deanne Macpherson

Hi Grahame,
I am.in support of the project as I feel it will improve the area and increase value to my property. I feel it will
also improve the "look" of Mortlake which at tlre moment is full of run down, ugly factories irãny vacant
encouraging vandalism to the area.

Regards
Dee

Øen,lttaqftør¿on
Director
Dentaurum Australia
18 Bertram St Mortlake pO Box 201 Concord NSW 2137
Aust P: 1300 880 782 F: 1300 880 982 M: 0419 206 t32NZ P: 0800 336 828 F: +6t 2 9743 45gg M: +61419206132

This communication and its contcnts arc confidcntial. It is intendcd only for the names addressec/s and subject to copyright. This message cannot bcforwarded or discussed undcr any circumstanccs without thc author's cõnsent in udu"o.". Àoy forwarding ór discu..îón ãit6. ¡t.* witlout thcâu cnt, you must not keep, iorward, copy, use, save or rely on thisco receivcd this communication in 
"rròi-pt"ur" 

reply to this email tono Thankyou.

----Original Message-----
From : Grahame Edwards Imailto: Grahame. Edwards@planning.nsw.gov.au]
SenE Tuesday, 29 November 2011 l2:4LpM
To: Dee Macpherson
Subject: Fwd: Submission Details for Deanne Macpherson

Hello Deanne

I received your submission regarding the Mortlake Concept Plan, but for some reason the was no
content (see below). So its not clear whether you suppoft or object to the concept plan and what
issues / concerns you may have regarding the proposal.

It would be helpful if you could clarify your position with a return email?

Many thanks

Kind regards

Grahame

Grahame Edwards
Project Planner
Metropolitan & Regional projects South
NSW Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box 39 | Sydney NSW 2001
T 029228 644I

>>> Deanne Macpherson <dmacpherson@dentaurum,com,au> ltl2glzotr 4:40 pm >>>

about:blank 29ltU201t
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Powered by Affinitvlive; Work. S

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Deanne Macpherson
Email: dmacpherson@déntaurum.com.au

Address:
18 Bertram Street

Mortlake, NSW
2137

Content:

Deanne Macpherson

E : dmacpherson@dentaurum.com.au

lP Address: dentau'l .lnk.telstra.net - 209.45.45j99
rt)

tial Development

Site: #2330 Majors Bay, Morflake

Thi-s message is intended for the addressee named and may contain
confidential,/privileged information. rf you are not the intended
recipient, pfease defete it. and notify the sender.
views expressed in this message are those of the individual sender,are not necessarily the views of the Department.
You should scan any attached files for viruses.

and

about:blank 29lrU20tr
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Grahame Edwards - Fwd: Morüake peninsula part 3A concept plan application.

Frcm! Mark Schofield

Tor Grahame Edwards

Date: l2l5l20tl 10:48 AM

Subject: Fwd: Mortlake Peninsula Paft 3A Concept plan appllcation.

Please note and record on objective,

Mark

>>> lohn Marchese <jmarchese@freyssinet.com.au> L2lSl2Oll 10:46 am >>>
Hi Mark,

I am a resident of Cabarita, and will be directly affected by this and othe¡ developments in Mortlake.

I have only had a quick look at the development and it is concerning that one developer can submit an application w¡th a higher floor to space ratio to what is
considered normal,

The Mortlake peninsular will see more and more developments. My understanding is that most of the ¡ndustrial s¡tes will be redeveloped into res¡dentíal sites. A
clear plan for the area needs to be in place not just a site-by site approval process. The whole slte needs to be studied with all the constraints and then a firm plan
put in place. lf not, then we will have confusion and development in an uncontrolled fashion. The developers also need to be clear on what they can and can,t do.

ln my opinion, no developments should be going ahead at this point of time unt¡l there ¡s a clear plan. I would like to see a hold put on the application, until
something is put in place.

Regards,
John Marchese
No. 4 Parkside Terrace, Cabarita.

file:1/c:\Documentsandsettings\EdwardG3\Localsettings\Tempu(Pgrpwise\4EDCAl63sYDNDOM2BRIDPOl00l32346ll1E2Bl\cw...5/1212011
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Grahame Edwards - Submission Details for peter Marshall

(zx,rsq
é81.

From:

To:

Date:

Subject:

CG:

Grahame Edwards

grahame.edwards@planning.nsw. gov.au

1112412011 11:14 AM

Submission Details for Peter Marshall

assessments@planning. nsw.gov.au

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Peter Marshall
Email: pjjmarshall@gmail.com

Address:
3215 Juniper drive

Breakfast Point, NSW
2137

Content:
The submission at a recent public meeting showed that the appication is based on a number of outright falsehoods.

s NOT want to minimise parking spaces. lt wants maximise them.
walkways are NOT the preferred option for Breakfast Point.
flow will be lessened because the Anzol paint factory and other factories employee traffic

t]g* *l]l n-o longer be there is farcical. The factories all shut down 15 years ago.
All traffic from this development is extra and should be treated so.
The application should go no further without re-determination of parking, density and access.
Peter Marshall
Breakfast Point Co mmunity Association

lP Address: cpe-58-1 65-21 4-87.nsw.bigpond.net.au - 58.165.214.87

tial Development

Site: #2330 Majors Bay, Mortlake

Peter Marshall

E : pjjmarshall@gmail.com

Powered by Affìnitvlive: Work. Smàrter
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Grahame Edwards - Attn: Director, Metropolitan and Regional projects -- South

From: Grahame Edwards
Date: 1111012011 10:07 AM
Subject: Attn: Director, Metropolitan and Regional projects -- South

Attn: Director, Metropolitan and Regional projects -- South

Re: #MP10-0L54:21-31Edwin SÇ 16-22 Bennet St, 1 Northcote St, t4-22Hilly St Mortlake

Sender: Dion Martin, 1 Norman St Concord.

I wish to strongly object to proposal MPlo-0154. I have been a resident at the above address for 14 years. ln
that time, the traffic loading ín the general area and my street has increased dramatically. This has been a
consequence of some truly massive developments at Cabarita and Breakfast Point. While these
developments have gone to much trouble to make their own streets very calm and speed-limited, the
streets in the surrounding areas that feed these developments have become busy with traffic, frequently
speeding with no regard to the residential nature of the area. There has been no traffic planning or other
attempts to accommodate this traffic burden, and the developers have contributed nothing to mítigate this
issue.

ln my street alone there have been at least 3 accidents I know of in recent years, due entirely to reckless and
inappropriate driving. When my children have walked across the road at the Brays Rd pedestrian crossing at
the primary school, it is a routine event for cars to speed up to try and beat the pedestrian and so avoid
stopping or slowing down. This crossing needs líghts already.

The area proposed for his development is already fairly congested, with narrow roads and many blind
corners' The proposed development is for 402 apartments. There is limited public transport. So on average
there will be 2 or more drivers per apartment adding to the already unplanned and unmanaged traffic
burden, so an extra 800+ traffic movements during both peak hours through this residential district.

This development is excessive, in an area that has already suffered such excess. lf it proceeds, it is the
responsibility of those approving it to ensure that the consequences are satisfactorily mitigated.

Thank you,

Dion Maftin

Warning: Copyright ResMed. Where the contents of this email and/or attachment includes materials
prepared by ResMed, the use of those
materials is subject exclusively to the conditions of engagement between ResMed and the intended
recipient.

This communication is confidential and may contain legally privileged information.
By the use of email over the Internet or other communication systems, ResMed is not waiving either
confidentiality of or legal
privilege in the content of the email and of any attachments.
If the recipient of this message is not the intended addressee, please call ResMed immediately on
+61 2 8884 1000 Sydney, Australia.

about:blank I0lIy20tt
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Grahame Edwards - Re MP10 0154

From: Grahame Edwards
Date: llll0l20ll l0:19 AM
Subject: Re MPl0_0154

To whom it may concern

I object to the above project on the basis that it will increase the amount of traffic in an area where there
are not sufficient roads in and out of Mortlake to handle more residents and their cars in the area. The
traffic on Broughton Street, lan Parade, Frederick Street (where I have to exit from Josselyn place), Cabarita
Road through to Mortlake is now quite constant and very heavy at peak periods.
Regarding the change in height from 3 to 9 storeys containing approximately 402 apartments, this is not

suitable at all in such a confined space.

Thank you

Barbara Matthies
5 Josselyn Place

CONCORD NSW 2737

barbara matthies@ozemail.com.au

about:blank r0/1U20tt
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John McOormack
PO Box !07
Sans Souci NSW 2219
Phone 02 9529 3255
Mobile 0408 228 927

Email johnmccormack@bigpond.com

30 November 2011

The Director
Major Projects Assessment
Department of Planning & lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Sir

Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission for the above proposal

1.
We have a small approved residential development in Bayard Street, Mortlake, within
Canada Bay Council LGA, subject to remediation of contãmination. Bayard Street is
located a short distance south of the proposed redevelopment sites. We continue to test
groundwater down to 15 metres as part of the ongoing remediation process.

2.
canada Bay council LEP for the proposed redevelopment is zoned R1 General
Residentialwhich includes an FSR of O.zs:1, and a height limit of 12m.

My development and most other developments within Rl General Residential zone
comply with the adopted code. lt is my understanding that the origin of these controls
was based on the Mortlake Point Planning Study by Scott Carveiety Ltd in March 1999.
Many of the recommendations and maps from the Scott Carver report are included in the
canada Bay council DcP, effective 7 March 2008, and amended 1g August 200g.

1



approved by canada Bay council) and a height limit of 4 storeys above natural
ground level, taking into account the topography and merits of each site.

Height limit of 4 storeys should provide better corridors of view sharing and
amenity across the north to south spread of the western side of rennyson
Road in R1 General Residential zone. I believe it is inappropriate to make
comparisons with Breakfast Point FSR and height notations, as that development
is a stand-alone concept based on many linked community oriented features.

6.
Apart from the possibility of off-site migration of contaminants from the up gradient
Breakfast Point development (previously AGL site) located on the eastern side of
Tennyson Road, and also from industries on the western side of Tennyson Road, one of
the more heavily contaminated sites within the proposed Concept Ptan is 16-22 Bennett
street, which is the dilapidated former Anzol paint factory, having a large frontage to
Hilly street, and a boundary to Northcote street. stored chemicals included -
Lacquer thinners
X55 Solvent
Solvesso 150
Shellsol 'A'Solvent
Xylene
Toluene
Butyl lcinol
White Spirit
Ethanol IMS 95
'N'Butanol
Styrene Monomer
Reclaimed Solvent

Urethane Alkyd
Polyester Resin
Polyester Gelcoat
Road Marking Cel

My opinion -
There is a real possibility of significant environmental impacts refer bullet points
2 and 4 on page I Executive summary), due to evidence of toxic chemicals
stored above and below ground with possible impact on groundwater and soil,
and the potential off-site migration to the sensitive previously remediated
Majors Bay.

aJ



L
To summarise, it is difficult to provide a solution to the potential traffic generation from
!!9oing construction work at Breakfast Point, plus other planned devel-opment sites in
Mortlake such as I Hilly street, 1s Hilly street, 86-g8 Tenn¡æon Road, 9b Tennyson
Road, and also the subject Concept Plan proposing 402 apartments. Based on tloser
compliance to the Council building code it may indieate that about 300 apartments are
more appropriate.

Any potential links to the northern side of the parramatta River appear to be
unacceptable as they would would feed into residential streets.

As already discussed local streets in Mortlake bordering R1 General Residential are
predominantly residential, and often narrow with many intersections.



John McCormack
PO Box !07
Sans Souci NSW 2219
Phone 02 9529 3255
Mobile 0408 228 927

Email johnmccormack@bigpond.com

30 November 2011

The Director
Major Projects Assessment
Department of Planning & lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Sir

I declare that in the previous two years and up until thedetermination of the
development, I have not made any reportable political donations.

Yours sincerely

John McCormack
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B C McDonald
79 Peninsula Drive
Breakfast Point NSW 2137

1"t December 2011

Dept of Planning and lnfrastructure
Major Projects Assessment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam

Re Application No. MP10_0154 Residential Development Morflake
21-31 Edwin St
16-22 Bennett St
1 Northcote St

14-22 Hilly St

Would you please register my objection to this proposed development.

To acquaint myself with the proposal I attended the Canad a Bay Council convened
Public meeting held at Massey Park Golf Club.

I remain opposed to the development in its current configuration for the following
principal reasons.

1. The proposal does not comply with the canada Bay council LEp which is
designed to ensure consistent developments for the Mortlake peninsula. The
proposal exceeds the designed height restrictions and floor space ratios. The
developer should be made to comply with these regulations.

2. Traffic is already at dangerous levels on the Mortlake Peninsula and the
proposed Area Traffic Study should be completed and considered before
adding greatly to traffic densities.

3. Public Parking for a development of this size is inadequate.
4. No public recreation space is being added and this is negligent for a proposal

of this size.
5. The visual impact upon both Mortlake and areas to the north of Parramatta

River by adding such tall buildings will be to destroy the natural beauty of the
area.

At the Public meeting the developer gave no support to why the extra density was
needed. One may presume that the developer has purchased the land at valües



appropriate to the standing Planning Rules and should therefore be rnade to submit a
proposal which complies with standing regulations.

Please stop this proposal.
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Grahame Edwards - Submission Details for Geoff McEwen

From:

lo:

Date:

Subject:

CC:

Grahame Edwards

grahame.edwards@planning nsw. gov.au

1111012011 10:22 AM

Submission Details for Geoff McEwen

assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au

dütr
N"tsl

Planninq &
lnfrastrutture

Disclosäble Political Donation: no

Name: Geoff McEwen
Email: g_mcewen@hotmail.com

Address:
31/60 Village drive

Breakfast point, NSW
2137

Content:
My concern is that there are already too many cars in the area. This was a major concern when the development for
the marina was put to the council and state government.
I realise that there is a big push for median density housing ( I don't understand why when NSW is larger than most of
the European countries put together), however the proposal is far beyond what anyone would call acceptable density
living and simply looks like a grab for dollars by placing as many people as possible into a small amount of space.
I am hoping that common sense prevails on this matter.

I P Add ress : 60 -242-9 4-50.stati c.tp g i. com .au - 60.242.9 4.50
Submission: Online Submission from Geoff McEwen (object )

Submission for Job: #4206 MP10_01 54 - Majors Bay - Residential Development

Site: #2330 Majors Bay, Mortlake

Geoff McEwen

E : g_mceweh@hotmail.com

Powered by Affinitvlive: Work. Smarter
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Grahame Edwards - application number MP10 0154

From: Grahame Edwards
Date: lll24l20l1 l1:13 AM
Subject: application number MPl0_01 54

Submission

From : Patrick McMahon
6 Barton Street
Concord 2137

Application number: MP1 0_01 54

I object to the project.

The reason I object to the project is the adverse impact by incresed motor vehicle trafiic generated by a residential
development of this size.
I support development, and the current controls I would except , but the proposed controls are not acceptable. The extra
volume of traffic with current roads are not handling the Breakfast point development let alone adding a development of
this size to it.

about:blank 24/lU20tt
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Grahame Edwards - MP10 0154

From: Bonnie McKenzie<Bonnie.McKe nzie@drakeworkwise.com.au>
To: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au
Date: lI/1812011 3:09 PM
Subject: MP10_0154

MP10 0154

November 78,21tt

Dear Sir

We strongly object to the project based on the followrng reasons:

(1) The proposed. 9 story building (which is really two nine story buildings joined by an eight
story building)
Rational given for exceeding building heights (3-4 storeys) in this area: because it will be
expensive to remediate land

_ And they need to build large buildings to make a quid. Hardly good enough.
(2) The environmental assessment is 10 years old
(3) The developer is using Breakfast Point to establish a new height precident when in fact they

are moving
lnto an established neighborhood. where height will have a detrimental effect on surrounding
dwellings.

(4) Parking allocation proposed is grössly inadequate both in internal buildings and on streets.
(5) The development is very piece meal and does not provide for an integratéd community as

stated.
(6) The community has not been consulted except for one meeting eadier
(7) Traffic generation will be severe and has not been deart with ai all.

We support medium density projects but this is excessive on all 7 counts and we urge you to
reject this proposal.

Bonnie and Don McKenzie
Principal Psychologists

41125 Market Street
Breakfast Point
NSW

file://C:\Documents and Settings\EdwardG3\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4ECA6. .. 2llIll20ll
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Grahame Edwards - tr'w: Regarding a part 3A development proposal

X'rom: Grahame Edwards
To: mark.schofield@planning.nsw.gov.au
Date: llllll20ll 5:43 pM
Subject: FW: Regardingapart 3A development proposal

From: Bonnie McKenzíe Imailto:ppm_aust@bigpond.net,au]
Sent: Tuesday, October 18,2011 5:23 pM

Subject: Regarding a part 3A development proposal

Dear Sir

It is with keen disappointment that we learn of an enormous development proposed for Tennyson Road in
Mortlake
bordering Edwin and Whittaker Street.

This 402 unit development has been proposed and no consultation has been done with regard to residents
in Breakfast Point
or the rest of Mortlake and Cabarita peninsula resídents with the except¡on of a few streets close by.

Why the secrecy? We also learn that a 9 story building is proposed in an area with 3-4 storey height limits.
The density is
well above acceptable levels as well,

The traffic congestion alone on Tennyson Road will be shocking. We would very much appreciate an
extension ofthe
Exhibition period to 28 Februa ry 2o72 since none of us who will be adversely affected have been made
aware of this
Development proposal until today's mail.

What has happened to the Government's position on getting rid of Part 34.? Why is this proposal not going
to Council?

Sincerely,

Bonnie McKenzie andDon McKenzie
41125 Market Street
Breakfast Point NSW 2137
0297432928

about:blank tUtU20lr
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Ivlajor Pro.iects Assess¡nenl
Dept of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO llox 39 Sydney NSW 200t

RE: MPr0-0154

lo rvhom it may' concern.

we the undcr signed. objecr ro the propose'd dc'veropmenr [Mp I 0-01 541 for the
lbllowing reasons.

l-evel of building [proposed 9 levels] contrary ro council's guideline limits
[-t--5 lcvclsl
l)ue to e.risting multi drvelling apartments & increased size of nerv house
builds rve have alrcadl seen an incréase in trafïìc. and this wiil only
\r,Lìrsen if'this proposed development in its current plan is allowed.
An allonance of 1.5 r:ar spaces pcr apartrnent is not enough given the
arnount olcars routinely parked on the street around existing apartnrent
developments.
('ouncil have yet to resolve tlre current traflic issues in this area- as raised
by residents at the meeting held by canada Bay c'ouncir at Concord RSI-
on 2l'r July 201 L

\\'e understand that all the existing industrial sites in Mortlake willeventuallv be
converted to residential. but it's the density of the sites thar needs to be the number
une consideration. Mr.rrtlake is located on a peninsuta rvith only one way in and one
t!a)',out [not counting the lim¡ted services of the ìl{ortlake-Putney fcrry' service ] so
tralïic nrauagetìlent is very. irnportanl.

vv'e look tbn*ard to continuing an open dialogue regarding this and any f-uture
development.

Regards-

a

a

a

a

/'Lí' , ,/ 4i t ,',, / /!.,1, , 'r-\
t , t l'... ./l r'/ '\.

/, ( _ . ,,. ¿ -
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Grahame Edwards - FW: Paft 3A development proposalwestern Moftlake

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Grahame Edwards
mark schofield
LLl24l20tt 11:12 AM
FW: Part 3A development proposal Western Mortlake

Dear sir
I have written to you regarding the development in Edwin street Mortlake and I am forwarding to you the
response from Canada Bay Council. As it seems that the approval is up to the NSW Govt and not the local
government. I would like to request an extension date on all exhibits relating to that development, so that
all resident can be made aware of the extent of development being proposed-.
Regards Carla Morgan

From : Angelo.Tsirekas@canadabay.nsw.gov.au
To: cm 1456@hotmail.com
Date: Thu, 20 Oct 20tt 15:34:45 +1100
Subject: RE: Paft 3A development proposal Western Morflake

Dear Carla,

Thank you for your email.

This development application is¡ot being processed by Council. The NSW State Government is the approval
authority under Part 3A not the City of Canada Bay.

We were notified last week that the Dept of Planning & lnfrastructure is exhibiting the application until the 17th
of November 201 1.

We are concerned, like many residents of the impact that this application will have on the Community if it were
to be approved.

I have arranged for a public meeting to be held on Monday, 7 November at Massey park Golf Club, lan
Parade, Concord, from 7pm so that residents are given thê opportuníty to voice théir concerns.

Thank you once again for contacting me on this very important issue.

Kind Regards

Mayor Angelo Tsirekas
City of Canada Bay

From: carla morgan [mailto:cm1456@hotmail.com]
Sent: Thursday,20 October 2011 6:33 AM
To: Angelo Tsirekas
Subject: Paft 3A development proposal Western Mortlake

Dear Mr Tsirekas
I.am.a owner/ occupier of a home in Mortlake and have been for 26yrs. There has been some very Þig
developments over those years eg BreaKast Point. It is with development in mind that I would like tõdispute
the height of the new development proposed in the site west of Hilly St, from Edwin st. to past Whittaker'St.,

The heiglt of the proposed 9 storeys should not be considered or approved although the developers say 3-4
storeys. This is what happened at Breakfast Point. The developers say "we will geitne approval for the max

about:blank 24ltll20tt



storeys but we will not take the developrnent to the MAX" as you know this was the case at BreaKast Point,

Therefore I would likê to express rny disapproval of the 9 storeys propoial
regards Carla Morgan
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Grahame Edwards - development west of Hilly street. from Edwin to past
Wh itta kerStreets Moft la ke

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Grahame Edwards
m a rk. schofield @ pla n n i n g. nsw. gov. a u
tU24l20IL 11:10 AM
development west of Hilly street. from Edwin to past WhittakerStreets Mortlake

Dear Sir

There is a proposed development in City of Canada Bay which I like the exhibition period extended to 28
February 2012 so that all tenants within the area can be notified, as the development will have an impact on
allaspectwithin the area. Atthe momenttheexhibition period is until 17 November2OLl which as usual
with our council there is always a rush factor.

Can you please assist with this request
Thank you
Carla Morgan

about:blank 24llU20lt
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Mr David Newling
7 Tennyson Road

Concord NSW 2137

30 November 2O7L

Mr Grahame Edwards
NSW Department of Planning & lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Development (Proiect)"

Dear Sir,

I refer to the above development application currently being assessed under part 3A of the
relevant legislation, and open for public exhibition until 2 December 20i.i.. Briefly, I oppose
the Project in its current state, and would only be supportive with further positive
amendment including but not limited to the areas outlined below.

As a resident of the local area, there are two significant concerns that do not appear to have
been adequately addressed by the Project's proponent in (firstly) their lengthy discussions
with Canada Bay Council over a lengthy period of time, and (secondly), the Mínister's
determination letter of a Major Project dated 7 July 2O1,O. ln both these circumstances, the
matters of density (relating to the height, bulk and scale of the proposal) and traffic do not
appear to have been sufficiently addressed by the proponent in so far as the detailed steps
they are proposing to take in relation to each subject matter.

I would implore the consent authority (PAC or the Minister) to set specific constraints in
relation to these matters on the proponent in its determination of this Project.

lncreased density
At the public meetirigs held at the Massey Park Golf Club in relation to the Project, concerns
were raised about this development setting precedents far above the FSR outlined in the
Canada Bay LEP (both existing and future proposed). As a matter for the consent authority
rather than the proponent, I would strongly urge the authority to listen to the concerns of
local residents and the canada Bay council in relation to this matter.

Whilst I am sympathetic to the proponent that without the increased floor space the
development is likely to be unprofitable, alas that issue should not be thrust upon
ratepayers to bear in their daily lives.

c:\users\dave-2010\desktop\2011-11-30 ltr - nsw planning re majors bay redevelopment da.docx



Traffic lmpact
I have reviewed the proponent's traffic assessment report and the Canada Bay Council's
traffic assessment report of the Mortlake peninsula. Given my residence is at the junction of
Bertram St and Tennyson Road, we constantly have traffic travelling east/west along
Tennyson Road, and also turning intofrom Bertram St (which runs into Hilly Street at its
northern end) into Tennyson Road (this includes trucks and buses). I would, more than the
average local resident, be in a better position to provide commentary on traffic-related
matters in this context. Not less than 2 weeks ago there was a motor vehicle accident at this
intersection that is typical of the increased motor vehicle traffic of the area.

I also believe that the proponent has not adequately outlined the extent of the traffic-
related matters they will attempt to address in their commissioned expert's report.

A summary of the main issues (in my view) is as follows:

Transport and Traffic Planning Associates (TTPA), the proponent's traffic assessment
provider, acknowledged that the study for high density projects was undertaken at
sites íncluding Sans Souci and outer Bankstown, which whilst it's acknowledged are
removed from rail and other high frequency/capacity public transport services, do
NOT lie within a peninsular environment like Mortlake.

a

a

a

a

The project is based ín a peninsularand so it is not without reason that it would be
fair to assume that the major road(s) in-and-egressing from Mortlake will bear a
higher traffic load than other similar residential developments.

TTPA's reportl, in response to the Metropolitan Transport plan, acknowledges that
the proposed development does not comply with the strategies to reduce
congestion and make better use of existing infrastructure. The proponent should be
compelled to explain why this cannot be achieved.

The traffic generation survey results of the TTPA report2 acknowledges that from 200
apartments in the Breakfast Point development, the traffic generation rates were
commensurate with lower generation rates, yet a wider study across 420 apartments
(as the Project is contemplating) has not been completed. This also does not
consider the different selling points and lifestyle differences of the respective
developments (nor the surrounding area - ie. Breakfast Point vs this Project vs
Mortlake generally).

The 'industrial estate' of Mortlake is vastly under-utilised and has been for some
time. Whilst regeneration of the area would be welcome, it is incorrect to assume
that the traffic loads are commensurate with the typical buildings located within the
peninsular. Most have scaled down activity or are vacant, which minimise the
amount of traffic in/out of the area.

t Page24 ofthe TTPA Report
2 

Page 25 of the TTPA Report
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3 
Page27 of the TTPA report

a Provided by Volvo Australia

The development3 will not lead to an "optimum outcome in relation to cyclist
provision...but add immeasurably.." with Hilly street listed as an impediment
despite the loss of continuity of waterfront access being the real problem outlined.
These matters are mutually exclusive and either one should be achievable.

Following from the above, in the proposed street sections for Stage 1 (Hilly Street) in
the cross-sectional drawings by cox, a functional street width of 6500mm (6.5m) is

listed. lt is interesting to note that Hilly Street is used by the State Transit Authority
(STA) on their bus routes and the width of the types of buses frequented along this
street is typically 2.5ma,which means that two buses and a cycleway will not fit on'
Hilly Street without removing the on-street carparking that already exists. Likewise,

it is not likely that a shared pathway of at least 2m width will be achievable along the
ent¡re length of Hilly st/Bertram st to link to the rest of the cycleways in the
surrounding area.

Conflict between traffic assessment experts - there is vast (continued) disagreement
between the Transport and urban Planning (TUp) and TTpA in relation to their
respective traffic assessments (one provided for the proponent in relation to this
Project, and the other to Canada Bay Council for future planning purposes).

It would seem reasonable that a third independent party, appointed by the consent
authority (and reportable only to PAC or the Minister), be appointed to conduct a
wider scale traffic assessment (and to include residents from other than Breakfast
Point).

New Medical Centre at 15 Tennyson Road

The parking of cars, and the new Medical centre being completed at 15 Tennyson
Road, will bring further traffic into the area. Given that the road (ie Tennyson Road
from Gale Street in the west extending for approximately 250m to the East) is
already narrow along Tennyson Road (note two buses cannot pass side-by-side given
parked cars on only one side of the road let alone both sides of the road), then the
addition of another (say) 700 cars will only likely add further congestion.

There is also now a blind corner which has been created by the on street parking
directly located at the front of the resÍdential apartments at 20 Tennyson Road when
you turn right into Tennyson Road from Bertram Street.

It could be envisaged that firstly, traffic calming devices be employed along Bertram
St to ensure the safe passage of pedestrians and traffic around this intersection.
secondly, the installation of a raised pedestrian crossing on Tennyson Road (to
facilitate safe passage) either to or from the Medical Centre (or its nearby surrounds)
would also be of benefit to promote pedestrian safety around the project.

c:\users\dave-2010\desktop\2011-11-30 ltr - nsw planning re majors bay redevelopment da.docx



a lntersection and the bus stop at 5 Tennyson Road (just off centre from directly
opposite the intersection of Bertram St and Tennyson Road).

There is a bus stop located on Gale Street approximately 55m from the bus stop at 5
Tennyson Road. The Gale Street bus stop allows for the safe stopping of buses off
the main road (it also has a dedicated bus zone). ln stark contrast, the bus stop at 5
Tennyson is on a narrow two-lane road with no bus zone and no safe stopping
position.

Residents from the Project who will be travelling south along Hilly/Bertram St and
then turning into Tennyson Road, will be ímpeded from doing so if a bus has stopped
at the bus stop (at 5 Tennyson Road).

Often motorists attempt to drive down the wrong side of the road to move around
the bus if it is stopped as the bus stop. However, the corner of Tennyson Road and
Gale Street is shaip and often oncoming traffic is not seen until they are immediately
in front of you. This has, and will continue to be, a source of motor vehicle accidents
in the future.

Given that Tennyson Road cannot be widened, then the safest solution would be to
relocate the bus stop at 5 Tennyson Road to the existing bus stop at Gale Street.

I would be gratefulfor your consíderation of the above points in relation to the Project. lf
you wish to discuss this further, please contact me on the relevant contact details.

Yours sincerely,

DAVID NEWTING

c:\ùsers\dave-2010\desktop\2011-11-30 ltr - nsw planning re majors bay redevelopment da.docx
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Major Projects Assessment
Dept of Planníng & lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

RE: MPl0-0154

To rvhom it may concenl,

we the under signed. ob.iect to the proposed developrnent [MPl0-0154] for the
f'ollowing reasons.

Level of building [proposed 9 levels] contrary to council's guideline lirnits
[4-5 levels]
Due to existing multi dwelling apartments & increased size of nerv house
builds we have already seen alì increase ìn traffic. arrd th¡s rvill only
worsen if this proposed development in its current plan is allorved.
An alloruance of 1,5 car spaces per apartment is not enough given the
amor¡nt olcars routinely parked orr the street around existing apaftrnent
developments.

Council have yet to resolve the current trafÌìc íssues in this area, as raised
by residents at the meeting held b1. Canada Bay Council at Concord RSL
on 2 l't July 201 l.

We understand that all the existing industrial sites in Mortlake will eventually be
converted to residential. but it's the density of the sites that needs to be the number
one consideratioll. Mortlake is located on a peninsula rvith only onc rvay in and one
way out Inot cottnting the lirnited services of the Mortlakc-Putney lerry service] so
tralfic lllanagenlent is very impoftant.

we look forw.ard to continuing an open dialogue legalding this and any future
developrnent.

Regards.

o

a

o

a
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Grahame Edwards - Submission Details for paul Nix

From:

To:

Dale:

Subloct:

cc:

GBhamê Edwards

grahamê edMrds@planni¡E,nw gov au

'121212011 12:19PM

Submission Details for Paul Nix

assessments@plann¡ng nsW.gd au

I pt"nn¡no a
I lnfrastructure

Disclosable Polit¡cal Donat¡on: no

Name: Paul Nix
Ema¡l: paulnix@tpg æm au

Address:
'10711-9 Admiraþ Drive

Breakfast Point, NSW
2137

Content;

uilding which is 250% greater
evelopment not only in the
development is needed ifthe
proposed population of the

lP Address: 1'10]174-27-97 static.tpg¡ com.au -.1'10.174.27.97

tial Development

Site: #2330 l\4ajore Bay, Mortlake

Pâul Nix

E: pauln¡x@tpg.com,âu

Powered by^E0iHtiyg: Work Smarter.

about:blank 2lt2l20tt
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Grahame Edwards - Submission Details for Jason O'Brien

From:

lo:

Date:

Subject:

CC:

Grahame Edwards

grahame.edwards@planning.nsw. gov.au

1112112011 3:40 PM

Submission Details for Jason O'Brien

assessments@planning.nsw.gov,au

{to¿¡
NSW

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Jason O'Brien
Email: jason@obrienconstructions.com.au

Address:
1 Heath Street

concord, NSW
2137

Content:
Should this development proceed previous council advise of all traffic from the Mortlake area being directed to Brays
road through Bertram & Gale streets should be adhered to and surrounding streets such as Braddon, Rickard &
Norman be closed off to the traffic generated. The traffic volume at all hours is already above that advised of in the
past and measures promised by the council have still not been carried out.

lP Address: obrien26.lnk.telstra.net - 120.151 .63.62
Submission: Online Submission from Jason O'Brien (object)

Submission for Job: #4206 MPí0_0154 - Majors Bay - Residential Development

Site: #2330 Majors Bay, Mortlake

Jason O'Brien

E : jason@obr¡enconstructions.com.au

Powered by Affinitvlive: Work. Smarter

Planninq &
lnfrastructure

about:blank 2UlU201t
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405/1 Orchards Av.

Breakfast Point NSW 2137

22nd November 2011

Attention: Director, Metropolitan and Regional Projects - South

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning & lnfrastructure

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

Name of Application: ResidentialApplicatíon aL2I-31Edwin Street,76-22 Bennett Street,

1 Northcote Street, and L4-22 Hilly Street, Mortlake

ApplicationNumber: MP10_0154

I object to the project.

The reason that I object to the project is that the addition of 4O2 apartments to the peninsula would

mean an excessive number of people and cars that are far too many for such a small area.

There are a very limited number of roads into and out of this area and they are already congested

The addition of thís many people coming into and out of the area will add to this congestion.

I read in the Traffic Assessment Response to Counc¡l document that says that the existing traffic is

currently greaterthan the amount of traffic to be generated bythe project. lwould strongly disagree

with that statement. I have lived in this area for five years and that area has very little traffic. 9O% of
one block is a derelict factory and the remainder are small use factories.

Saturday mornings the roads in this area are clogged. The current industrial use of the area would
not contribute any traffic to Saturday morning as the factories are closed. However 402 apartments
would contribute a lot of additional traffic on Saturday mornings.

Please don't allow this project to proceed

Peter O'Hara
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Grahame Edwards - What has happened with the abolition of Part 3A and the relevance to
"new planning" of the proposed Mortlake Development MP10 0154

tr'rom: "Gary Osborne" <gabo@bigpond.net.au>
To: "Hazzard Brad" <offrce@hazzard.minister.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 11116120ll 10:06 AM
Subject: What has happened with the abolition of Part 3A and the relevance to "new

planning" of the proposed Mortlake Development MP10_0154
CC: <grahame.edwards@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Attachments: Mortlake development MP10 0154 Brad Hazzard 16th Nov 201l.docx

Dear Mr Hazzard and Mr Edwards,
I received an undated letter from Michael Woodland (Director, Metropolitan and Regional Projects South) in
regard to the above development.

Attached please find an objection to the proposed development (Mp10_0154)

lamconcernedwiththeapparentlackofconstructiveandreasonableconsiderationofthe legislative
planning powers of our Canada Bay Council?

As an ordinary citizen, I do not have a working understanding of the consequences to the community and to
the infrastructure of such a development. Hence, I rely on the expertise of engineers and planners within
State and Local Government!!

Thanking you
Your sincerely
Gary Osborne

file://C:\Documents and Settings\EdwardG3\Local Settings\TempUGgrpwise\4EC38.. . 16lIll20lI



The Honourable

Mr Brad Hazzard Gary Osborne

Minister for Planning and lnfrastructure 38/78 Edgewood Cr

GPO Box 39 Cabarita

Sydney NSW 200L NSW 2137

Phone 97362678

Re- Viability of Part 3A in regard to the Proposed Development of 402 Units in
14 Buildings (3-9 Storeys) in Mortlake (MP10_0154)

Dear Mr Hazzard,

The proposed development mentioned above is Massive and apparently will
be allowed without due regard being paid to the overall effect of this
development on the established neighbourhood and infrastructure such as

roads, etc.

Mr Hazzard can you please tell me why the promise by the Liberals at the
recent election to abolish Part 3A of the relevant act "does not seem to apply
to this major development (as I understand it Part 3A removed planning
powers from local councils and hence the local community)???

Thanking you

Yours sincerely

Gary Osborne
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Grahame Edwards - Fwd: MORTLAKE DEVELOPMENT

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Grahame Edwards

Grahame Edwards

tLl29l20IL 11:18 AM

Fwd: MORTLAKE DEVELOPMENT

Grahame

Please note this objection and record in objective.

Mark

>>> "Ruth Osborne" <ruth@thomleighcruiseandtravel.com.au> 1U2612011 9:07 am >>>

Dear Mark,

I live at Cabarita and I am seriously concerned about development in the area.

I came to the area 6 years ago and since that time the construction of housing has been huge

I feel the new development at Mortlake will cause major problems with infrastructure.
The road system getting into the area is becoming a nightmare......Ryde Road/Ryde bridge from around
3.30pm until 7pm each night is bumper to bumper, the mornings the same.

NO new housing should be approved until the road systems and other infrastructure has been upgraded

Thanks

Ruth Osborne
29118 Edgewood Crest
CABARITA 2137
Phone 9739 6635

Ruth Osborne
THORNLEIGH CRUISE AND TRAVEL
Shop 8A
Thornleigh Market Place
2- 12 The Comenarra Parkway
Thornleigh NSW 2120

Phone (+61) 029875 3633
Fax (+61) 0294848650

Before traveling, please visit www.smarhaveller.gov.au

about:blank 29tIU2ÙI\
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Grahame Edwards - Submission Details for Laurel O'Toole

From: LâurelO'T@le<lvotoole@aol@m>

To:

Dato:

SubJsctr

cc:

121212011 10:54 PM

SubmissiM Deta¡ls for Laur€l OT@ls

<assessmsnts@plannlng nsw.gov au>

X Departrent ol Plannlng

Disclosable Political Oonation: no

Name: Laurel O'Ioole
Email: lvotoole@aol.com

Address:
41177 Peîinsula Drive Breakfâst Point 2137

NSW

Content:
I wish to comment on the above LEP l\4ortlake .

The LEP displays overdevelopment of the site.
The FSR is apprcx gl%greater than the mãimum pem¡tted FSR .

The proposed he¡ght of theg storey is 250% greater permlss¡ble site .

Canada Bay Council plan to double the population in the pþposed Lep they ar€ advertis¡ng now. Even the oval which contsins the contaminants buried in a containmenl structure is
to be zoned Rg .

I believe lhis should be teken into accounl when making your decision . lt will double the population in BreaKast Point . lhe impact on the local streets w¡ll be immênse .

the only escape from the peninsula will be thrcugh Breakfast Point to Cabarita Road . Th¡s has no t been taken ¡nto account. Thê counc¡l doss not maintain any of the infrastrcture .

When the RAT RUN through our development starts, as it must ,we will have to pay excessive cohtr¡butions . The delay caused by the trafüc increase proposed in the LEPMortlake
will force more ærs

lP Address: 65.0-27-21 l.dynamic-mbb syd.¡primus net au - 2'11 27 0 65
Subm¡ssion: Online Submission from Laurel O'Tæle (comments)

Submission for Job: fÉ4206 MP10_0154 - Maþß Bay - Residential Development

Site: #2330 Majors Bay, l\tortlake

Laurel O'Toole

E : lvotoole@aol.com

Powered by AÍ¡d&tjlc: Work. Smañer.

file://C:\DocumentsândSettings\EdwardG3\LocalSettings\TempD(Pgrpwise\4ED95726SYDNDOM2BRIDPOl00l32346l1lEl51\GW...5/1212011



I

tr'rom: 'marku <mark@citiguard.com.au>
To: <mark.schofield@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 10/25120114;51pm
SubJecfi Part 3a Development Proposal Westem Mortlake 402 Units in 14 Buildings

Re: MPl0_01 54-Majors Bay Residential

Dear Mark Schofield



çr

RE; PART 3A CONCEPT PLAN
RESIDENTIAL PROJECT MORTLAKE

Having attended the Public Meeting at Massey Park Golf Club, on

Monday 7th November, I object to this plan, and I am seriously

concerned by the over overdevelopment of the Monlake Area. I

have been a resident in this area for the past 30 years and when the
original plans for redevelopment were discussed, the area was to be

of medium density housing only, a fact that'has been forgotten or
discarded in the intervening years.

To call this a "Concept Plan" and to compare it to the Breakfast

Point Development, is on the part of Mortlake Consolidated Pty Ltd,

ambitious, as their development in contrast, has neither the
community facilities nor the open space ratios required for the
number of proposed residents.

My main concern is as follows:-

Traffíc and Transport:

Hilly Street is the only access to Mortlake Point. At the entrance to
Hilly Street where it meets Bertram Street, there is a round- a- bout,
and the roadway narrows considerably. From this point until
McDonald Street, on the right of the street, there is a BalletSchool,
a factory, and the entrance to the Car Park of the Palace Hotel, on

the left there is private housing. The Public Buses have trouble
negotiating this area.

It was stated at the meeting that residents would use the public

transport system, as this would reduce to number of cars using the
area, this concept has not worked in the Rhodes Area and they have

a train station, I cannot see them using the current system in

Mortlake as it takes approx. 30 - 40 minutes to reach a rail station
form the Mortlake area by bus. To compare the numbers to the days

when AGL was functioning is a myth as there were trams that ran to
the AGL site co-ordinated with their sift changes to carry the
workers.

Since AGL has closed heavy transport has been limited to trucks

carry building mater¡als and removal vans in the area.

The narrowing of Bennett and Edwin Streets is blatant public land

grab to increase the open space area ratios, I presume, and would

be better used for on street parking for visitors and the residents.



This Residential Project of 400 units is on the foreshore of Majors

Bay. This is a shallow bay (apparently you can walk across ft a low
tide)off the Parramatta River. lts mangrove trees on the edge of the
water have been protected underttre law and lt has taken many
years for their regrowth. The subsequent return of water birds to
the area has been a delight to watch and I feel this project will place

undue pressure on a very fragile environment,

I have waíted for years for the Bay Walkto be developed, may be

this time.
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Grahame Edwards - Submission Details for giuseppe pesce

From:

To:

Date:

Subject:

cc:

Grahame Edwards

grahame.edwards@planning nsw.gov.au

1111412011 1 1:13 AM

Submiss¡on Details for giuseppe pesce

assessments@plann¡ng nsw gov.au

I

I Plannino &
i lnfrastrücture

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

gruseppe pesce
joepesce2l 37@gmail com

Address:
15 market street

breakfast point, NSW
2137

Content:
1. the proposal represents an overdevelopment for the site(s).
2. the Breakfast Point development cannot be used as a precedent because there is nothing to suggest that it is an ideal
size/development. ln fact it is an over development of the site (the proposal at p 27 refers to Breakfast Point as consisting of 940
dwellings when in fact this is exceeded by 35-37%).
3. the pronent cannot rely on Breakfast Point because it has raised the base line ie., the proposal has to recognise and take into
account the impact that Breakfast Point has had on the local community and development signature. lt cannot simply add to it
regardless of the impact that Breakfast Point introduced.
4. there is nothing to sa y that once any approval is given the proponent is not going to ask for approval to increase the number of
dwellings in the development and in so doing increase the negative impact.
5..there is inadequate transport infratructure. Thus at page 57 the proposal says that the proposed development will reach "critical
mass" for the area. The proposal hopes the transport authorities will increase bus and ferry services but this is putting the cart
before the horse. As for ferry service the zoning wont permit it near the development and there is no parking provision for the ferry
users.
6. the proposal has no provisions for recreation facilities.
7. the proposal has no provisions for retail services. lt seems to rely on Breakfast Point facilities but there are not available
because a restrictions under the Conveyancing Act s BBB does not allow the public to enter except on foot and for the purpose of
recreation which effectively means residents of the p roposed development cannot use the Breakfast Point facilities.
8. the proposal relies on public street parking to meat its parking requirements. The proposal should make parking provisions
entirely on site both for residents and for their visitors.
9. The type of development in question is likely to attract residents with more than one vehicle and the proposed parking ratios are
inadequate This is demonstrated by the experience at Breakfast Point which the proposal relies on (the developer should not be
allowed to pick and choose the parts of Breakfast Point it relies on).
10. there should be no building greaterthan 5 stories
11. put simply the proposed density cannot be justifìed; the available infrastructure cannot cope; it relies on retail facilities that are
not avialble to it.

12. I have not made any political donations (l wasn't able to fill the form electronically).

lP Address: 220-244-102-29.tpgi.com au - 22O.244.102.29
Submission: Online Submission from giuseppe pesce (object)

Submission for Job: #4206 MP10 0154 - Majors Bay - Residential Development

Site: #2330 Majors Bay, Mortlake

gruseppe pesce

E : joepesce2l 37@gmail.com

Powered by Affinitvlive: Work. Smarter

about:blank r4lrv20tl
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IIajor Prolect Assessmenr
Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

Re: - Development Application MPl0-0154
Edwin, Bennett, Northcote and Hilly Sts
f,l¿¡;t''Lu r' -

Dear Sir-
We wish to enter our objection to the above Application
As long term resident of Concord we have seen many changes in the former Concorcl

Council area. The major developments at the end of Burwood Rd., Cape Cabarita. and the
tbrmer Dulux site at Cabarita, Breakfast Point and other Morlake sites have taken place

atler extensive Developer/Council and community consultation. These projects were sold

and generally supported on the basis of the need for Urbane Consolidation Now we fincl

this application in the Governments hands and if approved will without doubt be

tbllowed by an avalanche of other, and possibly, bigger and even rnore unacceptable
proposais

ln retunr we were assurecl that future development application would be judged on the

then existing codes. Further developments sucil as Liberty Grove and other projects on

the Rhodes peninsular were accepted because of the rail facilities.

As you are no doubt aware Drunrrnoye and Concord Councils merged some years âgo âr
City of Canada Bay Council. Both municipalities were similar and generally speaking

had similar policies. This rnerger was widely supported and from most peoples point of
view has been successful

fhe so called Section 3A policy is totally unacceptable. We fìr'mlv believe that the
community in consultation with our elected representatives and developers is the onl5,

way to go. We live here and believe we know'best what is or is not acceptable.
This proposal borders on single housing lots and 9 level buildings are totally
unacceptabie

Iraflic is already a major problem and will only get worse when the Breakfast Poinî
development is conrpleted in the next fèw years and this, together with future
developments on the Mortlake peninsular will only exacerbate already existing
probìems..

Local employment opportunities are extremely limited and additional residents will travei
to places of employrnent well outside the area. You could run a bus or ferry every five
nlinutes but people are not going to leave the car in garage to use public transport. Being
,¡ ìii'iiìii:aij :ìì: ;ììi:i' i'iir i¡,ì1, i .lì-. ;iÌii; ;ìr iir. tìi"iii ¡:;ì:i;\ \ i; ì :'; i,,ii'¡,; i¡ ì r.¡ r-ri¡i;',':r:' 'i



lights toget onto already over crowded major roads. Parking availability at the nearest
rail facilities is virtually non-existenr so this is not viable oBtion.

We beliove residents in this area have met their obligations and want earlier
oommitments honored. We have demonstrated we are not against developnient but it
must happen within existing codes and guidelines.

Many long term residents remain in this area for what it is. This is where we live and
wish to continue to do so. we believe we are better judges of what is and is not
accepta-Die ror our area

\--"

'')

.J

,/ ) ' ,':)'7/ ..,., o-.

Barry Peterson Margaret peterson

9 Brays Rd,, Concord 2li7
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Grahame Edwards - Submission Details for Andrew Porter

From

Date:

Subject:

Grahame Edwards

grahame.edwards@planning.nsw. gov.au

1112212011 2:55 PM

Submission Deta¡ls for Andrew Porter

assessments@planning.nsw. gov.aucc

sTr'
NSW Plannino &

lnfrastrticture

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Andrew Porter
Email : vonandy@tpg.com.au

Address:
22 Edwin Street

Mortlake, NSW
2137

Content:
ïo whom it may concern:
We have reviewed the concept plan forthe developmentof 402 apartments across 14 buildings in Mortlake
(MP10_0154) and would like to voice our opinion as follows:
*The size and scale of this project is just too large. Specific to Edwin Street - as stated in the DCP Compliance
Summary, existing development between the intersections with Tennyson and Bennett Street is typified by one-storey
residential cottages and building frontages are generally 7-8 metres in width. The latest plans on the website suggest
there will be one massive block of 4-storey units built on Edwin Street. I do not see how the new development
complies with the specific controls with respect to compatibility; built form: h eighVscale as it will look nothing like the
adjoining development.
*Traffic and noise are a concern given the number of apartments (which have been listed anywhere from 350-411 in
the documentation provided) and the large number of multiple entry/exit points.
*Public transport may become an issue. The ferry service at Mortlake is busy enough as it is.
*Constant reference to the Breakfast Point development is made. The building works under review is based in
Mortlake and observations should relate to existing development within the suburb of Mortlake.
*We have concerns around privacy and sunlightgiven the massive heights proposed in all areas of this development.

I P Ad d ress : 27 -32-1 7 -82.static.tp g i. com. au - 27 .32. 1 7 .82
Submission: Online Submission from Andrew Porter (comments)

Submission for Job: #4206 MP10_0154 - Majors Bay - Residential Development

Site: #2330 Majors Bay, Mortlake

Andrew Porter

E :vonandy@tpg.com.au

Powered byAfu!!y!ive,: Work. Smarter

about:blank 22ltU20rt
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Grahame Edwards - Submission Details for Bill Price

From:

To:

Date:

Subject:

CC:

Grahame Edwards

mark.schofìeld@planning.nsw.gov.au

'111241201'1 10:34 AM

Submission Details for Bill Price

assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au

Submission for Job: #4206 MP10 0154 - Majors Bay - Residential Development

Site: #2330 Majors Bay, Mortlake

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Bill Price
Email: bill@robemaker.com.au

Address:
65 Hilly Street

Mortlake, NSW
2137

Content:
The development of existing industrial site is to be encouraged providing that consideration is given to the present
height restriction of the building and there is adequate car parking space make available.

Major concern is the peak hour overload onto Broughton Street onto Paramatta Road or roads leading to Concord
Road, also Llonds and Buruvood Road onto Paramatta Road.

lP Address: cpe-58-1 64-1 5-1 33.lnseS. ken.bigpond.net.au - 58. 1 64. 1 S. 1 33
Submission: Online Submission from Bill Price (comments)

Bill Price

E : bill@robemaker.com.au

Powered by Affinitvlive: Work. Smarter

about:blank 24ltu2Ùtt
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Grahame Edwards - MPlO 0154, Part 3A Develppment Proposal, Western Mortlake

tr'rom: Grahame Edwards
To: mark.schofield@planning.nsw.gov.au
Date: lll23l20ll 12:55 PM
Subject: MPIO 0154,Part 3A Develppment Proposal, Western Mortlake
CC: angelo.tsirekas@canadabay.nsw.gov.au; neil.kenzler@canadabay.nsw.gov.au

Dear Sir,
I am greatly concerned by the above proposed development which will cause without any
question a greatly increased traffic congestion in an area which already suffers from the large
amount of traffic generated by Breakfast Point and other developments in the vicinity.
I am a loss to understand why not all the residents of Mortlake, Breakfast Poin! Cabarita and
Concord ave been notified of this proposal since they all will be negatively affected.
Also, I request that the exhibition period be extended to February 28th,20L2, to allow proper
evaluation and response to take place.
Yours faithfully,

George Ranucci
5I/35 Phillips Street
Cabarita NSW 2137

about:blank 23/tr/20tt



<r

C9,þ

Grahame Edwards
mark.schofi eld@planning.nsw.gov.au
sha meel reddy@ hotmail.com
tLlLU2ÛLI4:48 pm
MP10_0154 - Majors Bay Residential Development

Dear Mr Schofield,

I write to inform you that not all residents of Mortlake, Concord, BreaKast påint A Cabarita have
been informed of the above development. As this development will impact on the lives of all residents
in these areas - please can you write to all residents and inform that of the development.

Thanks you for your kind consideration.

55/1 Bayside Terrace, Cabarita
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Grahame Edwards - Exhibition period

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Grahame Edwards
mark.schofield @ planni ng. nsw. gov.a u
tltllzotL 4:50 PM

Exhibition period

Dear Mr Schofield,

I have already written to you about letting ALL residents of Concord, Cabarita, BreaKast Point & Mortlake
know of the development in Mortlake as it affects all residents living in the area.

I also request that you extend the exhibition period to 28th February 2012. This will give ALL residents a fair
go in expressing their objections to this development.

Thank you for your kind consideration.

Kind Regards
Karo
Reddy

55/1 Bayside Terrace - Cabarita

about:blank lUtt/2011
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Grahame Edwards
mark. schofield@plan ning.nsw, gov.au
sha meelreddy@hotmail.com
LL'1U2Afl 4:51pm
MP10-0154 - Majors Bay Residential Development

Dear Mr. Schofield,

I have already written to you about letting ALL residents of Concord, eabarita, Breakfast Point &
It4oftlake aware of the above development as it affects all residents living in the area.

I also request that you eúend the exhibition period to 28th February 2012. Thls will Eive ALL
residents a fair go in expressing their objections to this development.

Thank you for your kind consideration.

55/1 Bayside Terrace - Cabarita
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John Phillpott - Submission Details for Jamie Reeves l¿A¡¡rÐ

From:

To:

Date:

Subject:

CC:

Jamie Reeves <jreeves@niche-eh.com>

<john.phillpott@planning.nsw.gov.au>

1011212011 2i57 AM

Submission Details for Jamie Reeves

<assessments@planning. nsw.gov.au>

X Departmentof

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Jamie Reeves
Email: jreeves@niche-eh.com

Address:
59 Bertram St

Mortlake, NSW
2137

Content:

use redevelopment of the old industrial areas of the Morflake
ved in Mortlake for 7.5 years, and lived in Concord near the
ngoing developments of the area (especially Breakfast point and
ve resulted in much increased levels of vehicle traffic in the area.

major

the

especially on weekends, and this has effected sight lines at so
intersection. Overall the local roads are also in poor condition, lack modern additions such as speed limiting devices assuming
they are appropriate in some places (humps, chicanes or what ) and there are very few pedeskàn refuges.

o read that it concluded there would be no significant increase in
and hence no road alterations or traffic management
would implore the Department and proponents to consider the
, and the continually changing demographics (less commercial
ather than incremental considerations for each development. I

ibility to fund and instigate changes to the roads to make them
lanning that is very important and worthy of consideration as the

I thank you for taking the time to consider this submission, and I appreciate the opportunity to provide it to you.

Regards
Jamie Reeves

Submission for Job: #4206

Site: #2330 Majors Bay, Morflake

Jamie Reeves

E : jreeves@niche-eh.com

Powered by Affìnitvlive: Work. Smarter

file://C:\Documents and Settings\phillpoj\Local Settings\TempU(Pgrpwise\4B950226... l2lI0l20ll



*.
Page 1 of2

Grahame Edwards - Buildiing Application - Hilly St, Mortlake

tr'rom: Grahame Edwards
To: mark.schof,reld@planning.nsw.gov.au
Date: lll24l20l1 10:36 AM
Subject: Buildiing Application - Hilly St, Mortlake

Exhibition
Job Status Project is currently on public exhibition and opportunity for public

submissions is available
Assessment TypePart3A
Project Type Residential, Commercial & Retail
Application
üil;;- ' MP10_0154

DGRS lssued: 1010112011
ExhibitionStart 0411012011
Exhibition End 1711112011
Location details

Location Hilly Street, Northcote Street, Bennet Street, Edwin Street,
Mortlake

Local Government
Area Canada Bay City Council

Exhibition Location Canada Bay Council and Concord Library.

Mark,

The electronic security code words (first one) was too hard for me to work out what it was -
so I'm sending this comment on this Development directly to you.

I object to this development in its current format.

Why is this development in Part 3A? This was suposedly being stopped under the Liberal
government. This is not a development of major or State significance.

This project has been kept in complete secercy to the wider local area.
There has been no consultation with local people (at least just outside the directly impacted
area).
All residents in the Mortlake area (including Breakfast Point)will be impacted.

The traffic report says there will be less traffic due to the development then now. This is
total rubbish.
Anyone living in the area knows that the amount of traffic is increasing and will only
increase further with more development. I have been here 9 years, drive to work every day
and traffic is increasing.

Ïhis development is to dense and far to high to be in keeping with the buildings around it.
There are no 9 story buildings around it. Why are council controls on developments not
being adhered to?

Why isn't it being widely consulted with people?

The exhibition period needs to be extended & the developer needs to consult with
the wider community.

about:blank 24ltI/201t



This type of development smells of the usual cover ups and deceits that went on under
Labour.

I don't donate to any political party and are not witholding my name.

Stephen Reilly
70 Admiralty Drive
Breakfast Point2137
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Grahame Edwards - Part 3A Development Proposal Western Mortlake 402 Units in l4Buildings

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:
CC:

Grahame Edwards
mark. schofield@planning.nsw. gov. au
lll24l20l1 10:37 AM
Part 3A Development Proposal Westem Mortlake 402 Units in l4Buildings
angelo.tsirekas@canadabay.nsw.gov.au; neil.kenzler@canadabay.nsw.gov.au

Dear Mr Schofield

It is with great distress that I send this email in response to Canada Bay Councillor Kenzlerâ€'"s
notification to residents that the abovementioned development is being undertaken without community
consultation.

I draw your attention to a statement by Premier Oâ€'"Farrell on 4 April regarding the increased planning
powers of local councils and the scrapping of Part 3A amendment.

â€æThis means a return of planning powers to councils and local communities,â€ Mr Oâ€"Farrell said

å€æThe days of giving the Planning Minister sweeping powers to approve developments at the stroke of a pen with
virtually no consultation with local communities are over.

â€æThat extreme power only leads to the sort of suspicion and shady deals we have seen in NSW over the past 16
years.â€

The scrapping of Part 3A was a core election promise of the Liberal party, but the government will still have to push

legislation through the Upper House,

Mr Oâ€"Farrell said he had not attempted to convince opposition members but had directed the Minister for
Planning Brad Hazzard to draw up plans.

Until then transitional arrangements will be put into place to deal with more than 500 Part 3A applications already in

the system.

About half will now face the Planning Assessment Commission for assessment, while the rest will either be sent to
local councils to vote on or allowed to lapse.

Part 3A was introduced in 2005 and gave planning ministers the ability to overrule local councils and communities on
any project the minister deemed to be of state or regional importance.

So why is this development apparently surrounded ín secrecy and what steps are in place for concerned
residents to voice their opinions on the lack on local infrastructure to dismiss a ridiculous development
like this, or any others that may be submitted in the future?

I seek transparency on this issue as a long time resident and concerned citizen.

Regards

Sandra Renwick

Concord.

about:blank 2411'/20rt
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PCU028298

The Director

Metropolitan and Regional Projects, South

Planning and lnfrastructure

GPO Box 39

Sydney 2001

Depailment of Planning
Received

2 4 NOV 2011

Scanning Room

303/23 The Point

Kendall lnlet

Cabarita 2137

Dear Sir/Madam

We are writing regarding Application No 10-0154, 21-31 Edwin Street, 16-22 Bennett Street, 1

Northcote Street and 74-22 Hilly Street, Mortlake.

We are deeply concerned that the subject development will be almost twice the density of what was
envisaged for the site by Canada Bay Council.

Additionally, it is understood that Council has a height limit of 3-4 stories for the site, whereas the
proposal seeks to have buildings up to nine storeys.

The subject development will cause a signifícantly greater density for the overall area as the
Breakfast Point development is some 4O%o greater than originally envisaged. As you would be aware,
the Breakfast Point development was determined under Part 3A of the Environmental Planning and
Assessment Act and the density of this development, in close proximity to the subject site, is
significantly greater than what was originally envisaged in Council's master plan for the site.

As the formei'Minister for Planning (through the Director -General of Planning) was responsible for
the extremely poor planning and overall qualityof the Breakfast Point development, it is highly
unlikely that a better quality of development w¡ll result in this instance, with your organisation as

the consent authority. As this is a local issue, the Canada Bay Council should be charped with any

approval process for the subject development.

Given the undertaking prior to the last State election that Part 3A would not be used for
developments such as this, there is grave concern amongst the local community regarding the
Government's pre- election commitments and its failure to adhere to an election undertaking.

As this development will be a major traffic generator, local roads will be unable to cope with the
likely impact of additionaltraffic. While it is appreciated thatthe developer is seekingto have



additional bus and ferry services to the area, any additional bus services will be caught in the traffic
bind exiting the Mortlake peninsula. There is also the question of the Mortlake ferry that already

carríes significant traffic volumes with significant traffic backlogs that impact on traffic movements
along Hilly Street and other local roads .The subject development is likely to exacerbati this already
u nsatisfactory situatio n.

There is also a signifícant impact on traffic seeking to enter or cross Parramatta Road as there are
limited opportunities for traffic to access the southern areas. This is particularly so ¡n peak traffic,
even to get to Burwood. ln order for any future development of the Concord, Cabarita and Mortlake
areas to be considered, there needs to be a traffic management study undertaken.

The subject development is also likely to have a significant visual impact on the area, particularly
when viewed from Majors Bay. As the area generally has freestanding dwellings of one to two
storeys in height, the subject development will not be in character with existing development. This is
particularly so as the development will be along a ridge line.

ln light of the overdevelopment already existing in the area, arising from the Breakfast Point

development, the proposed development at the envisaged density should not be allowed.

As indicated earlier, before any further development is allowed there needs to be a traffic
management plan developed and implemented for the overall area, not just for the Mortlake
peninsula.

We as long standing residents of what ís becoming a jungle of unit developments, are opposed to
the subject development for the reasons outlined above.

We have made no political donations to any party

Yours faithfully

t (f.-{

.. 
(i' , /r^ , t". (.* u Ll u.u

23'd November,2O!L
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Strata Plan 63027

-

23 l(endalllnlet

Cabarita 2137

Director

Metropolitan and Regional Projects, South

Planning and lnfrastructure

GPO Box 39

Sydney 2001

Dear Sir/Madam

I am writing on behalf of the Body Corporate of Strata Plan 63027, regarding Application No 10-

0754,21-31 Edwin Street, 1-6-22 Bennett Street, L Northcote Street and 14-22 Hilly Street, Mortlake

As a recent AGM of the Body Corporate it was agreed that I write raising concerns about the
abovementioned development.

It is understood that the subject development wíll be almost twice the density of what is currently in

place for the site by Canada Bay Council.

Council.also has a height limit of 3-4 stories whereas the proposal seeks to have buildíngs up to nine
storeys.

With the Breakfast Point development some 4O%o greater than originally envisaged, as a result of the
overall development of that site determined under Part 3A of the Environmental Planning and
Assessment Act, it is obvious that the density in close proximity to the subject site is already
significantly greater than what was originally intended.

As the Minister for Planning under the former State Government (through the Director -General of
Planning) was responsible for the extremely poor quality of the Breakfast Point development, ¡t is
highly unlikely that a better quality of development will result in this instance. As this is a local issue,

the Canada Bay Council should be charged with any approval process for the subject development.

Given the undertaking prior to the last State election that Part 3A would not be used for
developments such as this, there ís grave concern amongst the local community regarding the
Government's pre- election commitments and its failure to adhere to an election undertaking.

As this development will be a major traffic generator, local roads will be unable to cope with the
likely impact of additionaltraffic. While it is appreciated that the developer is seekíng to have

additional bus and ferry services to the area, any additional bus services will be caught in the traffíc



bind exiting the Mortlake peninsula. There is also the question of the Mortlake ferry that already

carries signíficant traffic volumes with significant traffic backlogs that impact on traffic movements
along Hilly Street and other local roads .The subject development is likely to exacerbate this already
unsatísfactory situation.

There is also a significant impact on traffic seeking to enter or cross Parramatta Road as there are

limited opportunities for traffic to access the southern areas. This is particularly so ín peak traffic,
eventogettoBurwood. lnorderforanyfuturedevelopmentoftheConcord,CabaritaandMortlake
areas to be considered, there needs to be a traffic management study undertaken.

The subject development is also likely to have a significant visual impact on the area, particularly

when viewed from Majors Bay. As the area generally has freestanding dwellings of one to two
storeys in height, the subject development will not be in character w¡th existing development. This is
particularly so as the development will be along a ridge line.

ln light of the overdevelopment already existing in the area, arising from the Breakfast Point

development, the proposed development at the envisaged density shoutd not be allowed.

As indicated earlier, before any further development Ís allowed there needs to be a traffic
management plan developed and implemented for the overall area, not just for the Mortlake
peninsula.

We as long standing residents of what is becorning a jungle of unit developments, are opposed to
the subject development for the reasons outlined above.

The Body Corporate,does not make political donations to any party

Yours fai$fully

/',fu L,tl7'fd,..
Secretary

Strata Pla¡ 63027

Z- l.' ,, /, úrrL",,.(no_ .Ltzt
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Grahame Edw¡rds - MORTLAKE REDEVELOPMENT

From: "Ray & Glenda Rogers" <rayglenr@çg.com.au>
To: <"plan_comment"@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 12/ll20l I l:56 PM
Subject: MORTLAKE REDEVELOPMENT

Subject: MORTLAKE REDEVELOPMENT - PLANNING OFFICER

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for the opportun¡ty to make comment on this large development on a very narrow peninsula.

Having read the transcript from the November 7 meeting we feel that it is IMPoRTANT for the Council together with LOCAL RESIDENTS SUppoRT, to push for a
Public Hearing of PAC on th¡s development.

Bearing in m¡nd that there are stifl many sites that will become available for redevelopment on the Mortlake Peninsula over the next few years, perhaps single
dwellings, villas, town houses, may be more ¡n keep¡ng w¡th any remaining land available.

WhatismostimpoTtantisthatFULLREMEDIATIONSHOULDBECOMPLETEDBEFOREANYDEVELOPM€NTCANpRocEED (ReferKendallBay/Breakfastpoint
contamination, still not done)

9 stories are too high and 4-6 stories would be more than sufficient for that area, which already has a large number of well-established domestic residences with¡n
it.

The Mortlake Bus service is presently more frequent than cabar¡ta, which only has an hourly service on the week-ends fin¡shes in the late afternoon.
The statement from the Transport representative that if the demand ¡s there, more services will follow is "upside down thinking".
lfBusandRivercatServ¡cesaretherethepublicwillusethem,espec¡allyiftheycan'tgetoffthePeninsularfortrafficjams. Howaboutfrequentshuttleservices
down all the Peninsulas in the CCBC to central points?

Daily Commuters using the Rivercat fíll up the Commuters Car Park in Cabarita Park by the early hours of the morning and then proceed to fill other parking spaces
in the park as well as along Cabarita Road and the PRIVATE ROADS at Edgewood, Kendall lnlet & Breakfast Point who have the cost of ma¡nta¡ning the roadi within
each oftheir Estates, as well as paying higher Council rates.

We know there are always trade-offs between Developers and council ¡.e. water and drainage into Majors Bay, but even without redevelopment these matters on
an environmental basis need to be attended to by Council without allowing Developers to keep on adding floors to unit blocks, as has happened in Breakfast point.

Regards,

RAY & GLENDA ROGERs

Apt 12/ L Bayside Terrace,
Edgewood Estate

Cabarita.

10219743 2331 M:0405 115 873

file://C:\Documents and Settings\EdwardG3\Local Settings\TempU(Pgrpwise\4ED8EDACSYDNDOM2BRIDPOl00l32346tttü02l4ED... 2/l2l20tl
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1t2011 Grahame Edwards -...9 STOREYS !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!WE SAY NOOOOOOOO l!!!!! Seite 1

From: Grahame Edwards
To: mark.schofield@planning.nsw.gov.au
Date: 7ll24l20Il11:15 am
Subject: PART 3A DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL - WESTERN MORTI-AKE - 402 UNITS IN
14BUILDINGS 3 - 9 STOREYS t!!!!It!!!!!!! WE SAy NOOOOOOOO !t!!!t

As a resident of Concord/Mortlake I am EXTREMELY concerned about the
future development of the Hilly Street area. Approving such a huge
development would only open the doors to more of these high rises
being built in the area. Has NOBODY taken into account how
congested the Concord/Moftlake area already is, pafticularly as there
are only 2 streets leading out of this area (both streets one lane
either way!l) ? Is there no concern about the pollution which will
be associated with increased traffic in the area? Contamination of
the land in question????? Do the residents of this area have to sit
back and allow such a wonderful area to be destroyed by greed????
Does Concord infrastructure need to collapse before any action is
taken ????

To help the residents of this area IT IS IMPERAIVE THAT:

1. ALL Mortlake / Breakfast Point / Cabarita and Concord be informed
of this development, and

2. The exhibition period be extended to 28 February 20L2.

Give the residents a chance to have their say and be HEARD!!!!

Kind regards
Maria Rosina
Resident of Concord
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l4 Bayard Street
Motlake 2137 NSW

Major Projects Assessment
Dept of Planning & lnfiastructt¡re
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

RE: MPl0-0154

To whom it may concern,

We the under signed. ob.iect to the proposed developrnent [MP I 0-01 54] for the
fbllorving reasons.

Level of building [proposed 9 levels] contrary to council's guideline linrits
[4-5 levelsl
Dr¡e to e.risting multi drvelling apartments & increased size of nerv house
builds rve have already seen an increase in traffic, and this rvill onl¡,
worsen if this proposed developrnent in its cun'ent plan is allorved.
An allorvance of 1.5 car spaces per apartmetrt is not enough given the
an'rount of cars routinely parked on the streel around e.risting apartrnent
developments.

Council have yet to resolve the current traflic issues in this area, as raised
by residents at the nreeting held by Canada Bay Council at Concord RSL
on 2l't July 2o l L

We understand that all the existing industrial sites in Mortlake rvill eventually be
convertêd to residential. but it's the density of the sites that needs to be the nulnber
one consideration. Moftlake is located on a peninsula with only one way irr and one
\vay out [not counting the lilnited services of the Mortlake-Putney lerry service] so
traflic managenlent is very irnportant.

We look f'orward to continuing an open dialogue regarding this and any fiture
clevelopment.

a

a

a

a

Regards. . ,f r¡[. ,,:,'i.{. i
),

r, \ I
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Grahame Edwards - Submission Details for Julie Shaw

From:

To:

Date:

Sub¡oct:

cc:

Graheme Edwards

gr¿hãmê edwards@plann¡ng nsw gov au

12122011 12:2oPM

Subm¡ssion Delalls forJulie Shaw

assesments@planning nsw gov âu

I plann¡no a
I lnfrastrúcture

D¡sclosable Pol¡tical Donat¡on: no

Name: Julie Shaw
Ema¡l: finshaw@tpg com.au

Address:
3K¡ngston Ave

Mortlake, NSW
2137

Content:

Brays Road. Yet the rcads have not been altered to cater for the incresae in tEffic which already heavily increased in the last 5yrs. There is only one way in & out of this area & all
res¡dential w¡th street park¡ng & bearly room for cars to pass.
Proving improved public transport ¡emore buses is a problemat¡c solution as the geneÉl ârea ¡s isolated at nighl & no services after 11pm.
Public school¡ng is limited & most local schools are struggling to cope with the infrastructure needed to prv¡dê for the current ch¡ldren & would have d¡fficulty æping with more
Concord Hospital like all inner cìty hospitals is skuggl¡ng lo cope with the flow of seruice demand & is in need of a huge .

Finally how much of thê cunent development al Breakfast Point,Rhodes, BuMæd, Fivedock,Meadowbank , Balma¡n or even Drummoye are fully occupied.
This is an over k¡ll of the area that w¡ll be passed off as keeping a recession at bay, but at a cost to a community that l¡ves under ¡ts shadow Nothing to very little has been done w¡th
¡n infrastructure ofthe area dispite the huge development already in existence at Breakfast Point so dispite what plans your department bmay say economics of the current
government & econom¡c climate suggest ¡t ls not going to happen.

lP Address: '110-174-27-131,static tpgi com au - 110.174.27.'131
Submission: Online Submission from Julie Shaw (object)

Submission for Job: #4206 MPl0_0154 - Majors Bay - Residentiâl Development

Site:#2330 l\lajors Bay, Mortlâke

Julie Shaw

E :finshaw@tpg com.au

Powered by Am4i5¿tûg: Work Smart€r.

about:blank 2/12/2011
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Gr¿h¿me Edwards - MPIO 0154 - Majors Bay - Residential Development

From: "JohnSmall"<johnwsmall@iinet.net.au>
To: <grahame.edwards@planning,nsw.gov.au>
Date: 12/612011 6:13 PM
Subject: MP10_0154 - Majors Bay - Residential Development

Dear Grahame,

lnotefromyourwebsitethatthisprojectisstill onexhibítionandopenforsubmissions. lamaga¡nstapprovâl ofth¡sprojectin¡tscurrentformandsubm¡tthe
following:

This development should not be considered under Part 3A and should be returned to Council for determination. lf this development were to be approved
under Part 3A, it would leave plann¡ng for the Mortlake peninsular fragmented between State Govt and Council (part only of Breakfast Point is also subject
to 34, the rest subject to Council Master Plan and DCP). The possibility of achieving good overaf I planning outcomes for the area ¡s likely to be significantly
compromisedundersuchanarrangement,ashasalreadybeenapparentwiththesplitresponsibil¡tiesforBreakfastPoint(andKendallBay). Thisisdespite
the fact that this development consolidates the planning for a number of sites within its boundaries and so goes a small way towards achiev¡ng potentially
goodoverallplanning,butnowherenearfarenough. Shouldtheproposalgoaheadunder3A,therestofmycommentsapply.
The developer should be required to register the entire pro.¡ect under the Community Land Development Act and not individual sections under the Strata
Actinordertoproperlytakeaccountoftherightsandresponsibilitiesoffutureownersandresidentsinthedevelopment. ShouldCouncil-ownedstreets
cause the project to be non-cont¡guous and so cause diff¡culty with this, Council should transfer ownership of those streets to the developer and a lease

entered into with Counc¡l giving Counc¡l management and maintenance responsibilities over the streets for an extended period. ln particular, maintenance
responsibilities for streets with public access should not be placed on owners in the development.
TheoverallCouncilplanningguidelinesfortheareaareforanFSRof0.Tandbu¡ldingheightsof3-4storeys. Thedevelopmentshouldbeboundbythese
guidelines. The Breakfast Point precedent quoted for 9 storey buildings in the area (there are 5 such buildings in or proposed for Breakfast Point) and an
argumentonFSRrunningalongthelinesof "ifyouignoretheopenspaceatBreakfastPo¡nt,¡tsFSRisalsol.4"areentirelyspecious. Theactual/planned
FSRatBreakfastPoint,includingtheopenspaceformingpartofthesite,¡s0.7. ltneedstobemadequiteclearthattheFSRforthissiteandtheentire
peninsular should remain at 0.7.

The developer asserts that there will be no traffic impact from the development. However, the last time a detailed traff¡c study of the area was

undertaken,itwaspartoftheBreakfastPoint1999MasterPlanstudies, Atthatt¡me,BreakfastPointwasapprovedtohave1630residences. Breakfast
Po¡nt now has approved ¡n excess of 2000 residences plus a further 300 ret¡rement l¡vin8 apartments without further traff¡c study, and the potential that
more will be approved as planning approvals for the site are yet to be completed. Further, much of the access to the peninsular is via local streets whose
intersectionsarealreadyatsaturation. ThedevelopmentwillalsofunnelmoretraffictothecongestedBun¡roodRd/BurtonSt¡ntersectionnear
ParramattaRd. Furthertrafficstudiesareessentialandmustcoveraccesstotheentirepeninsular,includingaccesstothesouthandwestwithparticular
consideration to suburban streets and intersect¡ons affected.

I look forward to an outcome consístent with my comments.

Regards,

John Smoll

14 Breokfost Poínt Bvd

Br¿okfost Poinl N5W 2137
Ph: OZ 9743 l82O
Mob O42l 345 637
Fox: 029743 0861
E-noil; iohnwsmall@¡inet.net.au

file://C:\Documents and Settings\EdwardG3\Local Settings\TempDGgrpwise\4EDE5B37SYDNDOM2BRIDPOl00l32346ll lE5Fl\GW... 7ll2l20ll
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Grahame Edwards - Pa¡t 3A Development proposal western MoÉlake

From:
Tor
Date:
Subject:

Grahame Edwards
m a rk. schofield @ pla n n i n g. nsw. gov.a u
Itl24l20Lt 10:39 AM
Part 3A Development Proposal Western Mortlake

Dear Mark,

It has come to my attention that a proposal is being put forward to council to increase the current controls for
the size of development in the Mortlake area. This means that the potential development may be as many as
402 Units which will bring at least another 500 700 cars in the area and significantiy increase traffic in
Moftlake. This does not take into account any other smaller developments already underway.

We already have too much traffic and relative noise in Moftlake due to the over-development of BreaKast
Point. The roads and infrastructure are not suitable in the long-term to cope with the continued development
of Mortlake.

I am writing to you to ask for the following:

o Please advise all Mortlake residents of the potential development proposal and;¡ Please extend the exhibition period to 28 February 20t2

Please allow the residents of Mortlake due consideration and time to fully evaluate and assess the impact of
this potential development.

Bøtt1?øga.rd*

l+. ù.erw S wt¡,t n íôtí,y

o+o3087050

about:blank 24ltU201t
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Grahame Edwards - Application No. MP10_0154 Canada Bay

tr'rom:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Grahame Edwards
plan_comment@planning.nsw. gov. au
lll22l20l1 11:35 AM
Application No. MP 1 0_0 I 5 4 Canada Bay

Attention: Director, Metropolitan and Regional Projects- South

Attention :Graham Edwards

Residential redevelopment at 21-31 Edwin Street 16-22 Bennett Street, 1 Northcote Street and 1,4-22 Hilly
Street.
Proponent Mortlake Consolidated Pty Ltd
Application number MP10_-154

I object to the project as it is currently proposed. ln principal I support the redevelopment of the areas
proposed however the size, height and density of the proposed redevelopment are excessive in my view

ln particular for the following reasons:
1. Over densification- Mortlake is a narrow peninsular with just one main and narrow road running

through to a dead end, there is only one way in and out other than the Mortlake car ferry.
2. I live close to the Mortlake ferry and in the mornings I can wait for 10 minutes just to get out of my

driveway onto Hilly Street as traffic waiting for the ferry is backed back several hundred metres
along Hílly Street. lt is already gridlock and this will be exacerbated with this many people . Cars are
already travelling down the wrong side of the road in order to pass as Hilly Street in narrow and
there is no room for traffic to pass the ferry queue.

3. Evacuation in the event of an emergency would be exacerbated by the number of new residents
and vehicles in the area.

4. Parking- there is already no parking on the streets , even with just a few of the buildings currently
up for redevelopment being occupied with just a few employees . The influx of over 1000 people ,
probably each with a car, in the proposed 402 apartments will be even more problematic.

5. Breakfast Point may have high rise buildings but it has many green areas, parks, gardens and ovals
that give a bit of relief, however Hilly Street and its side streets are just narrow streets and to have
these towering buildings will negatively affect everyone's quality of life. Three to four stories is quite
high enough for such a small narrow area.

6. This proposed development will not be the end of development in this area as there will still be
many old factories and vacant blocks to be developed in the future. Given the restriction to access in
this area careful planning consideration needs to be given to the area as a whole to ensure ¡t is not
over populated and overdeveloped given the current infrastructure.

Valerie Southam
7 /24 HillV Street Mortlake

about:blank 22ltU20tl
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Grahame Edwards - Submission Details for Ralph Stedman

From:

To:

Dale:

Subject:

CC:

Grahame Edwards

grahame.edwards@planning nsw gov.au

1112212011 2:53 PM

Submission Details for Ralph Stedman

assessments@planning.nsw. gov.au

I

Planninq &
lnfrastrutture

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Ralph Stedman
Email: blantyre@hotmail.com

Address:
51 Hilly St

Mortlake, NSW
2137

Content:
I object to the development on the following issues:
a) Floor Space Ratio which is in the range of l.'l to 1.35. Nothing compares in the Mortlake peninsula with this high
ratio not even Breakfast Point which is 0.75 overall. What is more appropriate is medium density townhouses and/or
low rise apartments.

b)As a result of the above planning pressure,residential traffic flow into and out of the peninsula at peak times will
cause long delays reflecting back up the secondary arteries and onto the main roads, (Lyons, Parramatta Rd). This
has not been addressed in the traffic report and is contradictory to the supposed flow of industrial traffic which it
replaces. lf it was to replace industrial traffic (which was occur ring 20 years ago), that traffìc would not be coming into
the peninsula at 5.00pm nor leaving at 8.00am so how can it relate?? With all due respects to 'T and T Planning
Associates' their summary notes show that they have no local knowledge of this peninsula area, in fact the report does
not show the up to date bicycle routes properly.
Clearly, the inadequate parking provisions within the proposed dwellings assist the traffic delay as each resident hunts
for an extra space in Hilly St, Northcote, Bennet & Edwin St.

I P Add ress: 220-244-1 0 I -1 58.tpgi.com.a u - 220.244.1 01 .1 58
Submission: Online Submission from Ralph Stedman (object)

Submission for Job: #4206 MP'10_0154 - Majors Bay - Residential Development

Site: #2330 Majors Bay, Mortlake

Ralph Stedman

E : blantyre@hotmail.com

Powered by Afünitvlive: Work. Smarter

about:blank 22nU20tt



10 Bayard Street
Mortlake 2137 NSW

Major Projects Assessnr ent
Dept of Planning & lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

RE: MPl0-0154

To whom it rnay concern,

We the under signed. object to the proposed development IMPl0-0154] f'or
the fbllorvîng reasons.

Level of building Iproposed 9 levels] sontrary to council's guideline
limits [4-5 levels]
Due to existing rnulti dwelling apartÍrlents & increased síze of nerv
house builds we lrave already seen an increase in traflìc. and this
rvill only worsen if this proposed developrnent in its current plan is
allorved.
An allowance of 1.5 car spaces pcr apartÌncnt is not enough given
the amount olcars routinely parked on the street around existing
apartment developm en ts.
Council have yet to resolve the current tratlìc issues in this area, as
raised by residents at the meeting held by Canada Bay Council at
Concord RSt, on 21" July 201 l.

We understand that all the existing industrial sites in Mortlake rvill eventually
be converted to residential, but it's the deñsity oIthe sites that needs to be
the number one consideration. Mortlake is located on a peninsula rvith only
one way in and one way out Inot cgunting the limited services of the
lVlortlake-Putney ferry service] so traflìc tnanagernent is very important.'

We look forward to continuing an open dialogue regarcling this and any fìture
deve lopment.

Regards,

a

a

a

a

/-- ('r\... ¡)-¿l c.ra,/ ''S 
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1 December2}ll

Concerned Hilly Street Residents

C/- Graham Stevens
85 Hilly Street
Mortlake NSW 2137
Ph 0422934669

Major Projects Assessment,
NSW Department of Planning & lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001
Attention: Mr. Grahame Edwards
g rahame.edwards@planni ng. nsw. gov.au
Email: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au or

Proposed lnappropriate Development Mortlake Peninsula

Dear Sir/ Madam

Whilst we support the idea of developing the current dilapidated industrial sites for
residential homes, we wish to voice our concerns that the proposed development which
includes 9 storey towers on a 24,431 m2 site is a gross over development of the site.
The proponent acknowledges that the current maximum FSR is 0.75:1but they are
proposing 1.43:1, twice the allowed level. They flippantly suggest that this can be
justified because they will allow public access to the waterlront! We find that argument
less than compelling. lt is an example of maximising developer profits at the expense of
the amenity of the local community.

High rise developments of this type were pushed ahead over the objections and
concerns of residents in Kuringai and now the communities are paying the price.

Our specific concerns can be summarised as follows:

1) Too many apartments

- The proposal for 400+ apartments is much too dense for the site. There are already a
large number of apartments being built in this 'very small' and crowded suburb of
Mortlake and it will only become more crowded. The proposed minimum FSR of 1.43:1
represents a FSR rate about twice the currently maximum permitted rate of 0.75:1
and more than twice the current Breakfast Point FSR of 0.7:1

¡ Current planning requirements only require 302 on site car spaces for the
proposed 402 apartments. Having regard to the location and the demographics of



the area it is not unreasonable to assume that the development will add another
800 people to the area and 600 cars. That means another 300 cars will be parked
on the narrow adjoining streets, adding to the existing traffic congestion, and
presenting a real safety concern. That will be further exacerbated when the
currently approved developments totalling at least 200 dwellings in Hilly Street
and the adjoining streets are completed

¡ There is only 1 main land artery into this area and during peak hours traffic is
backlogged (and often dangerous). (Visit the Hilly Street / McDonald Street
intersection after school any evening)

¡ Another area of particular concern is the long queues for the car ferry (punt) which
extend from the punt back past Whittaker Street most mornings. (See photos). The
consequence of this is that residents are not able to exit their premises and cars
are forced to travel along the wrong side of Hilly Street, across double lines to
access the residences in western end of Hilly Street. (see photos)

. At night, there are cars parked all throughout the top-end of Hilly Street turning the
street into a narrow 1-lane road and causing difficulty for bigger cars to pass each
other. The rest of Hilly Street will only become more crowded following your
proposed 400+ apartments (regardless of your proposed underground car
parks).

- Recommendation- please substantially reduce the number of apaÉments proposed or
instead build houses or low-density townhouses.

(21 9 story apartments are much too dense and tall

' o Whilst your proposals cite the other g story apartments being built at neighbouring
Breakfast Point- this should not be used as precedence. The development should
be sympathetic to the local area. Breakfast Point has far larger open spaces and
several road aderies. Mortlake however is a small peninsular- apartments of that
height will destroy the current aesthetics and environment of this small suburb.
The northern end of Hilly Street in our view represents a more sympathetic scale of
development namely a mix town houses and 3-4 story apartments

(3) Ferry Services near Mortlake Punt

¡ lt has been suggested that the government to consider having a íerry stop near the
Mortlake Punt. Clearly this is a glib recommendation made without any
investigation to address the acknowledged inadequacy of the current public
transport on the peninsula.



There is nowhere on the peninsula to accommodate a new ferry stop let alone the
necessary commuter parking infrastructure

Perhaps a condition of any consent should be that the developers provide commuter
parking on their site with shuttle buses to the existing Cabarita wharf.

(4) Lack of recreational facilities

. Whilst we welcome the proposal for access to foreshores (this has always been a
condition of development in the area in the past) and some open spaces, the
current plans do not provide any community recreational facilities. This community
needs far more open spaces, parks, (maybe tennis courts, gyms, etc.).

5) Loss of amenity during construction

. There is no indication how long construction of this project will take. We have
already seen several sites in Hilly Street excavated and lying idle for several years.
The paint factory itself is an eyesore that the developer has made no effort to
remedy. lt is likely that if any development is approved the existing occupied
buildings on the site will fall into disrepair in a similar manner.

. The paint factory land will require major remediation and the community could be
faced with the similar inconvenience as suflered on the Rhodes Peninsula and the
early stages of Breakfast Point - noise, dust, heavy construction traffic, heavy
vehicles, and removal of toxins by burning or excavation. The bigger the
development the greater the loss of amenity.

. Add that to inadequate road infrastructure and the local residents, particularly
those north of the development will be faced with years of inconvenience.

Summary

Overall, whilst we welcome the idea of a master plan to replace the current run down
and disused industrial sites with residential area, we have very strong reservations
about the density and height of the apartments being proposed.

Mortlake is a small peninsula with very limited points of egress and is not equipped for
the scale of development that is proposed. We recommend substantially decreasing
the density of the development and the development of a new plan that is more
sympathetic to the local area , in keeping with the current maximum permitted FSR for
the area and the long term amenity of the residents.

We understand The NSW Government has affirmed its commitment to handing planning
powers back to local councils, and we believe that the Canada Bay City Council is much



bêtter squ¡pped to mako planning decisions in relatlon to this sitê than having thls
proposaf datermined under the cliscredlted Part 3A planning process.

,r | 85 Hilly Street, Morllake 2137

¿Jû"L
lan 87 Hllly Streèt, Mortlake 2137

& Joanne Hutton 83 Hilly Street, Mortlake 2137

Mayor, Canada Bay City Councll
Canada Bay City Council
Memberfor Drummoyme
Memberfor Reid

a

Gc Cr Angelo Tsirekis
Cr Neil Kensler
Mr John Sidoti MP,
MrJohn Murphy MP



TYPICAI MORNING TRAFFTC CONGESTION IN HHILLY STREET. MORTLAKE
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Typical morning ferry queue extending beyond
Whittaker

at low rise northem e¡rd ofM Street
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Grahame Edwards - Äpplication No. MP10_0154 Canada Bay

tr'rom: Grahame Edwards
To: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au
Date: lll23l20l1 12:35 PM
Subject: Application No. MP10_0154 CanadaBay

Attention: director, Metropolitan and Regional Projects-South

Attention: Graham Edwards

Residential redevelopment at 21-31 Edwin Street L6-22 Bennett Street, 1 Northcote Street and L4-22 Hilly
Street.
Proponent Mortlake Consolidated Pty Ltd
Application number MP10_-154

As a resident living adjacent to proposed development beautification of the Mortlake peninsular is well over
due, however I believe certain aspect of the project in particular size, height and densíty are more balanced
towards lining developers pockets with lack of consideration to residents long after the trowels have been
put down.

Mortlake has always attracted people to its foreshores due to its tranquil lifestyle low to medium density
living and the ability to get around quite easily weather on foot, bike or car, its seems to me that imposing a

project of this size will negatively affect everyone's quality of life and set new bench marks for future
projects to exceed (nine story building).

Mortlake's current infrastructure is at breaking point now with little to no parking especially towards the
northern part of Hilly Street not to mention the line up of traffic in the mornings waiting to utilise the

Mortlake car ferry. I have attached several photos taken on Tuesdav 22d November 2011 at 7 5Oam the line
up of vehicles trying to utilise car ferry restricting traffic flow from ferry access point to way past Northcote
Street. I live close to the Mortlake ferry and am unable to gain access to Hilly Street, sometimes having to
wait till the ferry returns due to vehicles blocking road access across my driveway. The northern part of Hilly
Street ¡s very difficult to get to unless you want to drive on the wrong side of the road, taking your life into
your own hands, understanding that Mortlake is a narrow peninsular with just one main and narrow road
leading to a dead end.

I hope you can understand that progress is part of life, however careful planning consideratíons needs to be
given as a whole so we can all benefit from the development, and the area is not overdeveloped or over
populated given the current infrastructure.

Ray and Carmela Tabone
8 / 24 HillV Street Mortl a ke

about:blank 23ltU20t1



Page I of I

SP

Grahame Edwards - Submission Details for John Taylor

From:

To:

Dalå:

Sub¡ectl

cc:

John Tâylor <jandntay¡o¡@bigpond æm>

<grahâme sdwards@planning nsw gov ãu>

121112011 lltlB AM

Submission Details for John Tâylor

<âssessments@plann¡rE nsw gov au>

X Deparlmentof Plann¡ng

Disclosable Political Donat¡on: no

Name: John Taylor
Email: jandntaylor@bigpond.com

Address:
508/'17 Peninsula Dr¡ve

Breakfast Point, NSW
2'137

Content:
¡/y w¡fe and I (John and Nancy Taylor) strongly object to this proposed development on numerous grounds, which âre reflected ín the fact that ¡t does not comply with the C¡ty of
Canada Bay Local Env¡Þnmental Plan 2008.

two and a hãlf times greater than the regulat¡ons would perm¡t. lts proposed floor space would be very nearly double that perm¡tted by the regulations.

and departing
Parking problems already existing on Tennyson Road and w¡thin Breakfast Po¡nt would be further exacerbated The prcposed development would add a large number of vehicles to
the area w¡th a detrimental ¡mpact on the res¡dents.

Tennyson Road overlook¡ng the
bay
The submiss¡on concept plan lacks clar¡ty and is ambiguous regard¡ng many issues, including the number of apartments, the number of car spaæs, lack of informat¡on as to the
open space and environment, landscap¡ng and the preseruation of the mangroves.

lP Address: cpe-139168-161-54-lnsl0 woo bigpond net.au - 139 168.161 54
Submission: Online Submission from John Taylor (obiect)

Submission forJob: #4206 NIPf0_0154 - Maþrs Bay - Residentiat Devetopment

Site: #2330 l\4ajors Bay, Mortlake

John Taylor

E : jandntaylor@bigpond com

Powered by AfidlyLiyg: Work Smarter.
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Grahame Edwards . Submission Details for lan Thomas

From:

To;

Oalo:

Subleot:

cc:

GEhame Edwards

grahame edwârds@plênn¡ng,ns. gov au

1212J2O11 12i1APM

Submlsslon Dêtâilsfor lan Tbomãs

ase$ments@plânn¡ng nsw.gov,¿u

I plann¡nq a
I lnfrastrúcture

Disclosable Pollticel Donat¡on: no

Name: lan Thomas
Email: ithomas@dapro.com.au

Address:
130 Tennyson Rd

Mortlake, NSW
2'137

Content:
Had a
that is

very
part

good look at the plans and overall, it's an enomous improvement on the derilect or severely degraded bu¡ldings that currently oæupy much of the sites. lnfrastructure
and parcel ofthe project is, in fact, quite delightfu'l

lan Thomas

lP Address: cpe-58-173-73-69 cqzcl ken bigpond.net.au - 58.173.73.69
Submission: Online Submission from lan Thomas (support)

Submission for Job: #4206 NIPl 0_01 54 - Maþrs Bay - Resident¡al Development

Site: #2330 Majors Bay, l\,lortlâke

lan Thomas

E : ithomas@dapro.com.au

Powered by AE!i&t!g: Work. Smarter.

about:blank 2l12l20r.l
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Grahame Edwards - FW¡ Application No. MP10_0154 Canada Bay

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:
CC:

Grahame Edwards
pl a n_com ment@ pla n n i n g. nsw. gov.a u
IIl23/20tL 12:40 PM

FW: Application No. MP10_0154 Canada Bay
council@canadabay.nsw. gov.au

Attention: Director, Metropolitan and Regional Projects- South

Attention : Mr. Graham Edwards

Residential redevelopment proposal at 21-31 Edwin Street 16-22 Bennett Street, 1 Nofthcote Street and 14-
22 Hilly Street.
Proponent Moftlake Consolidated Pty Ltd
Application number MP10_-154

We strongly object to this project as it is currently proposed. In principal however we support the
redevelopment of the areas proposed however the size, height and density and therefore overall impact of
this proposed redevelopment is clearly excessive.

In pafticular strongly object to this project for the following reasons:

This proposed development is but one (proposed) development and cannot with any level of rational be
allowed to proceed without a complete and detailed review of all current, planned and future developments in
the complete Mortlake peninsular. A suggestion to proceed with this massive project in isolation is most
concerning indeed. The mere thought of continuing without a detailed and complete plan of this entire
historic and unique peninsular could well be catastrophic for not only Moftlake, but the Canada Bay area as a
whole. Given the restriction to access in this area careful planning consideration needs to be given to the area
as a whole to ensure it is not over populated and or overdeveloped given the current infrastructure and
demands placed upon it.

Over densification- Mortlake is a very narrow peninsular with just one main and narrow road running
through to a dead end. There is only one way in and out (other than the Mortlake car ferry, which hãs a high

existing demand). Should this project as it currently stands occur, the traffic volume will increase
dramatically, let alone the mass parking problems it will also create.

We live close to the Mortlake ferry and in the mornings can wait several minutes just to get out of my
driveway onto Hilly Street as traffic waiting for the ferry is backed back several hundred metres up Hilly
Street. It is already a gridlock and this will be exacerbated with this many people adding to the existing
difficulties. Cars and trucks are already travelling down the wrong side of the road in order to pass the Hilly
Street ferry queue as there is no room for traffic to pass. It is already and accident waiting to happen and to
increase this signifìcantly would create increased danger or worse.

Evacuation in the event of an emergency would be exacerbated by the number of new residents and vehicles
in the area. If it were to happen now it would be difficult, let alone with a enormous increase of population.
And should an emergence occur out of ferry operating times, then that would only make matters worse still.

Parking- there is already next to no parking on the streets, even with just a few of the buildings currently up
for redevelopment being occupied with just a few employees. The influx of over 1000 + people plus their
visitors fiust for this site alone), probably each with a car, in the proposed 402 apartments will be even more
problematic.

BreaKast Point may have high rise buildings but it has many, many green areas, parks, gardens and ovals
that give a bit of relief and balance. Hilly Street however and its side streets are just narrow streets and to
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-'these towering buildings will negatively afl'ect everyoneb quality of life. Two to three stories is quite high
enough for such a small narrow area. The lack of green space ín this proposed development is poor at besl

We agree that development is required for this site(s), but please lets be sensible and manage.it carefully
and not ruin this most valuable and peaceful area of the Sydney harbor foreshore

Regards

Lyn Thompson
3/24 Hilly Street
Mortlake NSW 2L37

Mavis Thompson
4/24 Hilly Street
Mortlake NSW 2L37
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Grahame Edwards - Submission Details for Matthew Turnbull

From:

To:

Date:

Subject:

CC:

Grahame Edwards

grahame.edwards@planning.nsw gov.au

1'111112011 4:53 PM

Submission Details for Matthew Turnbull

assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au

I

I Hann¡ng &
llnfrastructure

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Matthew Turnbull
Email: matthewjturnbull@gmail.com

Address:
25117 Orchards Avenue

Breakfast Point, NSW
2137

Content:
I reject the project.
1) The development at Breakfast Point has already been compromised by developers increasing the number of
residential allotments without keeping open spaces, nor addressing parking.
2) Would need increased public transport options.

I P Address: 1 4-200-1 2-1 1 L static.tpgi.com,au - 1 4.200.1 2.1 1 I
Submission: Online Submission from Matthew Turnbull (comments)

Submission for Job: #4206 MP10-0'154 - Majors Bay - Residential Development

Site: #2330 Majors Bay, Mortlake

Matthew Turnbull

E : matthewjturnbull@gmail.com

Powered by Affìnitvlive: Work. Smarter
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Grahame Edwards - mp10 0154 residential development

From: Grahame Edwards
To: mark.schofield@planning.nsw.gov.au
Date: lllIll20ll 5:23 PM
Subject: mpl0 0154 residential development
CC: angelo.tsirekas@canadabay.nsw.gov.au

As as resident of Concord i wish to be more informed on the proposed 3a development at western
mortlake.Not enough information seems to notified to us at Cabarita.please extend the exhibition
period for longer than 17 November for this reason and the impact of trafficl development this will
add to an already overloaded peninsula.

Yours Sincerely

M Underwood

about:blank tt/t1l20tl
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Attention Dirccttrr
lVletropo I i1a rr an d Rsgiorral Proj ects-South
Major Projcct Assessrnents-
DeparLment ol- Plannirrg & I nfiast ructule-
GPO BOX 39
Sydnc'1, NSW 2001

MrS&MrsAVassallo
24 Anderson Road.
C'oncord NSW 2137

Rctlevclopment Application No. ( MPl0_015-l )

tìcsiclential rcclerelu¡rrrrent ¿ìt 2l--3 I Ldriin Strcel. l6-22 Ilennett Strcet. I Nttt'thcote

Street. ancl l-l-2f tlillr Strec-l. Moltlake.

\\'e are against thc abovclnelttiolrecl der"eloprnenl olrlorc re'sitlcntial Lltrilditrgs in tlrc
ittcâ
i\s thcsc uill onll acld 1o thc tmffic corìgestion tlrat rre'arc rl()\\'crpcricrrcitrg

Yours sinccrs
/

/t ./.-, -)(,,,t/-/-

Salvatole & Anna Vrssallcr

enl cf Plannlno
eteived a

Scanning Room

Deparim
Dt\

1 I NO\/ 2011



Planning &
lnfrastructure

28 October 2011

MrsA&MrSVassallo
24 Anderson Road

CONCORD NSW 2137

Dear SirlMadam

Subject:

Contact: Grahame Edwards

Phone: \02) 9228 6441

Fax: Q2)92286455
Email:

grahame edwards@planning nsw'gov a

Our ref: MP10-0154

o

at

Mecone.onbehalfoltvlortlakeConsoliclateclPtyLirrritecl.hassubmittedanEnvironmentalAssessment(EA)for
the above ProPosed Project'

Thepublicexhibitionperiodforthisprojecthasbeenextendeduntil 
Friday2December20ll' TheEAmaybe

viewecl on the Departrn".-rt'*"i"¡te 1ma¡orpro¡ecrr.p'1"*i.g.";tov.uu¡-or 
during regular business hours at:

. Department of PlanninS & !lflgtlluli!l!..lfo't"iion 
Centre' 23-33 Bridge Street' Sydnev'

' citv of Canada e"V'ölincif ' 1A Marlborough Streeî' Drummoyne; and

: ;;å;;ìini-v do Flavelle street' concord'

lf you wish to make a submission on the project, it nrust reach the Department by close of business on Friday 2

December 201 1.

For further details on how to make a submission' please see overleaf'

Persons lodging submissions are required to declare reportable n9r1uc,1r donations (ìncluding donations of $1000

or nrore) made in the previous two years' 
-fãi 

n.or" details' in"ìutfing a disclosure form' go to

wrrv. ptan ning. nsw. g ov' a uidonati o ns'

Under section 75H of lhe Environm

provide coPi
submissions
copy of Ycur
Proponent, t

Yourcontactofficerforthisproposal.GrahameEdwards.canbecontactedon(02)g22B6441orviaemailal
orahame eclwards@planning.nsw.grv.uu. 

pt""rJää*"--atito,'"'ponclence regarding the proposal to the

ãttention of the contact ofllcer'

Yours sincerelY

lr4ichael Woodland
öi;;;t"t,'rrl"iróþor it"n an d Regi o n al P rojects South
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RE; PART 3A CONCEPT PLAN
RESIDENTIAL PROJECT MORTTAKE
(MP10_0 L54)

Having attended the Public Meeting at Massey park Golf Club, on
Monday 7th November, I object to this plan, and I am seriously
concerned by the over overdevelopment of the Mortlake Area. I

have been a resident in this area for the past 30 years and when the
original plans for redevelopment were discussed, the area was to be
of medium density housing only, a fact that has been forgotten or
discarded in the intervening years.

To call this a "Concept Plan" and to compare it to the Breakfast

Point Development, is on the part of Mortlake Consolidated pty Ltd,

ambitious, as their development in contras! has neither the
community facilities nor the open space ratios required for the
number of proposed residents.

My main concern is as follows:-

Traffic and Transport:

Hilly Street is the only access to Mortlake point. At the entrance to
Hilly Street where it meets Bertram Street, there is a round- a- bout,
and the roadway narrows consíderably. From this point until
McDonald Street, on the right of the street, there is a Ballet School,
a factory, and the entrance to the Car Park ofthe palace Hotel, on
the left there is private housing. The Public Buses have trouble
negotiating this area.

It was stated at the meeting that residents would use the public
transport system, as this would reduce to number of cars using the
area, this concept has not worked in the Rhodes Area and they have

a train station, I cannot see them using the current system in

Mortlake as ittakes approx,30-40 minutes to reach a railstation
form the Mortlake area by bus. To compare the numbers to the days

when AGL was functioning is a myth as there were trams that ran to
the AGL site co-ordinated with their shift changes to carry the
workers,

Since AGL has closed heavy transport has been limited to trucks
carry building materials and removal vans in the area.



The narrowing of Bennett and Edwin Streets is blatant public land

grab to increase the open space area ratios, I presume, and would

be better used for on street parking for visitors and the residents.

Environment:

This Residential Project of 400 units is on the foreshore of Majors

Bay. This is a shallow bay (apparently you can walk across it a low

tide) off the Parramatta River. lts mangrove trees on the edge of the
water have been protected under the law and lt has taken many

years for their regrowth. The subsequent return of water birds to
the area has been a delight to watch and I feel this project will place

undue pressure on a very fragile environment.

I have waited for years for the Bay Walk to be developed, may be

this time.
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ATTN: Director, Metropolitan and Regional Projects - South

Name : Anthony & Vicki Vulic
Address: 153 Majors Bay Rd Concord
Application name: Residential redevelopment aI2l-31 Edwin St, 16-22 Bennett St, 1 Northcote
St, and l4-22Hilly St Mortlake
Application Number: MP 1 0_0 I 54

I object to the this proposal on the following grounds -
l. Traffic congestion. This area is already suffering traffic congestion. Adding more cars on

the road is -
a. Dangerous
b. An inconvenience to residents. I find it hard to get out of my driveway as it is let

alone adding 400 - 1000 additional cars on the road in this area. What is being
done to address the addition ofthese vehicles on our roads

2. Streetscape. We currently don't have any 9 storey residential buildings in the area. There
has been a lot of development allowed by the council with the Cabarita/Breakfast Point
area but at least this development is within 3-4 storeys. These proposed building should
fit within the existing streetscape. Not stand out !

Anthony & Vicki Vulic



:r
Page I of I

Grahame Edwards - MaJors Bay Resldential Development MP f 0_0f 54

From: SANDRAWAKEHAM<sandrawakeham@yahoo.com.au>
To: "grahame.edwards@planning.nsw.gov.au" <grahame.edwards@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: lll30/20117:43Pill
Subject: Majors Bay Residential DevelopmentMP 10 0154

We are against the development for the following reasons

1. ThecurrentFSRis0.T5: I andtheproposedFSRis 1.43: I
This is nearly double the current accepted FSR in the area

2. The height limit for the area is 34 stories the proposed is up to 9 stories

This will result in too many units in a small area which will end up with haffic jams as they are planing to narrow
some oftìe surrounding streets.

3. The 9 story building will look out ofplace on such a small narrow peninsular and will set a precedence for other developers
to do the same along the narrow peninsular

4 There is only one bus service in the a¡ea which would not cope with the inc¡ease volume ofresidents.

5 The queue for the punt to cross the river in peak hour is already becoming a problem with traffic so when you add
into the area another thousand people where do they go.

6. There seems to be inconsistency in the documentation as to what they are going to build and where they are going to build it.

In summary this development as it is proposed would have a disastrous impact on the quite life ofthe residents in the area
and should be refused.

Regards
Graham rffakeham and Sand¡a Wakeham
40211 Orchards Ave Breakfast Poi¡t

PS We have never made a cont¡ibution to the Labor or Liberal Parties or any candidate

file://C:\Documents and Settings\EdwardG3\Local Settings\Temp\)CPgrpwise\4ED6877ASYDNDOM2BRIDPOl00l32346l I 1D74t\Grù/... 1ll2l20ll
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Cynthia Wearne

106/10 Peninsula Dr

Breakfast Point NSW 21.37

L/12/17

RE: Development Application Number MP10_0154 for proposed development at Mortlake

I would like to submit my objection to the proposed plan for redevelopment of the Mortlake

peninsula in its current form. Whilst I agree that the area should be developed, the proposed

development on a small peninsula ¡s not appropriate, The planned proposal is overdevelopment

My reasons for this include:

Heíght of the development-buildings should be limited to a height of preferable 3-5 storeys.

The area consists mostlyof single leveland duallevelhouses and to add 9 storey buildingsto

this would make it an incongruent streetscape,

Number of proposed units- the number of additional occupants in this small area would be

environmentally disastro us. 402 apartments would be a minimum of 600 people mostly all

with cars. What infrastructure is planned to cater for such a large influx of people? Where is

the green-space, where are the recreational sites?

Traffic management - with so many more people comes so many more cars and pollution, lt
is a peninsula with extremely limited road access. No extra roads can be built. Where are the

cars supposed to go? Where will they park íf they have more than one car per unit?

Breakfast Point is an example of a poor decision to allow tall buildings in the estate. They are

an eyesore here and the parking issues it has caused is problematíc,

Hístory should have taught us to learn from previous mistakes. Do not permit another area to be

overdeveloped, Has anyone thought of the social impact it would have on the residents of such an

overcrowded community? Have the number of hospital beds been increased, the number of nursing

home beds etc to cater for the additional increase? The Federal, State and local governments are

already stretched in this area and do not have the funding to cater for the residents that are already

here.

I recommend that the developers submit an alternative proposal which considers not just the best

way of maximizing the money in their own pockets but that considers that we are talking about real

people and how thís will impact on their lives and the local environment.

Yours sincerely

a

a

a

a

C¡inthia Wearne
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Grahame Edwards - Submission Details for ian west

Fromi

To:

OatE:

Subj.ct:

cc:

Gøhemc Edwerds

grahame,edwards@planring ns gov eu

12¡112011 10ie3 Fún

Subm¡ssion Details for ¡ãn west

assessments@plânn¡ng nsw gov au

Disclosable Polidcal Donation: no

Name: ian wesl
Ema¡l: iãnwestS@b¡gpond.com

Address:
204 (1-9) admiralty drive

breaKast point, NSW
2'137

Content:

lnaflnal numberfarinexæssof402 (B)Heightoftheresidence.Theproposedheightofthe9,6,and4storeybuildlngsexceedthe3storeyl2meheheight¡ncouncilsLE.P (c)

and landscaping.

lP Address: cpe-124-176-l 19-223,lns8.ken.bigpond.net.au - 124.176.'119-223
Subm¡ss¡on: Online Subñlss¡on from ian west (ob¡ect)

Submission for Job: fi4206 [,lP l0_0154 - l\4aþrs Bay - Resid€ntial Development

Site: #2330 lVajors Bay, Mortlake

ian west

E : ¡anwestS@bigpond.com

Powered by An4iltlyg: Work. Smarter.
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48/21 Tennyson Road,
BreakfastPoint N.S.W. 2137.

29.tl-2011.

Department of Planning & fnfrastructure,
23-33 Bridge Street,
Sydney. N.S.lV.2000.

attention: nirector, Metropolitan and Regional projects - south.

Dear Sir,

Re: Application NumberMpf0 0154
Residential l)evelopmeng nlorflake.

\ile thankyou for your letter dated 2g octoberr 20ll re the above concept plan.
However, we must objectto the insufrrcienttime allowed ..to make a subñission
on.the project"which "must reach theDepartment by close of business on
Friday 2 necember 2!lt:'. a project of the dimensioís of this concept plan
requires more time than you heve allowed.

Be that as it mayrwe believe the conceptplan is essentially a local conmunity
lst

ure

abolished, and, in our opinion, this Concept
e Council of the City of Canada Bay for
Council's Environnental plan.

we understand canada Bay council has already told the proponent, Mortlake
Consolidated Pty Ltd' th¡t the floor-to-space ratio at double that allowed under
the council's planning regulations was unacceptable. Therefore, your
Department shoutd reject the proponent's appùcation received by you for the
same reason.

Other objections which come to mind include:

1. the increased tr¡ffic congestion crea
vehicles, trucks, and Government buse.s _ r
streets on the peninsular which were not d b

volume created by some 402 residents and families living in the area using
s, less the vehicles already used by
forget other building wilt conúinue in

c.

street maintenance will increase, and some streets wíll be unsuitable for the
increased volume of traflic e.g. Hilly Street has drains across it at intersections.



2- lhe c-guncil's plandng regulation for building height has been greafly
exceeded. This is another reason for your Departmcnt rejecting the Concópt
Plan.

rt is all very well for devclopers to move into an area, construct buildings,
hopefuþ to their own specifications, then move a$¡ay, but the communltysuffers
if the whole process is not properly controlled by the local authority, in tiis case,
the Canada Bay Councit.

Preparing a development submission to present to council Ís obviousþ an
erpensive and lengthy exercise, but it must be prepared in accordancó *itn tne
Councilts Environment Plan.

under the circumstances, the Department's rejection of the above concept plan
would be greatly appreciated.

Yours faithfull¡

R.K. White.

B-P. White.

f,?a 4ruL
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Mark SchofÌeld - Planning Feedback - Western Mortlake

From: Samantha ZammiI"<mrszammo@hotmail.com>
To: <mark.schofield@planning.nsw.gov.ârr), <angelo.tsirekas@canadabay.nsw.gov.au>
Date: ll3l20l2l2:32PM
Subject: Planning Feedback -'Western Mortlake
CC: <neil.kenzler@canadabay.nsw.gov.au>

Hi Mark,

I realise that I am late entering into this debate, but I cannot let this feedback slide. I am very disappointed
to learn that there is a large development being planned in Western Mortlake and this is being approved and

managed by the State Liberal Gov't without any consideration to local residents.

The whole reason that I voted Liberal in this past election was to get rid of the corruption and debacle that
was going on with Frank Sartor and the power that he took away from the local councils to make deals wíth
developers to get plans through approval process that had been knocked back by local councils. lt was

totally wrong and criminal that someone in the public office was allowed to do that for so long.

I believe that you are following in Frank's footsteps and maintaining control even though we had been

advised that Part 3A was dead.

Why are you pressing ahead with the Part 3A application for Western Side of the Mortlake peninsula?

You have not been completely honest in your disclosure on what areas you are considering as part of this
development. Why is this? Are you also now doing deals with Developers who care NOTHING for the local

residents?

Do you live in this area? Do you understand the impact? Do you care?

I have got to ask you with all of these new residents moving into this area......what about the infrastructure
to support these residents. A local article was published in the paper a year or so back advising that
Concord/Mortlake area was going to increase by 10K residents with current planning records and

constructÍon in Breakfast Point.

But have we seen new roads? NO

Have we seen new hospitals? NO

Have we seen new schools being built? NO

Where are the new public transport systems to support all of these new residents?

With this new development in Mortlake we will have thousands of new cars coming out of Mortlake every
day and where are they going to drive to? Up Hilly Street to an already over congested intersection at
Bray's Road where there has already been a school kid hit by a bus last year and then out down through
Cabarita Junction which is turning out to be a very very busy roundabout with daily queues now to move

through the roundabout in peak times. Or down through residential streets out through Norman Street and

then onto Concord Rd where most mornings traffic is back 1 km from the intersection with Homebush Bay

drive.

Youguysonlythinkabout REVENUE. More land rates, moretaxes, more ratesforCouncil. You have NO

care for existing people nor our needs. I thought that a liberal Gov't was going to improve. Was going to rid
us of corrupt Gov'ts who wasted millions and millions of tax payers' dollars yet sent our State into debt. I

don't understand why we now don't have change on Part 34.

file://C:\Documents and Settings\maschofield\Local Settings\TempU(Pgrpwise\4F02F5.. . 210212012
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We are already suffering from decisions made by Frank Sartor around the Breakfast Point development. lt
was passed through residents with a fixed agreement on % of commercialto residential property and
agreements around density and high rise levels. But post the development going through the Developers
requested ammendments to increase density and increase high rises and reduce the % of commercial
property and there was nothing that the existing residents could do other than live with it. And now we
have a similar situation with Mortlake a huge development area.

Do you people actually care about the future of Sydney? Do we want to see high rises all along Sydney's
waterfront? Surely not.

I would like to see the road/traffic studies that were conducted around the proposed plan.
I would also like to understand why you are proposing to increase height in Western Mortlake development
from current 3-4 stories to 9 stories? What is the justificatíon for this?
I would also like for you to explain, with some common sense, why you think this developer wanted to
negotiate with you vs negotiate with the Local Council?

I am sick and tired of the bullshit that goes on with politicia'ns these days. I have wanted labour out for years
and years. The rot set in with that ¡ncompetent Bob Carr who now earns a fat pension from tax payers and
has a cushy job with a private orga nisation on top. Him a nd all of his front bench people should be put in
jail for what they have done to NSW over 10 yrs.

Are you guys going to be any better?

It appears in this particular scenario that you are not.

lf it wasn't for people like Neil - the only council member that does anything good in my opinion in this
area.......this scenario would continue to go on unnoticed.

Samantha Zammit

file://C:\Documents and Settings\maschofield\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4F02F5... 210212012




