6™ March, 2012

Director, Metropolitan & Regional Projects South,

Department of Planning & Infrastructure, ;

23-33 Bridge Street, -

SYDNEY NSW 2000 S IAR 2017
Mr. A. Bright, | SYSTEENTAS

Dear Sir - E %

RE:  EXHIBITION OF A CONCEPT PLAN FOR THE AUSTRALIAN
CATHOLIC _ UNIVERSITY,  STRATHFIELD _ CAMPUS, _ STRATHFIELD
(MP10_0231).

Further to the submission prepared on behalf of myself, my husband
and Mr. Joseph Baini by SS Legal, | wish to make the following points
about the inadequacy of the consultation process the ACU engaged in
and the failure of such to satisfy Item 20 “Consultation” of the
Director-General’s Requirements of 17" February, 2011.

| urge the Department of Planning to review the initial “exhibition
session” held by the ACU in August 2011. The two information
sessions were notified to 220 residents only by means of a “flyer”,
whereas Mr. Charles Casuscelli the State Member stated that 2,700
residents will be affected and the DPI notified over 2,200 residents.
The information/exhibition sessions were conducted for a total of 3 ¥4
hours. | reiterate that the face to face consultation by the ACU with
residents for 3 ¥2 hours was not sufficient for the residents to gain any
meaningful understanding of this proposal.

The ACU’s flyer did not state any facts about the construction of 4 x 4
storey buildings and 2 x 2 storey buildings. The flyer did not state the
increase of student numbers or staff numbers. In addition, the flyer
did not inform the reader of the cost of the expansion as $55 million.
The flyer was designed to assure the reader that all is well with the
ACU and that it was just tidying up its “house”. As a result of this, the
residents (all 220 of them) did not fully understand the ramifications

of this concept plan.

In the Director General’s Requirements it states that the ACU
“undertake an appropriate and justified level of consultation”. The test
of adequacy cannot have been met. | can obtain Statutory Declarations
to the effect that approximately 25 people attended the exhibition
sessions held by the ACU.
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On the 18" of February, 2012, | held a community meeting to alert the
residents of the impact of this proposal on Strathfield. | obtained all of
my figures on current and proposed students numbers from the
Hassell Report and Arup Transport Study. As a result of this the
residents have been threatened with legal action. [\ Aol AMvech oot

| declare that | have not made any political donatian?ﬁf-"*"‘-'i' b Gining & infi .
! —_—— £
Yours faithfully, | e W
5 . | 0 8 MAR 2017
Wi N&B0 P Y STENIS PERFGRMANGE
~-Pistolese gnc-_.\-

c.c. Mr. C. Casuscelli

c.c. Strathfield Council
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Mayor pledges council support for residents
fighting ACU

ARTICLE | FRE 104022012 - 11 58 | BY PETER LYNCH. BERNADETTE CHUA

Febhruary 24: Strathfield Council
has confirmed it has consulted
solicitors Lo see if legal action against
The Australian Catholic Universily is
possible, after claims the institution
has been exceeding student numbers

on its Strathfield campus.

The council has bricfed legal, traffic
and planning consultants to comb

the ACU bid to expand the

Strathfield campus as it prepares a
submission to slate planning
authorities oppesing a $55 million development that would increase studeut numbers by 30% over the
Yours.

The Mayor, Cr Paul Barron, told a packed meeting at Strathficld library 1onight that council would
represent the community and submit to the state planning departinent concerns over parking, traffic and

the increase of student nuinbers.
"Council has hired external solicitors and consultants Lo conduct traffie and planning studies,” he said.

"Our message 1o the community js that we will carry the issues with us to the planning minister. The

cominunity has cur {ull support.™
The Lraffic report is expected within a week.

Tonight was the third meeting when residents pledged they would light the plans and “never surrender our

amenities”, an indication of how strong feelings are running against the ACU proposal.
It is a strength of feeling that has yet to reach the top management team at the ACU,

University Vice Chancellor Professor Greg Craven, addressing an exlraordinarily emotion-charged meeling,
wilh residents on Thursday night, vehemently denied suggestions that studen! numbers were above lhose

allowed and warned of legal consequences over inisleading claims.

Telling a packed Murray Ilall on the ACU campus he was a lawyer, he said: "When inaccurate things are
said they have severe legal consequences not only for those who they are said about...vou are effectively

calling me a liar...hut they also have consequences for those who say them.”
Craven maintained: “I take this very seriously as the CEQ of the university. [t would be an offense.

"The university has acted in good faith throughoul and is permilted to have goc per hour Monday Lo

I‘riday.

"That has been repeatedly confirmed by Strathfield Council and s the subject of writien correspendence

on that subject. That is the legal position.”



The claims emerged as angry residents move (o Ly and hall a controversial $55 million developmenl at Uhe
campus which woeuld merease student numbers by as many as 1,200.

They told of problems with litter, parking and students with one claiming: "Physical violenee is about 1o
erupt in Alberl Road!"

Strathficld MP Charles Casusceelli said he has recoived around 50 submisgions and will represent
comnunity concerns 1o the Department of Planning, bot stressed Lthe importance 1o residents Lo make

legitimale claims,

to lodging claims,”

“I have successfully got the department to extend the submission bul there is a prow
he said. “T've been in contael with the planner werking on this projeet and the planning minister but there

is a process when il comes Lo big planning {ssues.”

General Manager David Backhouse told The Scene council was awaiting advice on whether or nol legal
action could be taken - though he added Strathfield was not the consenting authority an the development,

which involves underground car parks, library and study buildings.

The state government relained control of the ACU's developiment despite allowing local authorities lo

resume decision-making pewaers on planning consenls,

Backhouse said the council shared the concerns of residents, and was calling its own information foram,

when councillors wonld be available to advise those living around the campus.

Addressing an acrimonious meeting on Thursday, the Vice Chancellor was at one stage called to account

for doadling on his papers by a furious resident, Shikha Lal.

Casuscelli had to call for order and remind residents that there was a process and that all had been given

the chanee toinake submissions 1o the State Planning Deparbment.

The professor claimed that traffic and parking, two of the biggest areas of complaints, had been the subject

ol an independent inquiry.
"Sorry, bul I eant lie to make vou feel hetter, * he chided residents wha tried 1o imterrupl.

He revealed the universily was laying an an extra shuttle hus, taking numbers 1o four between (he railway

slation and the campus, in a bid to alleviate parking problems.

But residents were unmoved, with Soulh Street house owner John Crawford presenting the meeting with
bags of rubbish, including burger containers and energy drinks, which he maintained had heen dumped

outside his honse.

Another female resident warned, “Physical violenee is abont 1o erupt in Alberl Road,” and related an

incident which had lefl her shaking in fear and two hours Jate lfor work when a ear reversed lowards her.

A packed and feisty public pretestineeting last Satuvday heard fears of house values being slashed, and the
residential amenity being ruined by the plans for six buildings, underground car parks and a 30 per cent

incerease in studenl numbers over the nex( Len years,

To leud applause, Susan Crematy asked the meeting: “Ts The Australian Catholic University going to be the

university that ate Strathfield?

“T say no. T say no Lo increasing student numbers, T say no to nereased raffic and 1 say not 1o inereased

parking problems.”

Another maimained the ACU was building a “comunercial hub” in the contre of Strathfield, and that under
reforms from the Federal Government, all student number caps would he removed, allowing {or more

expansion,

The sprawling Randwick campus of the University of Now Sauth Wales was cited as a possible role model

far the ACU’s future development,

Almaost 200 residents timed up at Strathficld Town Uall (¢ register their anger al the way in which the
university had gone aboul a cansullation exercise, claiming fow flyers had reached homes in the

municipality Lo wan of meetings and exhibitions,



Mark Phillips, of Seuth Street, opened the meeling addressed by Uhree residents whe have spent weeks

investigating the effects of the development, and Casnscelli,
Casuseelli, 1o applause, said: “Al the moment, as the central proposition stands, 1 do nol support it.”

He pledged (o be at every meeting involving (he issue, and is sending a lelter 1o 2,700 homes informing

residents of the plans and what they can do about them,
He is also secking a two-weck extension of the February 29 deadline for submission.

“My recommendation to council and representatives of the ACU was (that they necd Lo commission an area
wide traffic sludy.”
Those who arrived at the town hall were given a submission lorm Lo fill oul, (lyers from the ACU and a

message from Mayor of Strathfield Cr Paul Barron.

Barron’s statement said: “Having revicwed the propesal, 1 oo share the concerns ol the regidents and am
commitled 1o Council’s continued support for the residents in Lthis matler.

“Council stafl are reviewing the proposed concept plan and Council is preparing a submission Lo the
Department.

“Twould like to reassure you that this submission will consider the views of the community and include the

concerns regavding the impact on local residents.”
iHe urged residents to make a submission.

The meeting was 10ld the ACU plans were one of just a few developments retained by Slale government

plamers when they refermed part 3A if the planning laws, which handed back powers 1o councils,

As avesull, ihe Planning Minister Brad Hazzard will determine i1, unless 25 or more submissions are

received by February 2oth, If they are, there will be an internal review.,
Residents hope to (oree a public inquiry.

Thosc Jiving arcund the ACU were first alerted 1o the potential for a development in a {lyer last August

which spoke of new developments at the Strathfield Campus at Barker Road.

Residents claim that 220 flvers was a woelully inadequate number, and that the docoment ilself did reveal

a dramalic rise in student numbers.

It mentioned three new “development precinels” to provide a new library and education buildings "al a

height and (loor space appropriale Lo the exisling buill form and charvacter of the loealily.”

T didi’t mentioned a four story library - highar than Strathficld’s municipal library ~ which may even

have a calé on top, nol the increase in student numbers

An ACU spokesperson Lold the scene this information was o the website and a link had been provided on

the flyer.

Parking at the site has long been a source of fitetion between local drivers and the university, with
residents complaining that students park cars acyoss driveways and block aceess Lo bays close Lo their

homes.

AL one point Casuscelli made represemations 1o the Transport Department to change the iaw so cars

parked across driveways coukd be towed away.

Ironically, it was ACU's plans to build additional parking spots that appear Lo have sparked (he latest

raund of prolests.

A development at the ACU campus in Barker Road will include additional on-site parking, which should

have eased residents” concerns. A flyer handed out this weekend spoke of 674 spaces and a 100% increase,

Instead, residents sy the university did not give them enough information aboul the upgrade, which alse
includes accommodation for an additional y200 students in the next fonr years, and had opencd up a gulf

of mistrust between the ACU and the local conmtnity.



Barker Road resident Jane Pislolese, who with her hushand hag researched the development, savs the

problem has gol onl of hand, and the new development will mean the parking situation will pet even worse,

“Residents on Barker Road have already heen parked out, hut the fact 1hat ACU wanl fo increase their

stident population by an additional 30% is oulrageous,” she said.

“This meang less sbreet parking for us and the inerease will stavt to aflect residents in snrrounding, strecls

stich as South Street, Firth Avenue and maybe even further,”

About 2o residents atlended a meeting with the architeets and ACU officials in August. Pistolese says ACU
gave n¢ indication then that it planned to increase student numbers. “Only 20 people showed up at the

meetling and no one there realised ACU planned Lo bring in more students, ”

An ACU spokeswoman said residents were kept informed al the meeling and advised to view the {ull

development plans on the Department of Planning website.

“Details of the ncrease in student numbers were given at the community consultation sessions outlined

elearly on the display boards, and explained Lo 1he residents who atiended.”

Associate Viee Chancellor Marea Nicholson of the ACU, who was prosent at the meeting, told The Scene

afler the meeting the ACU student numbers complied witly their permissions.

She said there were a lot of misconeeplions and she would be dealing with them at a consultation mecling

al the campus on Thursday.

Phillips 1old the meeting of the ACU history, saving in 1904 the main building, 127 years old, was the home

ol George Reid, Australin’s 4thPrime Minister,

I hecame a undversity campus only in 1990, and an expansion was subjeet of a Land and Environment

Courl hearing in 1664, which sel studenl inlake limited.

“The universily was to generate only moderate levels of traffie and minimal parking requirements,”

Phillips said.

Phillips alleged the university has been operating beyond the limits imposed by the court for many vears,

which was why residents new saw inereasing problems.

“The community has met with the mayor and geneval manager of the council in recent days and the mayor

and the council have agreed in principle 1o in fact comment legal action against the university”.
But this action would nol prevent the plans now before the state governnent, however.

Pistoiese, slong with husband Tony, were publicly thanked Tor their worl in bringing the issue o the

public.

Pistolese hersell said: T think it is shamelul that Tam up here taking vou through this ACU concept plan.

,.

The council is not doing it, and State Government is not deing i, the ACU is net doing it.”
She said it was not just a Barker Road problem, but one for the enlire municipality,
The ACU was spending §55 million 1o build “a commercial hub” in the middle of Strathiield.

She maintained the ACU has approval for no more than 510 studdents on eampus at any one time. “The
ACU’s Professor Craven (Greg Craven, viee chancellor) he wants you to believe that he is spending 855

million for just 200 sludents.”

But the ACU student handbook showed there were 4043 students enrolled in the oniversity, and the
Bradley Report with Federal Government would mean universities would have no caps at 2ll on student

numbers.
“This affecls all of Strathficld. We must acl.”

Toeny Pistolese said two new intersections were planned at Wilson and South Streets, which would have a

“very large” impact on traffic flow, and in independent trallic study was needed,

Sugan Crematy took the meeting Lhrough the additional buildings, peinling outl that one was lour sloreys —



higher than the Strathfield library. Yet the ACU claiined there would be “no significant loss of views”.

A mother told a vivid story of how she had been trapped in her driveway by a car, unable to pick up her
young daughter who was forced to wait late al night near Burwood park after a drama class. She said she

was weeping with concern when the father of another pupil dropped her daughter at home.

Dawn Maorante, of Merley Road, told The Scene hefore the meeting she and her family have heen hlocked
in repeatedly. “1t’s heen a nightmare. We can’t park anywhere near cur house during uni hours. 've left

»

notes but I watched the enlpril just read the note, scrunch il up and throw it on my driveway.

About the Authors »

Peter Lynch
Editor, Stralhfield Scene

Bernadefte Chua

RELATED TERMS: Academla Asseciallon of Commonweallth Universilles  Australian Catholic University
Australian Cathelic University  Business  Charles Casuscelli Education  Greg Craven  Higher education
Mark Philips  Murray Hall  Parking Peliics  Roman Cathalic Church in Australia  Susan Crematy

Comments

by peter lynch | Fri, 17/02/2012 - 08:22

| read your article in the Strathfield Scene on the Ausliralian Catholic Universily which ,whilst informative,
concentrated solely on the parking and traffic problems. 1'd like 1o point out that there is a lol more to this

deveiopment than that.

Your statement that the Universily will be erecling 2 new buildings in incorrect.  They intend 1o construct 6 new
buildings of which four will be 3 and 4 storey in height and run the length of the boundaries. There was no
comment on the impact these buildings would have on the nearby residents nor on the streetscape of our
suburbs, These buildings will be indusirial sized and overpowering. Go down to Strathfield Library which is 2
storey and double if - that is what we will have foistered upon us end not deep within the University campus but
directly along the south eastem boundaries, the north eastem boundary and the south western boundary,

The concepl as a whole is totally unacceptable 1o the residents; from all viewpoints, whether it be parking and
traffic concerns, the increase in student numbers or the sheer magnitude of the buildings that heve been
proposed (3 and 4 storey buildings within close proximity of residential housing), the expansion of the ACU site
should not be allowed to proceed,

The University owns the three playing fields between il and St. Palricks and if it cannot contain its building works
to that vicinity, then it should peck up stakes and move to another site. | believe they have a perfectly good and
reasonably large site at Castle Hill which used to be their third campus until they closed it.

My husband and | have letterboxed 400 houses and still do not feel thal we have covered all streels to be
affected by the expansion, so | cannot accept that a letter drop of 220 houses as done by the University was
adequate. And, as far as viewing of the concept was concemed, it only amounted to 3.5 hours in total, once
during the day when a lot of the residents are working and once at night.

The spokeswoman for the Unjversity said residents were informed at the display of the concept, well if you
consider being lold how wondarful the development would be and that they could not understand our objections,
then | suppose we werel Well, they didn't get that many people to these sessions and if most were like my
husband and me, once we saw the model of the plan, we walked cul in disgust. We told them we opposed their
whole development, | don't think they took that feedback info consideralion.

They have stated thal students numbers will increase to 4,800 by 2018, four years from now but this is a
davelopment intended to meet their requirements for the next 10 years, so how many students do they expect to
have at the end of the ten year period, probably enough to then warrant a furlher expansion.

| heve allached the handoul that we distributed.
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Date [, .2 .20/
<
Mr Mark Brown
Major Projects-Assessment : e e e
Department of Planning and Infrastructure Dy NEW SOVERNMENT
GPO BOX 39 . W Sy Fianting & Infrastruclure
SYDNEY NSW 2001
1 8 1017

} ;]‘ "PMENT ASEESEMENT AND

Dear Sir L I SED o

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

It diminishes the privacy of‘loc':al residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment -
Court. The ACU's actions have impacted negatively on the nelghbourhood contrary
to the intentions underiying the approval.

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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered,
At best, the ACU's consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared t4 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
"~ Macquarie University.

Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intoterable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reascnable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be deciined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully
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Mr Mark Brown

Majer Projects-Assessment P v S
Department of Planning and Infrastructure : Slirieg & Airasirusiure
GPO Box 39 ‘ =
SYDNEY NSW 2001 L8

Dear Sir b e |
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to'dec!ine the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful

breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment

Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

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-reiated impacts
on the surrounding residential precinct. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive,
More recently, the ACU'’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU's consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of-up to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the |ocal streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

- The concept pfan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character -of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.
e
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Yours faithfully e
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects -Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39 :

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
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Date -

Q/ ’%/ 2002

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATICN NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

it diminishes the privacy oflloCal residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings

near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.  ~

- The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment -
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary

to the intentions underlying the approval.

- 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.

The expansion of the ACU represents a

breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up-to
date student information.

The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposais will see further intoterable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on

site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it

is inadequate.
The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or

residents.

The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. [f these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Pianning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
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RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to dec!ine the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings

near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary

to the intentions underlying the approval.

- 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.

The expansion of the ACU represents a

breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further

interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.,
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU'’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous fraffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowiedges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site ~ in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Depariment and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratic and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfull “l £
(@R
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure =
GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2001 |

Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment -
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

- 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011, Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion cobjectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

Barker Road is a locai road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerabie and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield..

ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

The concept plan aiso fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historicat site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid

decision in support of the proposal.

If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal

to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: fand ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully

Lo O -
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects-Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU} expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Pian. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

- 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking _the boxes.

Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up:to
date student information.

The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or

residents.

The concept plan aiso fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic freatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: tand ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

 Yours faithfully /
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Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Depariment and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Pian are as follows:
- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU'’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU'’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect
assumption in reiation 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU's consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and

- Macquarie University.

Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept pian also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully
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Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to'decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of‘loc'al residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful

breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment

Court. The ACU's actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

- 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU’s
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consuitation is merely an exercise of ticking lthe boxes.

Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up.to
date student information.

The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
" Macguarie University.

Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or

residents.

The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a vaiid
decision in support of the proposal. [f these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

| Yours faithfully |
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SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir ] RECEIVEL
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Pian are as follows:
- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approvai.

- 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU’s
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU's consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009, This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up:to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and

* Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic shouid not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

- Yours faithfully -
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Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSlTY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- 1t diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due fo 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU’s
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU'’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2008. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up'to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield..

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking_ and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. [f these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.
' - B O R,
Yours faithfully Padate -_.f LNL
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Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to ‘decl'gne the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

It diminishes the privacy of_ioéar residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful

breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment -

Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negativeiy on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield..

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historicai site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker couid make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully
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Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Pian are as follows:

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

it diminishes the privacy oflloéal residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposai fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

The ACU’s |ack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful

breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment -

Court. The ACU's actions have impacted negatively on the nelghbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and wiil further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU'’s
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for
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residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up.to
date student information.

The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or

residents.

The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequatety engaged with the community. '

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

* Yours faithfully
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SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir |
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposai.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of_loéal residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposai faiis to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment -
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

- 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 proposai will have substantial traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts
on the surrounding residential precinct. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU's consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
© Macguarie University.

Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not {0 provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or

residents.

The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consuitants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a vaiid
decision in support of the proposal. if these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

" Yours faithfully
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects-Assessment

Department of Planning and [nfrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposai.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- Mt diminishes the privacy of‘loéal residents by including new 3 and 4 storey huildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU’s
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU'’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU's consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up:to
date student information.

The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to fand ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking_ and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character,

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and wili see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

| Yours faithfully

\\’ffl{'r"lh}lflbx - o iz



Resident’s Address

Date (,_M][_ -l Z[)/Z

9 Perkey Rd

Mr Mark Brown R T e
H H L ~}f”(;(/ .
Major Projects Assessment v <;+ : { 8
‘ .
1

Department of Planning and infrastructure
GPO Box 39 \
SYDNEY NSW 2001 ‘\
\
1

Dear Sir \
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its witful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect
assumption in relation to the growth in student humbers. 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU'’s
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU's consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield..

ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposail. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.,

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

Yours faithfully
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Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfieid and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. ;

The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU's actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

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. The expansion of the ACU represents a

breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consuit with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for
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residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerabie and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site - in fact
stch over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister shouid reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully // /
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Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: mMP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- Itdiminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU'’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful

breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment -

Court. The ACU'’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU’s
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up.to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. [f these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

" Yours faithfully
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Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. ‘

The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU's actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhoed contrary
to the intentions underlying the approvai.

- 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consuitation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not refiect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2008. This is 2012, The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area, The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the locai streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
Is inadequate. :

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully
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Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding resideitial precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. '

- The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

- 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience,

- The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU’s
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Fiyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for
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residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’'s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
fin 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to .
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road ~ the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intoierable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate. -

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan aiso fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing buiit
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character,

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community,

We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years.
Yours faithfully R 1\
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Austratian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding resideintial precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

~  The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. i

- The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU's actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

- 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009, This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current fand is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal, if these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratic and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment
Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. "

- The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

- 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU’s
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residentiai area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate. ‘

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historicat site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: iand ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as foliows:
- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- [t diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy inciuded in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. '

- The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

- 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
compietely 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU’s
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Fiyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
. date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadeguate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowiedges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate. :

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. |If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

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

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University {ACU} expansion proposal, we write to lodge our cbjection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
- The proposai detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. ‘

- The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underiying the approval.

- 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU'’s
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan aiso fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. [f these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and wili see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the commuinity.

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

Yours faithfully
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Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and infrastructure
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Dear Sir
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RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposai.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as foliows:

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. ‘

The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU's actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU’s consultation with the local commiunity has been inadeguate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU'’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU's consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a

plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to .
N date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide

equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a locali road — the Council states that the volume of traffic shouid not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on

site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consuitants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. if these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space

and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully
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Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic. University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to‘decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilfui
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the guiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for
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residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. Thereport was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
pfan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up-to

date student information.

- The ACUissitedon 5 hectart_as of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and

© Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate. ‘

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy.the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasconable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to

adequately engaged with the community.

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

| Yours faithfully
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Mark Brown - Submission Details for Mo Suen
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From: Mo Suen <Cherrys0418@hotmail.com>
To: <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 8/03/2012 12:09 AM

Subject:  Submission Details for Mo Suen

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

g, |
ue i
‘j‘g?@fﬁ‘  Planning &

wnrmne | 11frastructure

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Mo Suen
Email: Cherrys0418@hotmail.com

Address:
56/1 Bennett Ave,

Strathfield South, NSW
2136

Content:
The traffic around Strathfiels is already so crowded especially for schools hours. The road infrastructure is not

adequate fo afford those traffic because ACU getting more staff and student.

IP Address: 124-168-144-165.dyn.iinet.net.au - 124.168.144.165
Submission: Online Submission from Mo Suen (object)
hitps.//imaiorprojects. affinitylive.com?action=view diary&id=27228

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

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

Mo Suen
E : Cherrys0418@hotmail.com

Powered by AffinityLive: Work. Smarter.

file://C:\Documents and Settings\mebrown\Local Settings\Temp\XPGrpWise\4F57F8B... 8/03/2012



From:. Margaret Janu <margaret.janu@gmail.com=>

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

Date: 12:02 pm 7/03/2012

Subject: MP10_0231 Australian Catholic University Concept Flan

Attachments: MP10_0231 objection.pdf

Attention : Mr Mark Brown
Department of Planning and Infrastructure

Re: MP10_0231 Australian Catholic University Concept Plan
Submission of objection attached.

Thank you,
Dr Margaret Janu



Dr Margaretf Janu
18-20 Elwin Street
STRATHFIELD 2138

7% March 2012

Mir Mark Brown

Major Projects-Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GO Box 39 ‘ .
SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic. Universily (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precincl

It diminishes the privacy of logal residents by Including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the LLand and Environment -
Cour. The ACU's actions have Impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

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 conglusions reached by the university and its consultants.
The proposal will have substantial traific, parking and other amenity-related impacts
on the surrounding residential precinct.  The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet anjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate, The ACU's
selective provision of infermation to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recantly, the ACU's attempt at consuitation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of & meetihg at short notice does nol reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for




residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
Al best, the ACU's consullation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Infarmation in the ARUP report analyses out of dale data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2008, This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
ihere is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011, Why and how cana
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date s{udent information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hegctares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ralio, say belween the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University,

- Barker Road is a lo¢al road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day, Whatthe ACU proposals will see further infolerable and
dangeraous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Stratifield.

- . ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequaie on
sitg parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial il
is Inadequate.

- The ¢oncept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The cencept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing huilt
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over deveiopment will destroy the hertage character.

The Departrent and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its cansultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make & valid”
decision in support of tha proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
{o be declined, it should be de¢lined on the fact that the ACU Is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has bulldings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

We confirm that we have made no refortable pefitical denations in the previous two years,

A Yours faithfully
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tr Mark Brown

Major-Projects Assessment

Diepartment of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
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RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU} expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection 1o the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings

near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,

traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU’s fack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and .O'rder of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU's actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary

to the intentions underlying the approvai.

~ The proposal contains invalid parking and'trafﬁc analyses due to an incorrect
assumption in relation to the growih in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis

completely invalidates the conclusions reached by the unjversity and its consultants.
The proposal will have substantial traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts
on the surrounding residential precinct. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
intetfere with their safety, peace and convenience,

The ACU's consuiltation with the tocal community has beeri inadeguate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive,
More recently, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
Al best, the ACU's consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. Thisis 2012, The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there s no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

The ACU is sited on & hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadeguate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the Jocal streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknow!edges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents. :

The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal, The misinformation, use of
out:of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and'its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. 1f these reasons alone are:not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on & mere 5
hectares, has builgings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have cornparable or adequate student: {and ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adeguately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Pian are as follows:
The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parklng
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhocod.

- The ACU's lack of integration with'the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU's actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
10 the intentions underlying the approval.

- 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 prop’dsal will have substantial traffic, parking and othér amenity-related impacts
'on the surrounding residential precinct. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an oppertunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addiessed and considered,
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2008. This is 2012, The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of uo to
date student information,

The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of fand in a residential area. The current tand is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is -a local road — the Council states that the voluine of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerahle and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the focal streets of Strathfield,

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantia) it
is inadequate,

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing buitt
environment and will not be a sympathetic tregtment of the historical site ~ in fact
such over deveiopment will destroy the heritage character.

The Departiment and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information; the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its.consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a vaiid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for.the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the AGU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully
5 ,/"M',,-\-:
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Department of Planning and Infrastructure

GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal. we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails. to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU's lack of integration with the local commupity is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU's actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

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 propdsal will have substantial traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts
on the surrounding residential precinct. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU'’s
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents o express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU's consuitation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes,

Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009, This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macauarie Liniversity.

Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volfume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

ARUP acknowiedges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make-a valid
decision in support of the proposal, If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declingd on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully
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AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY {ACU) APPLICATION NO: MP 10 0231
OBJECTION AGAINST CGNCEPT PLAN FOR ACU STRATHFIELD CAMPUS

As res?dentt; of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the proposed expansion plans of the Ausiralian
Catholic University {ACU) for a World Class Precinct, we hereby lodge our objection to the Applicant’s Concept
Plan for the ACU Strathfield Campus.

We strongly urge the Minister to reject the proposal for the folowing reasons:

The proposal reduces the heritage appeal and character of the surrounding low density residential area.

The total bulk and scale of the proposed building mass directly impacts on US, to our “rights to privacy both
visually and aurally” and the “preferred neighbourhood character” Cf. 8.1 of Strathfield DCP 2005 Part A
{DCP2005]. The proposed building mass includes 2 multi storey developments on the boundary of Barker
Read including one 4-storey building opposite South Street and one 3-storey building opposite Wilson Street.
It not only spoils the streetscape but will be an invasion of our privacy, and in time, detracts and reduces the
property values of the surrounding neighbourhood suburb,

The Neighbourhood Palicy included in the proposal substantially fails to address the issues of parking, traffic
and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful hreaches of its original
pfanning approvals and Qrder of the Land and Envirgnment Court. The ACU's actions have impacted
negatively on the neighbourhood, contrary to the intentions underlying the approval.

The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analysis data based on an incorract 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, par‘k_ing and other amenity-
related impacts on the surrounding residential precinct. The expansion of the ACU represents a breach of
resident’s rights to the guiet enjoyment of their properties and will further interfere with their safety, peace

and convenience.

The Transport & Accessibility Study restricts our rights to visit family and friends. The Strathfield area has a
unique community, £ach family member, friend or acguaintance s separated by only 1 or 2 degrees.
Facebook has helped us to stay connected, Almaost everyone khows someone on each streel or each block.

The ACU’s consultation with the local community has been facking and inadequate. The ACU’s selective
provision of information to only a handful of residents was not comprehensive enough. More recently, the
ACU’s attempt at consuitation via the distribution of a Fiyer and the holding of a meeting at short notice does
not reflect on the ACU's bona fide in seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an
opportunity for residents to express and have their concerns addressed and considered. At best, the ACU's
consyltation is merely-an exercise of political pretence. There was no sincerity or good faith in their actions.

The ARUP reportanalysis was based on out-of-date data relating to student numpers in 2008 and 2009. This
is 2012. Motwithstanding this, the report was prepared on 14 December 2011 and yet there is no analysis of
student numbers in either 2010 or 2011,

Why and how can a Concept Plan with such a significant and negative impact on local residents, not be the
subject of up-to-date student information?



@ The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in the midst of a Low Density Residential Area. That Low Density
Residential Area within the ACU's immediate vicinity, bordered by Parramaita Road te the north, The
Boutevarde to the east, Cooks River to the south and Centanary Drive to the west, is approximately 300
hectares, i.e. the ACU site takes up approximately 1.67% of the total Low Density Residential Area that is our
horne. Why should 1.67% dictate the living standards of the rest of the 98,33% of Strathfield Residents?

*  The current fand holding by the ACU is totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU. The site
will become an unattractive area of Jarge dominant buildings, paved or concrete footpaths, covered

walkways integrating pedestrian linkages throughout the campus and a minj city within its gated walls.

e It does not provide equitable student to land ratio with say, the University of Western Sydney or Macguarie

University.
No. of Students Hectares No. of Students
Per Hectare
UWS Campbelllown Campus 4,830 166h 29
Macquarie University 30,000 130h 230
Australian Catholic University 4,800 5h 960

The student-to-area ratio is dense and inadequate, and unsuitable for the chosen environment.

] Barker Road is a {ocal road. The Councll has stipulated that the volume of traffic should nol exceed 4,000
vehicles per day. The ACU proposal will see further intolerable and dangerous traffic conditions on Barker
Road, as well as an increase in speed and traffic in the surrounding local streets of Strathfield.

e The ARUP report has acknowledged the ACU's decision not to provide adequate on-site parking and is
content to accept this decision, 1t further notes that whilst the on-site parking increase proposal appears
substantial, it is inadequate to meet the needs of the University.

*  The Concepl Plan by the ACU will NOT minimise the substantial impact on traffic and parking problems of the
residents.

" Furthermore, the Concept Plan fails to maintain and enhange the character of the existing built environment
and will not be sympathetic to its surrounding environment, to its surrounding historical heritage nor wilt it
do any justice to the site left by the Christian -Bros in 1993. In fact, such a development will destroy the
heritage character of Mount 5t. Mary and the aesthetics of Mount Royal Reserve.

The Department and the Minister of Pianning should reject the ACU proposal wholgheartedly. The misinformation,
the use of outdated student data and the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the ACU and ils
consultants, mean that no reasonable decision maker can make a valid decision in support of this proposal.

If these reasons alohe, are not sufficient for the proposal to be refused, then the proposal should ‘be refused on
the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5 hectares in :‘the-midslz of a 300 hectare low density residential area,
frais buildings of historical significance, will see an erosion of open green space and will not have comparable or
adequate student:land area ratios, not to mention that the ACU has failed to adequately engage in consultations

with the local community.

We hereby declare that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous two years nor up until the
application is determined,

Please do not release my personhal details 1o the ACU.

Yours Faithfully,
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Flanning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU} expansion proposal, we write to lodge our ohjectian to the abave
Concept Plan, We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal,

Key reasons Tor objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
niear the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails fo.address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. [

- The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its witful
hreaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU'’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood cantrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

- 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,  The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the guiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience:

- The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive,
More recently, the ACU'’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does notreflect on the ACU’s hona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for
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residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered,
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUR report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
tatally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquane University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
js inadequate.

- The goncept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan aiso fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing buiit
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the-analysis presented by the
ACU and its constiitants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone .are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a.mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community., :

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

Yours___faéthfuiiy ey

s Lo . T Glen W Hooke J.P.
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projecis Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPQO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
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RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as foilows:

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of thé"'[.a_nd and Environment
Court. The ACU'’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval. ,

The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect
assumption in relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw i 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU’s
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU's consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers.
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with.such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadeqguate for the expansion obiectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to Jand ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road Js a locai road — the Councit states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day, What the ACU proposals wilf see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield..

ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adeguate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadegquate.

The concept plan by theACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the hjstorical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal., The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consuitants'mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined; it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have~‘c:0mpara_b|elor adequate student: land ratio and hecause the ACU has failed to
adequatefy engaged with the community.

We confirm that we have made no re‘por'table political donations in the previous two years.

Yours fajthful_ly @’/Q%VL:; o) ' Y I
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Resident's Address o - .
21 BEVENNA ST SRATHAND MW

Date /7,}/3-//:2/ 213 5

Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection io the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- it diminishes the privacy of local residents by inciuding new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Puolicy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other-amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the ngighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

- 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU’s consultation with the lgcal community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU’s attempt at consuitation via the distribution ¢f a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU's consuitation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes,

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 20Q09. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011, Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up fo
date student information.

- The ACU is sited.on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion chjectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macguarie University,

- Barker Road is a local road - the Coungil states that the volume of fraffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. ‘What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streefs of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the pesitive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadeguate.

The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will nat be g sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Depantment and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information; the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its constdtants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons zlane are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mare 5

hectares, has buildings of higtorical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student; fand ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the cominunity.

We caonfirm that we ‘have made ho reportable political donations in the previous twoe years.

Yours faithfuliy
/ _:(k:[ 2.
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Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and Infrastracture,
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

L AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICA'

We, being residents of Strathfield directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic 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 ave as lollows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct and dbuinishes
the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buitdings near the houndary of the
nniversity on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy inchided in the proposal does not address sufficiently the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighhourhood. The university's lack of integration witl
the Jocal community is higzhl'ighted by its wilful breaches of its original planning approvals, which
have generated impacts on the neighbouriiood contrary to the intentions underlying those

approvals.

- The proposal containg invalid parking and traffic analvses due 1o an incorrect assumption in
relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis completely invalidates the
canciusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal wilt have substaniia
traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the surrounding residential precinet, i
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 safely, peace and
CDI_]\’EHIE!HLG.

v

- The university's consultation wich the Jocal community las been inadequate.
aripinally provided information.to Yoval residents that was pot comprehensive and was provided
to a minovity of affected residents. More recently, it Lappears tha Hho university may undertake
some further consultation with some residents but this will not provide those with an interest in
tha proposal enough-opportunity to express their views,

he upiversity

Due to theseand other reasons, we, the undersigned, do notsupport the prapesal by ACLL

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

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

Yours faithfully,

7 . . N
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and infrastructure
GPQ Box 392

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As.residents of Strathfield and residents directly affede.d by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACL)) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key regsons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows!

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

It diminishes the privacy of Jocal residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neiéhbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is fhjghii_ghted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court, The ACU's actions have impacted negatively on the nei@;hb‘ourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval, |

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.  The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the guiet enjoyment of theirpr}op_’e_rties;and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a 'hancjful of residents was.not comprehensive,
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Fiyer and

the holding of a.meeting at short notice does not reflect. on the ACU's bona fides in

seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU's consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data refating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011, Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous {raffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents,

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal, The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reascnable decision maker could make 2 valid
decision'in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on.a mere 5
hegtares, has buildings of historical significance and will see.an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

el

We confirm that we ha;e/.m;@déno reportable political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully .~
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University {ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan, We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road,

- The_ Ne&ghbpurhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. .

- The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Crder of the Land and Environment -
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood.contrary

to the intentions underlying the approval.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect
assumpticn 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
intarfere with their safety, peace and convenjence.

- The ACU's consultation with the focal community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the AGU"s_a_ttempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at.short notice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU's consuitation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student nurnbers
in 2008 and 2009, This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no.analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion ebjectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and

" Macquarie University.

Barker Road is a Jocal road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield..

ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

The concept plan also fajils to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historicat site — in fact
such over development will desfroy the heritage character,

The Dapartment and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. Ifthese reasons alone are not sufficient for t_h'_e proposal
to be declingd, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated ona mere 5
hectares, has bulidings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparabie or-adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adeguately engaged with the community.

 Yours faithfully
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0234

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
- The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of focal residents by inctuding new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on-Barker Road.

- The Nei‘ghboﬁurhood Policy included in the proposal fajls to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU's actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to anincorrect
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. The expansion of the-ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their-safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU’s
selective provision of information to a-handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer-and
the holding of a'meeting at short notice does not refiect on.the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012, The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residentiai area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

Barker Road is a local road - the Council states. that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes {hat while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate,

- The concept plan by the AGU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents,

The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing buist
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site ~ in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject-the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysjs presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker ¢ould make a valid
decision in support of the proposal, [f.these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be.declined-on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student; land ratio-and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully

o (
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 38

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection fo the above
Concept Flan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposat.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows;
The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- ftdiminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buiidings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood,

- The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU's actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval,

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect
assumption in relation to the growth in-studéent numbers. This flaw in the analysis.

completely invalidales the conclusions regched by the University and its consultants.

The proposal will have substantial traffic, parking and other amenity-retated impacts
on the surrounding residential precinct.  The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.,

- The' ACU's consultation with the focal community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU)'s attempt at:cpnsu]taﬁon vig the distribution of a8 Fiyer and
the helding of a meeting'at;short‘noﬁce does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for




residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the hoxes,

information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2008. This is 2012, The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on & hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
fotally inadegquate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between tha University of Western Sydney and

Macqguarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road - the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals wili see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that sireet and the local streets of Strathfield,

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adeguate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proppsed appears substantial it
is inadeauate,

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan alsec fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Depariment and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its-consultants mean that no reasonatle decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the. ACU is situated on a mere &
hectares, has buildings of historical significarice and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student; land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yaours faithfully
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Depariment of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU} expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey huildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

The AGL's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU's actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

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 invalidaies 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a

breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further

interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU’s consultation with the local community has been inadeguate, The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive:
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consuitation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a meeting at short notice.does not reflect on the ACtF's bona fides in
seeking fo. consult with affected.residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU's consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in. 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to

date student information.

The ACU is sited on & hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadeguate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does nhot provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and

Macquarie University.

-~ Barker Road is a local road ~ the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it

is inadequate.

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traific and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan aiso fails fo maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. [f these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buijldings of historical significance and will see an eérosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adeqguate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to

adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully




Resident’s Address
- -y ~’\ ' - — i rl n ,
o {./'/i} %/ ooy i Date .’j\f}' (V(D L'
20 [’U)%}'CL("C /(?[;I’JE

Mr Mark Brown CTRATHEIE LD
Major Projects Assegsment /\:”?135\/ 2f g)"‘
Department of Planning and Infrastructure :
GPQO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:;
The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

it diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the [Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive,
Mare recently, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consuliation js merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. Tha current land is
totally inadeqguate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does nof provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macqguarie University.

Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of fraffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notés that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents,

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing buijlt
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
sich over development will destroy the herilage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
oul of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on.a mere §
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will-see an erosjon of open-green space
and not-have comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully




Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39 :

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
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RE: AUSTRALIAN GATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

. As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to fodge our objection lo the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for ohlecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

- The proposal detracts from the character of the surraunding resldentlal precinct

-~ It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storéy buildings

near the houndary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neigjhbourhood Poliey incidded in the praposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
“hreaches of its original planning approvals and Qrder of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s adlions have impacted negatively on the: neighbourhoad contrary

to the intentions underlying the approval,

- 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 praoposal will have substantial iraffic, parking and ather amenity-related impacts
on the surrounding residential precinct. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further

interfere with their safety, peace and convenience,

- The ACU'’s consultation with the local communlty has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive,
More recently, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does nét reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents fo express and have thelr views and concerns addressed and considared.
Al best, the ACU's copsultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
- In 2008 and 2009. Thig-is 2012. The reportwas prepared 14 December 2011 yet
thera is no analysis of student numbers In either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and nég‘a‘tive,impact on rasidents not be subject of up ta
date student information.

The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The cunrent land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objestives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratie, $ay betwaen the University of Westeth Sydney and
Macquarie University. '

Barker Road is & local road —the Council states thaf the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. Whal the ACU proposals will see further infolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.,

ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequale on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
Is inadequate,

The concept plan by the ACU will not minarmsa the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

The concapt plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing buitt
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destray the heritage character.

The Depariment and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformalion, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its conaultants mean that no reasopable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal, If these reasons alone are not suificient for the praposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the facf that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an arosion of cpen-graen space
and not have comparable or adequate student; land ratic and because the ACU has failed to
adequalely engaged with the: community.

We canfirm that we have made no reportable political denations in the previeus two years.

* Yours faithfully
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Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of focal residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the bhoundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parkmg
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions upderlying the approval.

- 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.  The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet-enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace ang convenience.

- The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU’s
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding ofa meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At pest, the ACU's consultation is. merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on & hectares of land in a residential area. The currentland is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it-does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macgquarie University.

Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. ‘What the ACU propesals will see further intoleraple and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

- ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inagdeqguate,

The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing buitt
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site - in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student informaticin the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consuitants-mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficiant for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings -of- hlStOrlcaI significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have. comparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours fajthfully



Important Resident Information about the Australian
Catholic University (ACU} proposal to expand student
numbers by more than 400%

The date for making submissions opposing the ACU's plans must be lodged by 13
March 2012, Your submission must:

- include your name and address and indicate if you object to your personal
details being released to the ACU

- include a statement whether you have made a reportable political donation in
the last two years; and

- you must quote: Application Number: MP 10_0231 - Australian Cathelic
University Concept Plan

Address your submission to:

Mr Mark Brown, Department of Planning and Infrastructure, 22-33 Bridge
Street, SYDNEY NSW 2000. If you wish to email your submission send it to:
plan comment@planning.nsw.gov.au. 1fyou wish te fax your submission
please send it to fax [02) 9228 6455. Ifyou wish to speak to Mark Brown his
telephone number is: 9228 6385, Remember you must always quote reference:
MP10_0231, You must provide reasons why you ebject to the ACU

proposal.
You can also write and raise your objection fo the ACU"s concept plan by writing to:

1.~ Cardinal Pell - he needs to know that the ACU's proposal wil] destroy the
visual appearance of the Australian Catholic University {(which was a
Seminary) and that the actions of the over enrolment by the ACU have
significantly impacted on residents and that further expansion will make
life intolerable for residents and will place increased vehicles on the local
roads which are already saturated with traffic. The address for Cardinal
Pellis: Polding Centre, 133 Liverpool Street, SYDNEY NSW 2000

Write to the Local State Member of Parliament: Mr Charles Casuscelli, MP
at Shop 1, 54 Burwood Road, BURWOOD NSW 2135, Mr Casuscelli’s
Electorate Office telephone number is: 9747 1711

a3

If you are concerned about the loss of amenity, the loss of parking, the increase in traffic
congestion in the streets and the over development of the Australian Catholic University
site then you must write and Jet.the Department of Planning and Infrastructure know of
your objections. This is the only opportunity to be beard and you must exercise your
rights to be heard - writing is the only way.
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Department of Planning and infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic. University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

-t diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhoo.d Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlightéd by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

- The proposal eontains invalid parking and traffic analyses due fo 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 proposgal will have substantial traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts
on the surrounding residential precinct. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of résidents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating fo student numbers
in 2008 and 2009, This is 2012, The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up fo
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macqguarie Unjversity.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic shouid not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

ARUP acknowledges the positive decision-of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

- The concept pian by the ACU will not minimise the impact on fraffic and parking or
residents,

- The concept pfan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character,

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal, The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker couid make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. if these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that‘the“ACU is situated oh a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adeguate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

" Yours faithiully
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects-Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructurs
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic. University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Pian. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails fo address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

The ACU's lack of Integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning apptrovals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU’s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recantly, the ACU’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an apportunity for
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Major Projects Assessment
Department of Planning and Infrastructure

GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2001 Fﬁ!{/ﬂ rE
Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affecied by the operation of the Austraiian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write {0 lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposat.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as tollows.
The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residentiat precinct

It diminishes the privacy of local residents By inciuding new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic.and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU's actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

- 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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU's consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of infarmation to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an oppartunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
Al best, the ACU's consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2008, This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on rgsidents not be subject of up o
date student information.

- The ACU is sited an 5 hectares of land in a residential arga. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macguarie University.

Barker Road is a logal road -~ the Cotncil states that the volume of traffic should not
axceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that sireet and the focal streets of Strathfield

ARUP acknowledges the posilive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantiat it
is inadequate.

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents,

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing buil
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in'the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in-support of the proposal, if these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an-erosion of open-green space
and not have comparahle or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the cormmunity. ‘

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

Yours faithfully
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Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Bex 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO:; MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to.the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows;

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

i

- It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
fraffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

- The ACU's lack of integration with the local community is hlghhghted by its wilful
breaches of ite original planning approvals and Order of 1he Land and Environment
Court, The ACU’s actions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the'intentions underlying the approval,

- 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 surroundmg residential precinct.  The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights. to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU’s cansultation with the local community has been inadeguate. The ACU’s
selective provision of information 1o a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Fiyer and
the holdmg of a meeting at short notice does not-reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in-providing an oppartunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data relating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009. This is 2012, The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011. Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of land in a residential area, The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACL and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University,

Barker Road is a focal road — the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantiaf it
is inadeguate,

The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing buiit
environment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU preposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. |f these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student; land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adeguately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully

Ty N
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
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Resident’s Address YT
» STRATHATE™D
- a5 . e
Date é/g/ 207 2 Sisud 2135

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the operation of the Austratian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

It diminishes the privacy of local residents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is highlighted by its wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Order of the Land and Environment
Court. The ACU’s aclions have impacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

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. The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyrment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU’s consultation with the iocal community has been inadequate. The ACU'’s
selective provisioh of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently, the ACU's atternpt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for
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residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an axercise of ticking the boxes.

Information in the ARUP report analyses out of date data refating to student numbers
in 2008 and 2009, This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in either 2010 or 2011, Why and how can a
plan with such significant and negative impact on residents not be subject of up to
date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of l[and in a residential area. The current land is
totaily inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say betw=en the University of Western Sydney and
Macguarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffic shpuld not
exceed 4,000 per day. What-the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions.in that street and the local streets of Strathfield.

ARUP acknowledges the positive decision of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the parking increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate,

- The concept plan by the ACU will not minimise the impact on traffic and parking or
residents.

- The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance the character of the axisting buiit
gnvironment and will not be a sympathetic treatment of the historical site — in fact
such over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposaj
to be declined, it should be declingd on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student: fand ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Q’{ ,M/ﬂﬁ:?ﬁ:‘::w._
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