18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSI PPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
ebject to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

« The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct, if
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents, More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.
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Yours faithfully,




18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDBNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Pelicy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals,

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consuitants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and
convenience.

-~ The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate, The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minerity of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the propesal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: _AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

~ The Neighbourhood Policy included in the preposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university's lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantjal
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with seme residents but this will not provide those with an interestin

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,
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18th February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

BE; AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’'s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals,

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrcunding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience,

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
ariginally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertalke
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views,
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,
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18™ February, 2012

Major Projects Assessmeit,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO; MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan, We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The propesal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the propesal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker couid make a
valid decision in support bf the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and

substitute analyses ¥nderfaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we haye mhade no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to deciine the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the propesal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university's lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful hreaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary te the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers, This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conelusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

canvenience.

- The university's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to locai residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interestin

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, de not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to deciine the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfu;léézﬂb
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AU LIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Cathelic University,
abject to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those
approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers, This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantia)
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interestin
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal, These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with

the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of ity original planning approvals, which

have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those
approvals,

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience,

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadeguate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interestin

the proposal encugh opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years,
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From: <a.michael@optusnet.com.au>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 11:07 am 26/02/2012
Subject: Australian Catholic University, Strathfield Campus, Strathfield (NP 10_0231)

Att: Mark Brown

Dear Sir,

My name is Dr. Anthony Michael and i reside at 43 Marion Street Strathfield 2135 along with my wife
Susan and four children. We have lived in the Strathfield community for over 20 years and chose to
five in this region because of the low traffic and heritage nature of the community. In fact, Marion
Street has Heritage restrictions on the type of dwelling that may be built and rules governing even
minor renovations to the facade of the houses in this streel.

| have attended the community meetings regarding the proposal put forward by the Australian
Catholic University to expand its Strathfield campus. Whilst i have nothing but respect for centres of
education and in fact my daughter graduated from the ACU i do STRONGLY OBJECT to this current

proposal by the ACL.
} object to this proposal on the grounds that -

1. The proposed new buildings are not in keeping with the heritage nature of the streets surrounding
the ACU.

2. The expansion will bring a unreascnable flow of traffic to a primary residential area.
3. The changes to the flow of traffic in Barker Road are unreasonable for a suburban street.

4. The changes to parking and the increased flow of traffic in Marion Street is of particular concern to
my family as this street is already congested with traffic and parking from St Patricks College. {
believe that it is ridiculous to have a heritage listing on Marion Street yet allow these traffic parking
restrictions and increased fraffic flow in the same street.

5. 1 would also like to point out that a application for a child care centre on the corner of Barker and
Marion Street South, a facility which was more in keeping with the need of the community, was
rejected by Council on the grounds that there was in sufficient parking and it would bring unnecessary
traffic to the area yet the ACU and its impact on local traffic is many times larger and much more
interfering with the local community then this smalt child care centre.

The feeling of my neighbours and the community at large is strongly opposed to this proposal as i am.
| hope that the department of planning and infrastructure will listen to the wishes of the community.

I await acknowledgment of this email and look forward to your reply.

Kind regards

Dr Anthony Michael

43 Marion Street

Strathfield NSW 2135
0400022411



18 February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and I[nfrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residentizal precinet and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those
approvals,

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. 1f
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience,

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interestin
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, de not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support ofthe proposal, These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
#ken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.
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d¢ino reportable’political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,




18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

-~ The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary te the intentions underlying those

approvals,

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinet, If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience,

«  The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made
Yours faithfully/

NAME: A aes f/;,;:,c' P FET
appRESs: _(7¢%x. /// £r~-7¢ ﬁ,c/’f"”i 7z A2/
STRTIEIE 0 AU ZI%S

eportable political donations in the previous two years.
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18" February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP1( 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Pian. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary te the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantjal
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. 1f
allowed to oceur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in
the proposal encugh opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal,

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully, )ﬁ
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18% February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NQ: MP10 0231,

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university's lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
refation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comnprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents, More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents bat this will not provide those with an interestin

the propesal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU,

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasenable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years. yzj

Yours faithfully, M
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,
E; AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

«  The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of lacal residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university's lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants, The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,

NAME: Dy & Mha T e g & Ky

ADDRESS: 24 BARKER LoHD
STH W7IF 51 IE by 97354
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the beundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university's lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct, If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
eriginally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully, W
o Mae © ond e BORBRATT

ADDRESS: Cf N @/U%) (Lo
Staedtin e ld N/ 2028
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Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 075

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal autright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents hy including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Pelicy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traific and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhaod. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those
approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers, This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the unIversity and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinet. If
allowed to oceur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their rroperties and would interfere with their safety, peace and
convenience,

- The university's consultation with the local community has been inadequate, The university
ariginally provided information to lacal residents that was net comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an intérestin
the proposal enongh opportunity to express their views,

Due to these and othar reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errars and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the praposal, These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal,

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years,

Yours faithfuily,
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Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 9231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinet and diminishes
the privacy of Jocal residents by including new 3 and 4 starey buildings near the boundary of the
university en Barker Road,

- The Neighhourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s Jack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches ofits original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those
approvals.

~ The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinet. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the guiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and
convenience.

» The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
10 a minority of affected residents. Mora recently, it appesrs that the university may undertake
gome further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interestin
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views,

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.,

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable palitical donations in the previous two years,

Yours faithfully,
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18t February, 2612

Major Projects Assessment,
Department of Planning and Infrastructure,

GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,
E: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP1G¢

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighhourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university's lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals,

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and
convenience, '

- The university's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.
Yours faithfully,

‘
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and ether amenity impacts on the neighbourheod. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers, This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
cenclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct, If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience,

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Shouid the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,

vave: T GRICY CMALIER S |
ADDRESS: 5[0 T{P\h\(ﬁ}j{ Q{E - /‘
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC VERSITY APPLICATION NO; MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university's lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents' rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience,

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interestin
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Pue to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfuily,

A5
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Qur key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road,

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minerity of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with seme residents but this will not provide those with an interestin
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not suppert the proposal by ACU,

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consuitants mean that no reasonable decision maker could malke a
valid decision in support of the propesal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,- 5
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright,

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university's lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originaily provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have madgno reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully, M .

e _Aiandyy st e,
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18t Yebruary, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,
RE; AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP1G 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university en Barker Road.

. The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and
convenience,

- The university’s consuitation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will net provide those with an interestin

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in-support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours ithfull{g, W

NAME: g\/\\c‘t e Thomson
ADDRESS: SS Neuuton Rocich P SE e -F'\\P o




18tk February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Pelicy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university's lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhcod contrary te the intentions underlying those
approvals.

- The proposal confains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers, This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenietice.

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally previded information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents, More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need te be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,

NAME: GQ(’iVDD’\ BOV\ C.Zl@(/f
ADDRESS: ‘GU;J A[b&"# ROC{O{*’/ 6’7—#&‘{% ‘@l(‘i’ ld«
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Mark Brown - Submission Details for Gaynor Boroczky

: & AR SRR S e e s
Seceond

From: Gaynor Boroczky <gaynor.boroczky@gmail.com> f\ﬁo!’\/\(ff"l el

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

Date: 28/02/2012 9:19 PM

Subject: Submission Details for Gaynor Boroczky

cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

e | Planning &
Q@& infrastructure

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Gaynor Boroczky
Email: gaynor.boroczky@gmail.com

Address:
196 Albert Road

Strathfield, NSW
2135

Content:
Dear SirfMadam,

{ am a concerned resident of Strathfield, and am directly impacted by the current operation of the Australian Catholic
University (ACU) and its planned expansion (MP 10_0231}. | object to the proposal on the following grounds,

1) The ftraffic analysis appears flawed. It is questionable whether the traffic velume observations were taken during
true peak attendance dates and specific times thereby artificizlly reducing the documented maximum volumes and
flows below actual current and forecast congestion levels. Traffic congestion is already excessive, particularly when
ACU attendances coincide with start times for local schools,

2) The ACU Proposal forecasts an incre ase in student enrofments of 30%. However, the ACU has failed fo elaborate
on expected maximum students permitted on campus per hour. The numbers must also take inte consideration the
students making use of amenities, and not just those attending classes. The current approved maximum, which is
apparently still subject to trial only, is up to 900 students per hour. Whether the 800 per hour limit was in fact
appropriately approved also appears to be inconclusive as at 23 February.

3) The ACU proposes retail and food outlets, creating a social hub for transient student poputations which would
increase noise and litter levels in an established residential area.

4} The heritage and street scape of the residential area will be severely compromised by the excessive vertical and
horizontal scale of the 4 storey buildings that are disproportionately scaled and in close proximity to neighbouring
dwellings.

5) The heritage value, the grounds' tradi tional aesthetics of the palisade fencing and visibility of the prominent
heritage items will be significantly diminished by the newer structures. | note that the main building is 127 years old,
and was the home of George Reid, Australia's 4th Prime Minister.

Based on these above reasons and others, | do not support the proposal by the ACU.

'IP Address: 124-149-58-226.dyn.finet.net.au - 124.149.58.226
Submission: Online Submission from Gaynor Boroczky (object)
htips://majorprojects. affinitylive. com?action=view diary&id=26625

Submission for Job: #4471 MP 10_0231 - Ausiralian Catholic Universily - Strathfield Campus Concept Plan
hitps://majorprojects affinitylive.com?action=view_job&id=4471

Site: #2434 Australian Catho lic University - Strathfield Campus

file://C:\Documents and Settings\imebrown\Local Settings\Temp\XPGrpWisc\d4F4D44... 29/02/2012
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Gaynor Boroczky
E : gaynor.boroczky@gmail.com

Powered by AffinityLive: Work. Smatrter.
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s Jack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The nuniversity
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,

e M

NAME: B itAN AT
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GP0O Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

= The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinet and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals,

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the guiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and
convenience.

~ Theuniversity's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interestin
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errars and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasenable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,

NAME; QMQ@QH AT __
ADDRESS: el e Nl Loy
SraAATHF ) LD —
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From: Anju B <anju_rakesh@hotmail.com>
Date: 24/02/2012 5:48 PM
Subject: Application No. MP 10_0231

Attachments: img-2241738-0001.pdf

Friday - 24th February 2012
Dear Sir Madam,

Kindly find in the attachment my deep concerns regarding the Application No. MP 10_0231.
1 hope to receive from you a favourable reply soon.

Regards
Rakesh BAHL.

file://C:\Documents and Settings\mebrown\Local Setiings\Temp\XPGrpWise\dF47C...  27/02/2012
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Inc. This

Date

: Mr. Mark BROWN / Mr.Alan BRIGHT

Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box — 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Mark. Brown@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr. Paul BARRON

Mayor of Strathfield -

PO Box -~ 120

Strathfield — NSW 2135
mayor@strathiield.nsw.gov.au

Mr. Charles CASUSCELLI MP
Shop 1, 54 Burwoed Road
Burwood NSW 2134

- Strathfield@parliament.nsw.gov.au.

Rakesh BAHL
77 — Barker Road
Strathfield - NSW 21356

anju_rakesh@hotmail.com ‘

Application No. MP 10_0231
Australian Catholic University, Strathfield Campus

3

Friday, 24" February 2012

Dear Sir / Madam,

" I am a resident of Strathfield — NSW 2135, - My wife and | are very much disturbed
and deeply concerned to see and know what is going on in our neighbourhood:

. We attended meeting on 18" February 2012 and yesterday 23" February 1012
conducted in the ACU Strathfield campus where besides lots of angry residents, our
honourable Member Mr. Charles Casuscelli was present . )

We very strongly oppose fo any expansion and any further devétopment of new
buildings and infrastructure by the ACU in Strathfield suburb.

Some of the few reasons are as follows

@

Jecond
JUbmim an



1.

In 1980/ 1991 it was agreed that this campus will host 510 students before
5:00pm and 247 students after 5:00pm We were now told that in year 2002
it was agreed between them and Strathfield Council “.....cap on per hour
attendance 750 students”.  Again in year 2010 the Strathfield Council gave
approval of “.......800 students per howr”.  The VC of the University
yesterday could not answer how and why they changed the original number
of Student (510 day + 247 evening) to 900 students per hour. | am utterly
shocked to learn that the University Campus as per their web page boasts of
“....more than 3600 students”. Questions : Why were the residents of
Strathfield not informed each time by the ACU and the Strathfield Council
that the number of students are increasing since 1991 cap ???  Why were
we ignored and why our consent not taken each time the numbers increased
7?7 lwant to know who is paying the annual rates to the Council ??? Why

“not stay with the Number of students and then why to confuse us with this

‘Hourly —Students’ Jargon.  Please explain. Why not compare Granny-
Smith with Granny- smith apples. Why is not the ACU reprimanded for
quietly increasing the student numbers???? What is the Per Square Meter
of land to Student ratio in this Campus compared to NSW Main University
campus and other universities in NSW?7?7? Please tell us.

Very Unfortunately the ACU buses and the motor vehicles cannot fly into the
Campus grounds. Unfortunately they have to use the roads and by-roads in
our area. They use the Boulevard, Homebush road, Albyn street, South
street, Pemberton Road, Arthur street and many other roads besides the main
Barker road. The traffic congestion is already huge on these narrow
suburban roads. Questions : Why should the residents suffer a nightmare
with the traffic jams on our roads 6 days a week ??? Why to increase the
student numbers and then more vehicles on these already narrow roads ??7?7?
How do most of the local residents benefit from it??7?? Please tell me.

Why should we have more sets of round- abouts and traffic- lights, just to
please the University Body 27?77 Very certainly we do not want to down
grade or existing life style.

Even if hypothetically the ACU builds a 4 level underground-car park in the
campus, what is the guarantee that new cars and new vehicles will not
occupy parking spots on Barker road, South street, Newton Road, Oxford
Streetetc.  Questions ; Why should we have “1P’ and 2P’ parking spots
in our residential suburb. ??? We are not living in Manly or North Sydney or
Parramatta for that reason. We chose to live in Strathfield for that reason.
Who will pay for the extra cleaning of the roads and pedestrian strips 7?7
Who will pay for the Roads and Kerbs being damaged due to this extra
activity??? Who will look after and be responsible for the increased Noise
levels due to extra traffic 77?7  Who will look after the pollution 7?7 Will the

- STRATHFIELD COUNCIL promise that it will not increase the RATES — ANY

TIME in future for residents due to higher maintenance of our suburban roads,
the maintenance of infrastructure and local ~roads garbage disposal ??7?

Will the Mayor promise??? Would The Strathfield Council Promise that at no
time they will put *1-P’, ‘2-F’ parking zones on Barker Road, Newton Road,
South Street etc.??? | am a resident of Strathfield, living away from the



Strathfield CBD and | have friends regularly visiting me and they park on the
road. Thatis why | initially chose to live here-and not in CBD area..

4. What aboutthls environment and Heritage building in the Campus. Once
these new concrete structures come up, what will happen to the classical
Heritage building in the Campus ?? Does the Minister know and would the
Environment people look into what happened when the ‘Toaster Buildings®
came up near the Opera House. It is very hard to demolish them when these
structures come up. - Who is looking after the environment issues ?7? Who
will be blamed for downgrading these beautiful Heritage- Structures by
putting crappy 3-4 storey buildings next to them???

5. Who will be responsible for the decreased safety of local residents ?? The
increased classes will go from 7;00am to 10:00pm, 6 days a week. Why
should we compromise on our safety and security?? Why should we have
more Noise pollution 7?? Why should we risk more our lives on the narrow
roads as the young students rush to their classes when they are late 27 It
takes me sometimes 3-4minutes to turn right from oxford street onto Barker
road at 8:00am in the morning. Why I have to suffer???

Sorry, | am a resident of Strathfield, and | do not want to FURTHER compromise my
life style. Please leave us as we are.

Thanks

Rakesh Bahl




18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,
Department of Planning and Infrastructure,

GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

STR CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as foilows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university's lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience,

- The university's consultation with the local community has been inadeguate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
10 a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some farther consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views,

Drue to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasenable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

| QD/ ave
NAME: TOAN N a0 A i

ADDRESS: T AN RAA DN ?T‘M%@@mﬂ

Yours faithfully,




18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

~  The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those -

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and
convenience,

- The university's consuitation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided infermation to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interestin
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,

\
NAME: Nowws N S Cﬁ@ﬁw
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18 February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

~  The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinet and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhoaod. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
cenclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not previde those with an interest in
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonabile assessment could be made of the propoesal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,

v L E301E  BpROaZK/
ADDRESS: /0’/ A’/é ert M %y‘&%{, Q/é/ NSM/ 2034
A, /7 o2
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From: L.eslie Boroczky <leslie. boroczky@gmail.com>
To: <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 27/02/2012 10:59 PM
Subject:  Submission Details for Leslie Boroczky
cc: <assessmenis@planning.nsw.gov.au=

W .Q%ﬁ :Jﬁ’
%%égw Planning &
A cid A S fnfrastmcture

Disclesable Political Donation: no

Name: Leslie Boroczky
Email: leslie.boroczky@gmail.com

Address:
196 Albert Road

Strathfield, NSW
2135

Content:

Dear SirfMadam,

{ am a resident of Strathfield in a 2A residential zone surrounded by single dwellings, and am directly impacted by the
current operation of the Australian Catholic University (ACU) and its planned expansion. | object to the proposal on the

following grounds.

1) The traffic analysis appears flawed. it is questionable whether the fraffic volume observations were taken during
true peak attendance dates and times thereby artificially reducing the documented maximum volumes below actual
current and forecast congestion levels.

2) The ACU Proposal forecasts an increase in student enrolments of 30%. However, the ACU has failed to elaborate
on expected maximum stude nts permitted on campus per hour. The numbers must also take into consideration the
students making use of amenities, and not just those atiending classes. The current approved maximum, which is
apparently still subject to trial only, is up to 800 students per hour. Whether the 200 per hour limit was in facl
appropriately approved also appears to be inconclusive as at 23 February.

3) The ACU proposes retaif and food outlets, creating a social hub for transient student populations increasing noise
and litter tevels in an established residential area.

4) The Federal Government's Bradley Report would mean there can be no cap imposed student numbers. This fact
further reduces the relevance and validity of forecasts and impact analyses prepared on behalf of the ACU.

5) The heritage and street scape of the residential area will be severely compromised by the excessive vertical and
horizontai scale of the 4 storey buildings that are disproporti onately scaled and in close proximity to neighbouring

dwellings.

6) The herifage value, the grounds' traditional aesthetics of the palisade fencing and visibility of the prominent heritage
items will be significantly diminished by the newer structures. | note that the main building is 127 years old, and was
- the home of George Reid, Australia's 4th Prime Minister.

Based on these above reasons and others, | do not support the proposal by the ACU.
Should the Minister be inclined not to reject the proposal, the errors and deficiencies of the analysis presented by the

ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid decision in support of this
proposal. These errors and deficiencies need to be remediated by a more realistic analysis before a reasonable

assessment can be made.

| confirm that | have made no reportable political donations in the previous 2 years.

file://C:\Documents and Settings\mebrown\Local Settings\Temp\XPGrpWise\dF4C0...  28/02/2012
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P Address: 124-149-58-226.dyn.iinet.net.au - 124.149.58.226
Submission: Online Submission from Leslie Boroczky (object)
htips:/imajorprojects. affinitylive. com?action=view diary&id=26500

Submission for Job: #4471 MP 10_0231 - Australian Catholic University - Strathfield Campus Concept Plan
https.//majorprojects. affinitylive.com?action=view job&id=4471

Site: #2434 Australian Catholic University - Strathfield Campus
hitps:/majorprojects.affinitylive. com?action=view_site&id=2434

l.eslie Boroczky
£ : leslie.boroczky@gmail.com

Powered by AffinityLive: Work, Smarter.
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RI: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal cutright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university’'s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU,

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could makea
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal,

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,

NAME: “’/ff(-cpf/,xé‘ L. Grlava
ADDRESS: 25 RLALCER RS STRZAT I LD




18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessmetit,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE; AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO; MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Qur key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourheod. The university's lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the rfv'ous two years.
, L
Yours faithfully, {) MW’&L M’—\

NAME: Jﬂ 'y \’\F\ (/\\ * @h,pm\/
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From: Patricia Chan <Pat_Chan{@wsahs.nsw.gov.au>
To: <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 28/02/2012 1:37 PM
Subject:  Submission Details for Patricia Chan
CC: <assessmenis@planning.nsw.gov.au>

s |
NSW

&m@ﬁem&m

E Planning &
infrastructure

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Patricia Chan
Email; Pat_Chan@wsahs.nsw.gov.au

Address:
177 Albert Road

Strathfield, NSW
2135

Content:
AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY NEIGHBOURHOOD PGLICY

1. Introduction
In Para 2 ACU Educational Institution at Strathfield was a seminary,training a small number of priests compared to a

uni campus with hundreds to thousands of students. The role of the tertiary institution has changed dramatically along
with society - there are now dramatic increases in students; more cars as a mode of transport; flexible teaching hours
which exiends the time the campus is used nighi, weekends.

Para 3 How does the uni contribute to Strathfield community?

What has it provided to the community?

What it DOES contribute is extra traffic, extra noise, extra people

ACU has not made an cbvious contributi on- does it pay Strathfield Council like other developers do a percentage of
their development value to the council for the infrastructure?

Vision

This vision is not being fulfilled presently. The concept plan is not enriching the lives of the adjoining neighbours and
the rest of the immediate community.

Policy Objectives

* The community does not feel valued and respected, it feels angry, threatened, undervalued and unrespected.

* How is it promoting education, academic and cultural values in the general community?

* How does the university community spread this cultural environment?

* What linkages does the uni have with the community?

* Does the uni contribute to community resources?

Goals,commitment, Actions

Safety- What range of safety programmes hs the uni provided to the community?

Waste- The students leave their rubbish in the streets in people's gardens even when there is a bin nearby.

Social - AC U has not actively communicated with the community

The Local Community has not had use of the uni facilities

Economic

The increase in height, parking and traffic has contributed negatively to the economic value of the properties
Community Management

What engagement with the community has had clear benefits?

How has it actively sought the view of the community? Only after the community protested and when the meeting was

held {ast week the community was not respected and they were spoken to as if they were children. They were

threatened with legal action.
The ACU Concept Plan is not in keeping with its neighbourhood policy.

IP Address: cu-px01.wsahs.nsw.gov.au - 203.32.142.33
Submission: Online Submission from Pairicia Chan (object)

hitps:/imajorprojects. affinitylive com?action=view diary&id=26591
Submission for Job: #4471 MP 10_0231 - Australian Catholic University - Strathfield Campus Concept Plan

hitps://majorprojects.affinitylive.com?action=view job&id=4471
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Site: #2434 Australian Catholic University - Strathfield Campus
https:/imajorprojects.affinitylive.com ?action=view site&id=2434

Patricia Chan
E : Pat Chan@wsahs.nsw.gov.au

Powered by AffinifyL.ive; Work. Smarter.
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18th February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,
Department of Planning and Infrastructure,

GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 starey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the propoesal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university's lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to

. the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interestin
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the propesal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years,
Yours faithfully,

NAME: ;Oﬁj V/ i | /g/ 4%
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18 February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,
Department of Planning and Infrastructure,

GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Cathelic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal cutright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows;

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhiood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
refation to the growth in student numbers, This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience,

- The university's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
criginally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in
the propesal enough opportunity ta express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,

NAME: g"/ A Qf Y Zed
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18% February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,
Department of Planning and Infrastructure,

GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE; AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals,

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU,

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.
Yours faithfully, I/V M
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18 February, 2012

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

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATIONNO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Owr key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the siwrrounding residential precinct. If
aliowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this wili not provide those with an interest in

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views,
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the preposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years,

EWA

name: MR. V. Kauacar@TR#AM
ADDRESs: 25 WML.SoN STREET
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Yours faithfully,




18% February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION.NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
abject to this Concept Plan. We strongly uige the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of lecal residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Read.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university's lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary te the intentions underlying those
approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
rejation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct, If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views,
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,

NAME: _ » i%. "

ADDRESS:
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18th February, 2012

Mafor Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP18 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinet and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consuitants. The proposal wiil have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinet. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university’'s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents hut this will not provide those with an interest in

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views,
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully, p
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,
Department of Planning and Infrastructure,

GPO Box 39
SYDNEY RNSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The propesal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourkood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals,

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-refated impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience,

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interestin

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal, These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully, A’/ /é/ L f e
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Bepartment of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO; MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright,

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the propasal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhcod. The university's lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals,

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct, If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the guiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university's consultation with the local community has been inadequate, The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU,

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political denations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,

NAME: g , ‘C ! /\/g\
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18t February, 2012

Major Proiects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhooed. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its originai planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residentiai precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

-~ The university's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views,

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully, L( Q\N\ é/)c,x-l
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18tk February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPQO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP1G 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the preposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

~  The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. if
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadeguate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
sone further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal, These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken hefore a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,

NAME; %%ﬁ&v [/\)E::_@% |
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Departiment of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Qur key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourheod. The university's lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. 1f
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years,

Yours faithfully,

NAME: _(C A& ol = LA '{‘601/\
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 36

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for ebjecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvais, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university's consuiltation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interestin

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposat by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,

NAME: B’CI‘IZ»Q‘/ WiLsonl @/i[ L(/(LQL@*IJ
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18th February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,
Department of Planning and Infrastructure,

GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants, The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct, If
allowed to occur, the expansicn of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the guiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interestin

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do net support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years,

Yours faithfully,
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Attention: Mr Mark Brown .
Nl missron

NSW Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 30 Sydney NSW 2001

Mrs Ana and Mr Mario Forza
68 Oxford Road
Strathfield NSW 2135

Re: Concept plan for the Australian Catholic University MP* 10_0231
28/2/2012

Dear Mr Brown,

Following are our concerns and objections o the proposed concept plan for the ACLUL

The increase of students from the current 2200 to 4800 is unsustainable given the relatively small increase of
car parking spaces in the concept ptan. The increase in car spaces is positive and should be undertaken to
ease parking congestion in the area, but this does not sufficiently cater for the dramatic increase in student
numbers. It should not be assumed that these exira student wili use what public transport is available just
because the ACU recommends it. Many students from southern suburbs will stitt opt to drive because public

transport is not direct.

The ACU shutle bus accommodate a maximum of 20 siudents, This is not sufficient to cater for the large
increase in student numbers even if it tuns every 10 minutes in peak periods.

Increased demand for an street parking, given that roads close to the University will altow only limited
parking or nc parking.

Oxford Road is only 100 metres away from the University, and no traffic survey has been provided. Oxford
Road is already congested with through traffic, public transport, ACU buses and student parking, especially
during peak periods 8-10 am and 2-4 pm. It is dangerous for pedestrians, jocal residents and all residents
exiting driveways. The fraffic report stated that access from Strathfield Station ta ACU is through Redmyre
Road yet the ACU bus runs via Oxford Road. The traffic report study highlights traffic movements and
capacity on Barker Road, South Street, Chalmers Road, Pemberton Road io Arthur Street, and Etwin Street,
but fails to provide any study of the thoroughtare from north te south and vice versa through Wallis Avenue,
Barker Road, Todman Avenue, Oxford Road, and Heyde Avenue, and no study of the Oxford Road and
Homebush Road intersection, which would be utilised most by students and which are already congested at

peak periods.

impact of new buildings on the existing heritage listed buildings
The area of ACU is too small to accommodate industrial style buiidings of the sort proposed by the plan.

Increased noise from traffic and students, and increased rubbish on the streets.

Regards,
Ana and Mario Forza
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,
Department of Planning and Infrastructure,

GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the

university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide these with an interest in

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,

. _Nof0lie_ Sl pokol-
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan, We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Gur key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourheod Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts en the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those
approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct, If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and
convenience.

- The university's consultation with the Jocal community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will nat provide those with an interestin
the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.

Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inciined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,
namE: 1@ Jolustont (\JD/Q il
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18t February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE:; AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Cathelic University,
object to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Our key reasons for abjecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

« The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university's lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourheod contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide these with an interest in

the proposal enough opportunity to express their views.
Pue to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal,

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years,

Yours faithfully,

TR
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18 February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic University,
ohject to this Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal cutright,

Qur key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

'The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings near the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. The university’s lack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers, This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinet. If
allowed to occur, the expansion of the university would represent a breach of residents’ rights to
the quiet enjoyment of their properties and would interfere with their safety, peace and

convenience.

- The university’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The university
originally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
to a minority of affected residents. More recently, it appears that the university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in

the propesal enough opportunity to express their views,
Due to these and other reasons, we, the undersigned, do not support the proposal by ACU.

Should the Minister not be inclined to decline the proposal, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis
presented by the university and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a
valid decision in support of the proposal. These errors and deficiencies would need to be remediated and
substitute analyses undertaken before a reasonable assessment could be made of the proposal.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully,

NAME: %//WM S@A LARZE
ADDRESS: /o0 Nev)Ton ?Of? 7A ‘
STRATREIERD M SL/ F/3S
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Dear sir

1 am writing to object against the proposal by the ACU.

My reasons are as follows.

1. The parking and traffic in the vicinity of the ACU is already at peak limits. The
expansion of the student numbers means that this will only get worse. The proposal
does not adequately deal with these issues and will turn Strathfield into a gridlocked
suburb.

2. The ACU proposed building works will suffocate the lovely heritage buildings on:
the propesty. Any new 3 or 4 storey buildings will not only cause privacy issues, but
will become an eyesore and adversely impact the ability of the students and the publ:
to enjoy the existing heritage buildings. :

3. The area around the ACU is low density housing. Our ability to quietly enjoy o
properties, and the noise, congestion and commercial flavour of the proposal is no

consistent with the area or the suburh.

Simply put this proposal is out of place in Strathficld and we object in the strongest
possible terms.

Thank you. j&,\/ / (/& ”Z)‘> iy ){ .
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Dear sir
I'am writing to object against the proposal by the ACU.

My reasons are as follows.

I. The parking and traffic in the vicinity of the ACU is already at peak limits. The

expansion of the student numbers means that this will only get worse. The proposal
does not adequately deal with these issues and will turn Strathfield into a gridlocked
suburb,

2. The ACU proposed building works will suffocate the lovely heritage buildings on'
the property. Any new 3 or 4 storey buildings will not only cause privacy issues, but
will become an eyesore and adversely impact the ability of the students and the publi
to enjoy the existing heritage buildings.

3. The area around the ACU is low density housing. Qur ability to quictly enjoy o
properties, and the noise, congestion and commercial flavour of the proposal is ng

consistent with the area or the suburb.

Simply put this proposal is out of place in Strathfield and we object in the strongest
possible terms. '

Thank you.

Mrdar ™ 771 Ho=at




18t February, 2012

Major Projects:Assessment,

Dép.&iftmcht of Planningand Infrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear-Sir/Madam,

We; being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australiah Catholic University,
object to this Concept Plan, We strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal outright.

Ourkeyreasons for objectingto the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
‘the privacy of local residents by including new3 and 4srorey bt’zildi_ﬂgs nearthe boundary of the
university on Barkeér Road.

- TheNeighbowtioed Policy.included in the proposal dogs riot address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and otheramenity impacts on the neighbowrhood, The-university’s lack of integration with
the locdl community is highlighted by its wilful breathes ofits original jﬁ]_a:jl_'niiﬁg approvalg, which
have -gen_er'ateﬁ _imp'ac_ts .an-ti}'éf neighbourhoad contrary _t_é'thé;_'i:it_e'iiti0:_'1 sunderlying those
approvals: '

- '.'_J_‘ﬁe'pfdpos&_] contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to a11_"inc0_ij*cct:asSL:jhpti0§1 in
relation to the growth in student pumbers, This flaw in the anaiysis completely invalidates the
conglusions reached hy the university.and its consultants. The pr opobal will have substantial
traffic, pa1kmg and other amenity- -related impacts o8 the suir manclm;, }LSld("iltlal precinet. If
allowed to DLW, the expansion of the university would represent.abreach of residents' rights to
the quxet enjoymcnt of thely properties and would lntei‘fc! e:with thelr safety peace and
FO]}\’C‘!UDH{‘Q

< ‘Theuniversity's consuitation with the Jocal community has been ihadequate: The: ijn'iversity
or 1gma]§y plowdcd.mfa: ination to local residents-that wasnotconipr -cherisive and was'provided
{oaminority ol affected residents: More ecent]y, it appears: that the: umvels:ty may undertake
somefar rhe: wnbu}tauon with some s esidents but this will not:pr ovide: Lhose Wit al interestin
the’ pl {)posa! mough oppor tunity-to. express then‘ views,

D_._u_'e tothese .a'n'd wtherreasons, we. theundersign ed, donotsupport the’ j'}_}f‘(jp_c'sa'_i_ 'b"y ACU.

Should the Ministernot be inclined to dechne the proposal, ‘theerr ors anddefcienciesinthe analysis
'prese_nled by thc univer sity andits consultantsanean thatno: ;easonable dccaslon maker-could make a
valid decisionin support: of the p oposal, These errors and def"cau:uca wouidf ek tibe IEdeldlLd and .
substitute ancﬁyses umiu taken before a reasonable. assessment-conld; be made m‘ the propesal.

We:confiim that we have made 1o reportable political donations in the previous two years,

Yours faithfully,:
AD‘:)RESS: Lf“i . N e fEHD - |
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18 February, 2012

Major Projects Assessment,

Depariment of Pianni:_;_g and Mfrastructure,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW.2001

Dear Sir/Madan,

E: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLIC,

«-’ ."}' ; L ‘ . . . L . . R
We, being residents'of Strathfield directly affected by theoperation of the Australian Catholic University,
objectto this Concept Plan, We strongly urge the Minister to decling the proposal outright.

Ourkéy reasons for-gbjecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- Theproposal detracts from the character-of the'surrounding residential precinct and diminishes
the privacy 'of local residents by including new'3.ahd 4 storey buildings.wear the boundary of the
university on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal does notaddress sufficiently the parking,
trafficand otheramenity impacts on the neighhourhood. The university's Jack of integration with
the local community is highlighted by its wilful br caches. oI itsoviginal pi anning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbourhooed contrary tothe intentions underlying those
approvals.

- The proposal contains invalid parking andﬁ-afﬁc ahalysesdueto dn incorrectassumption in
rélation to the growth in student numbers, This flaw ihthe analysis completely invalidates the
conclusions reached by the university and jts’ consultants; £l ha proposal will have substantial
-tmﬁm parking and other-amenity-related Impacts on ‘thesuironnding residential precinet. If
allowed to oceur; the expansion of .ihe_umv_ers:ty.w.uul(} representa:breach of residents rights to
the:quiet enjoyment of their properties -and:wa:\}]d'}fﬁte_i?f ere with their safety, peace and
convenience, ' ' '

< Theuniversity's-consultation with the local community has bieen inadegiate, The university
priginally provided information to local residents that was not comprehensive and was provided
10 2 minority of affected residents. More: récéntly, itappears that the imiversity may undertake
somefur ther consultation with some residents but this. ’wﬂ] not provide those with an interestin
thepro posdl engugh upportunity to uxp; css ihen views.,

Due to these and other regsons, we, the undersigned, d()_:1_1_0_§_.$h’;pjé_bIj't_'j'.‘_]_w':pl'"p.}:)C!Sél} by ACU,

Should the Minister not be inclined to.decline the proposal, the ervors and deficiencies inthe analysis
‘presented by the university and its consultants mean that no. reasonable deusaon maker could make a
-vahd decision in support of the proposal. These errars and. deficiencies: would feed to be remediated and
-su’nsmme analyses uiidertaken beforear easonable assesment ‘conld bé made of the ps"eposal

We confirm that we have inade no reportable political donations in:the:previous two years.

Yours faithfully,

NAMIE:

.ADDRESS:
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Mark Brown - Submission Details for Edna Wong

IS R T e P S T R e e AR s e

Fron: Edna Wong <hye_wong@hotmail.com>
To: <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 23/02/2012 9:29 PM
Subject:  Submission Details for Edna Wong
cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Planning &

infrastructure

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Ednha Wong
Email: hye_wong@hotmail.com

Address:
59 Barker Road

Strathfield, NSW
2135

Content:

| am registering my opposition to the Australian Catholic University's application to expand its Strathfield campus
(Application No: MP 10_0231).

The proposed expansion would without doubt cause increase in traffic and parking congestion along Barker Road.
The establishment of 2H parking restriction on the proposed residential streets is not a solution since it would just
extend the parking problem to surrounding streets. The proposed increase in parking spaces is totally inadequate. The
university should provide enough parking for the increase number of staff and students and not off load it onto the

residential streets of Strathfield.

{P Address: c114-77-206-34.rivrw3.nsw.optusnet.com.au - 11 4.77.206.34
Submission: Online Submission from Edna Wong (object)
hitps:./imajorprojects. affinitviive. com7action=view diary&id=26354

Submission for Job: #4471 MP 10_0231 - Australian Catholic Universily - Strathfield Campus Concept Plan
hitps://majorprojects affinitylive. com?action=view_job&id=4471

Site: #2434 Australian Catholic University - Strathfield Campus
hitps://majorprojects affinitylive.com?action=view site&id=2434

Edna Wong
E : hye_wong@hotmail.com
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