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Mr Mark Brown

Maijor Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDONEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
RE; AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: #P10_0231

As residentis of St‘rathﬁ_gld and residents directly affected by the operation of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) e)tpansibn' proposal, we write 1o lodge our ohjection’'to the abiwve
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 Neighbourhoad Policy mcluded in the proposal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other'amenity- Ampacts on the neighbourhood.

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

- The propesal contams mvahd parking and traffic analyses due to anincorrect
assumption in relation 10 the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis
completely invalidates the. conclusions reached by the university and its consultants.
The proposat will have substantial traffic, parking and other amemty»related 1mpactq
onthe surrounding residential precinct. The expansion of the ACU represents
breach of resxdents rights to the quiet enjoyment of their properties and will further
mterfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU’s constltation with the tocal community has peen madequate The ACL's
selective provision of information to a handful of restdents was not comprehensive,
More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution.of a Flyerand
the holdmg of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult- wath 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 consultation is-merely an exercise of ticking the boxes,

information in the ARUP report apalyses out of date data relating to student numbers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 Jand is
totally inadequate for the expansion objectives 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 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 Dt
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 presentad 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 bulidmgs of historical sxgmﬂcance 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 confitm that we have made no reportable political donations in the previous fwo 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 wri‘te to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Depart_me‘htand 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 Nelghbourhood 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
1o the intentions underlying the a/pp‘roval

- 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 conclusaons 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 ‘,theiquieﬁt ehjoyment 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 AGU'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-consuilt with affected res;dents 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 stubject 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 Strathfieid.

ARUP acknowledges the positive deci,,s.i,o\n of the ACU not to provide adequate on
site parking and notes that while the par‘king;increase proposed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

The concept ptan 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: 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
Kuated gia
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Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATICN NC; 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 convenierice,

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 gither 2010 or 2011. Why and how can &
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 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 sireet 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 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. mformatlon the errors and deficiencies in the anaiysss presented by the
‘ACU and its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decisionin 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 bunldmgs of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comparable or adequate student; land ratlo and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

We confirm that-we have made no reportable political donations inthe previous two years.

Yours faithfully

TAAD Cupty
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We confirm that we have made no reportable political donations in the, previous wa years,

Yours faithfully
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32 Pemberton Street,
Strathfleld NSW 2135
6™ March, 2012

Mr. Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessments

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
SYDNEY NSW 2001 G.P.O.Box 39

Dear Sir,

_RE. AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: M.P10-0231

As a resident of Strathfleld | am writing to you to lodge my objection to the above ACU Concept
Plan,

| had been away on holidays and had recently made aware of “An unholy'mess” as on the front page
of the Burwood Scene dated 29" February 2012. The article was interesting and hopefully made
more residents aware of the ACU proposals. | suggest you read this article to give you some insight
to the residents’ concerns. The ACU had only informed 220 residents of their Concept Plan when in
fact this proposal Is going to affect all who travel our streets in and out of Strathfield.

1 have noticed the congestion of traffic and parked cars | in the streets néar the University. Their
proposal Is a growing concern for us residents.

| object to the 4 story buildings proposed as it is not in keeping to our residence of Strathfield.

Thelr proposal had inadequate parking for the proposed increased numbers of students and staff of
more than 5,000 in 2016. Where will the students go because of lack of ohs‘ite-parki‘ng? Further,
and further in our streets; invading residential parking.. With an abundance of parked cars near the
University, one can only assume that students prefer to drive than catch the Shuttle bus to the

University.

| strongly object to the Concept Plan and trust the Department and Minister stiould also reject the
ACU Application No MP 10_0231.

I also confirm that | have made no repartable political dopation in the last 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 Jocal 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 'it.s,\orig,inalipla‘n"nihgiapp,rovals 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 inrelation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis

completely invalidates the' conclusions reached by the university and its consulants.
The proposal will have: substantlal trafﬂc parking. and other amemty -related impacts

on the surrounding resxdentlal 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 consultat:on via the-distribution ofa 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 praviding 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 {raffic 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 proposal. The misinformation, use of
out of date student information, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the
AC:U 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 forthe proposal
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU s 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 réportable‘political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully.

MW

edos

e :
i



Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39 :
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SYDNEY NSW 2001

Pear 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 lo,dge;ou,r 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 addiess the. parkmg
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

The ACU’s lack of integration with the lacal 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 tmpacted 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
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completely invalidates the conclusions reached by the university and its consultants.

The proposal will have substantial ‘t’r‘afﬁc, 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 resxdents and in providing an opportunity for



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considerad.
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 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 deficienctes 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

Y otter D occan
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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 Depariment 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 Neighbourhéod Policy included in the proposafl fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood,

- The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is haghhghted 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 thé neighbourhood contrary
1o 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 amemty~related impacts
on the surrounding residential precinct. The expansion‘of the ACU represents a
breaoh of residents’ rights to the quiet enjoyment of their propemes and will fuither
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU s consultation with the local community has. beenihadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was nof comprehensive.
‘Morg recently, th.e‘AC_U § attempt at consultation via the-distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short-notice does notreflect onthe ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an-opportunity for

e



residents to express and have their views and concerns addressed and considered.
At best; the ACU’s consultation 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. 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 the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

Barker Road is a local road — the Councif 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 focal 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 inadequsate.

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

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 sufﬁctent for the proposal
to be declined, it should be: declmed on the fact that the ACU is sitijated on a mere 5

hectares, has. burldings of historical significance and will see an erosion of open-green space
and not have comiparable or adequate student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

We confirmthat 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 39 -

SYDNEY NSW 2001

\J(.:u i 1'

Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

As residents.of;,Strathﬂ’eld 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 Qf‘loé\al;reéidents 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
assumptlon in relation to the growth in student numbers. This fiaw in the analysis
comipletely invalidates the conclusions reached by the university and its consuitants.
The proposal will have substant«al traffic, parking and other amenity- -related impacts
on the surrounding. resndentlal precinct.  The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ nghts to the quiet enjoyment of their propemes and will further
mter‘fere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The'ACU’s consultation with the local ‘c.ommunity*h’as- been inadéquate. 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 @ 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 inthe 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..

- ARUPR ackn'ow_l_edgejs 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 ontraffic 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 infarmation, the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presenied by the
ACU and its consuftants. mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid
decision in support of the propcsal 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 51gmfxcance 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.
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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 buiildings
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'ftapd 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 itg 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 provi;sion_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 5hectares 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 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 substantiaf it
is inadequate.

- The concept plan by the ACU‘wiN 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 Minisier 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 avalid
decision in support of the proposal.. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
to be declined, it should be declined oh the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 5
hectares, has buildings of historical srgmftcance and will see an erosion of open-greenspace
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 norep_dr’(ab'le political donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully
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Resident’s Addrass

Date

Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and (nfrastructiire
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear &ir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY A_PPL[CAT:ECN NO: MP10_0231

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

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

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

The Neighbourhood Policy included in the pro_po“sai,‘faiis to address the parking,
traffic and oiher amenity impacts on the rieighbourhood.

- The ACU's fack 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 negahvely on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the appraval,

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect
assimption 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 substaniial 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 ACW's cohsultation with the focal commuriity has been inadequate. The ACU's
wiective prcv;seon of information 16:a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
Wore recently, the ACU's atterpt at consultation via-the distribution of 2 Flyer and
the holding of @ meeting at short notice does not reflecton the ACU's bona figes |
seeking to ‘conault with affected: residents and in-providing an opportunity for



residents 10 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 cut 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 inforrmation. ‘

- 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
Macqauarie 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 logal 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
environmert and will not be & 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 efrors 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.  Jf these reasons alone a;giﬁot:’{suﬁicieﬂt for the proposal
to be decfined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACY is situated on a mere 5
heclares, has buildings of historical significance and will see anerosion of open-green space
and nothave comparable or adequate student: tand ratio and because the ACU has Tailed to
adequately engaged with the commiunity.

We confirm that we have made no reportablae political- donations in the previous two years,
Yours faithfully
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Depariment of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NS&W 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-decfine the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:
The proposal detracis 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 rigighbourhood contrary
to the intentions-underlying the approval.

- The proposal contains invalid parklng and traffic analyses due 1o an incorrect
assumptionin relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw'in the analysis
completely invalidates the conclusions reached bythe umversnty and its consultants.

The proposal will have substantial traffic, parking and other. amemty-related impacts
onthe surroundmg residential precinct. The- expansaon of the ACU- represents a
breach of residerits’ nghts to the quiet enjoymem 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. megting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to-consult with affected residents and in: provrdmg an: oppoﬂumty 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 fo:tr_afﬁc\s\hoqld not
exceed 4,000 per day. ‘What the ACU proposals will see further intolerable and
dangerous traffic conditions in that strest 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 Departmient 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 makeé.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: Jand 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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Resident’s Address 34 Shosflaads /4 ue
Stuethfield 2izy

Date Sin Moty 2612,

Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and !nfrds‘(ructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear 8ir

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_0231

- As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affacted by the operation of the Australiakn
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write {o lodge our objection to the ahove .
Cencept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister {o 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 hew 3 and 4 staréy buildings
hear the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

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

The ACU's lack of. mtegration with the local community is highlighted by ifs wilful

“breaches of its original planning approvals-and Qrder of the Land and Environment

Court. The ACU's actions have 1mpacted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary
to the intentions underlying the. approval.

The prop‘oscﬂ contains invalid parkmg and traffic ahalyses due to an incorrect
assumption in relation {o the growth in student numbers, This flaw.in the analysis
completely invalidates the conelusions reached by the university and its consujtants.
The proposal will have. substantaai fraffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts
oh the. surroundmg Tesidential precinet.  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 heen inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information.to a handful of residents was not comprehensive,
More recently, the: ACU's auc,mpt at-consultation via the distnbut»on of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short natice does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in

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




esldents to express and have thelr 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 analysés out of date data relating fo 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 informatjon.

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 betwesn the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University,

Barker Road is & local road — the Couneil states that the velume 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 propoaed appears substantial it
is inadequate.

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

The concept plan also fails to maintain and enhance 1 1 character of the existing buiit
environment and will not be a uympathstlc freatment of the historical site ~in fact
such over development will destroy the. hentage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The mlsmforma‘uon 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 suppott of the proposal. i these reasons glone 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 sumf cance and will see an erosioh of open-green space
and nat 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 donatiois in the previoustwo years.

* Yours faithfully

Ay I | VJ[?JW




From: <MikeN@pscoop.com.au>

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

Date: 9:09 am 12/03/2012

Subject: Fw: Submission re MP 10-0231 Australian Catholic University Concept Plan

Attachments: 20120312085401710.pdf
Dear Sir / Madam,
Attached please find submission re above plan.
Best regards,
Michael Ngai
6 Karuah Street
Strathfield NSW 2135

Reply to : mngai@bigpond.com

tumbleweed1.pscoop.com.au made the following annotations

NOTICE: This email message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s)
and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized
review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the
intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply email and destroy all
copies of the original message.

This message has been content scanned by the Axway MailGate.
MailGate uses policy enforcement to scan for known viruses, spam, undesirable content and
malicious code. For more information on Axway products please visit www.axway.com.




6 Karuah Street
STRATHFIELD NSW 2135

D'afe'
13- 03-20 2,

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 heighbourhood 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. 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

v Lprgny  JULIANA NGA
%M : Michaet N6A
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Attachments: IMG_0983.JPG; IMG_0980.JPG; IMG_0970.JPG; IMG_0974.JPG; IMG_0982.JPG

From: "Evelyn Lynch" <evelyn.y.l.lynch@gmail.com>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 6:56 pm 9/03/2012
Subject: 5 pictures for you

Attention Mark Brown

Re: ACU Concept Plan (MP 10-0231)

Thank you for replying to my concerns over the expansion of the ACU.
Attached are recent photos taken from my street, Heyde Ave, and the corners
of Dickson. This clearly illustrates how bad the parking and traffic is

already. Heaven knows how the infrastructure could cope if student numbers
are increased. Students park far too close to corners and endangers all

road users. One picture is better than a thousand words. Thanks.

Evelyn Lynch

You have been sent 5 pictures.

IMG_0983.JPG
iIMG_0980.JPG
IMG_0970.JPG
IMG_0974.JPG
IMG_0982.JPG

These pictures were sent with Picasa, from Google.
Try it out here: hitp://picasa.google.com/ ‘
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Mark Brown - FW: ACU expansion MP 10- 0231

From: "Mary Moussa" <moussa_mary@yahoo.com.au>
To: <Mark.Brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 9/03/2012 5:52 PM

Subject: FW: ACU expansion MP 10- 0231

CC: <eddm707@gmail.com>

Attachments: Preliminary McLaren Report - 8 March 2012.pdf

ACU expansion MP 10- 0231

Mark

You might recall that we were granted an extension to allow for our objection and our traffic experts report
to be submitted to you. This is outlined below.

I am writing to object against the proposed development by the ACU.

As indicated in our earlier correspondence we have sought the assistance of an independent traffic
experts report to examine the ACU report.

We attach this document for you to be read as part of our objection.
The report highlights the following

1 flawed assumptions
2 inaccurate diagrams
3 safety issues

And numerous other problems with parking and traffic management which have not dealt with the
requirements needed for consent.

In addition to these matters, we are also concerned about our residential amenity, the size and
number of the buildings, the increased volume of people and the loss of heritage appeal due to the

concept plan.
To expand on these points.

Strathfield is a low density residential suburb with 2 storey height limits. 4 Storey commercial
buildings are completely inappropriate in this area particularly as there is simply no "buffer zone" at
all. We are the ACU's direct neighbours.

The ACU states that the existing Heritage buildings would not be adversely impacted by the
proposal and no impediments would exists for residents to view these buildings. This is simply not
true. The ability to enjoy these great building when suffocated by commercial 4 storey buildings will

be diminished.

As a resident of Barker Road I am prepared to swear an affadavit about the capacity that my street
has reached. There is no more room for more traffic flow and parking during University hours. Any
suggestion that this amenity is improved by a 30% increase in student numbers is simply false. This
suburb is not built for a large commercial university. The safety issues, traffic issues, and noise have
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Page 2 of 2

not been appropriately dealt with or considered.

In addition the ACU has been in breach of it's existing student numbers for many years. A 1994
Land and Environment Court decision set the student caps for the ACU and its own documentation
demonstrates the breach. This is also outlined in Mr McLaren's report. We are concerned therefore
that any approval sought for the current development fail to take into account the prior breach, and in
a sense "wash away the sins of the past". This is relevant to the current proposal because the "lawful"
scale of increase is far greater that the ACU documentation suggests.

For all these reasons, and for the reasons outlined in the attached experts report we reject the ACU
expansion in its entirety.

I also confirm that I have not made any political donations.
Thank you
Eddy Moussa

76 Barker Rd
Strathfield NSW 2135

>What do you value? Join the conversation at:

http://www.creatingvalue.com.au
This email is sent by PwC. The email and any attachments may contain confidential
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MCLAREN TRAFFIC ENGINEERING _
Transport Planning, Traffic Impact Assessments, Road Safety Audits, Expert Witness
Email: mclarenc@ozemail.com.au

MIRANDA Office: ; Accounts Office:
Level 1 Mobile (0412) 949-578 5 Jabiru Place
29 Kiora Road Woronora Heights
MIRANDA NSW 2228 NSW 2233
Ph 61-2-8543-3811 ﬂ' Ph 61-2-9545-5161
Fax 61-2-8543-3849 i Fax 61-2-9545-1227

8 March 2012 2012/030.L02 CM/sm

Mr Eddy Moussa
76 Barker Road
STRATHFIELD NSW 2135

Attention: Mr Eddy Moussa
"Dear Eddy,

INDEPENDENT REVIEW OF SUBMITTED TRAFFIC & PARKING REPORT WITH DUE
REGARD TO TRAFFIC, SERVICING & PARKING EFFECTS OF THE PROPOSED ACU
STRATHFIELD CAMPUS EXPANSION

Reference is made to your request for an independent review of the traffic & parking report
prepared by ARUP dated 14 December 2011 titled “Australian Catholic University (Strathfield
Campus) Transport & Accessibility Study”.

Foilowing a detailed review of the ARUP report and recent site inspections, the undersigned
raises the following matters that are considered to be of such significance so as to question
the validity of the proposed development (as well as current operating conditions):

1. Current & Projected Student Numbers

Section 1.2 (3" paragraph) of the ARUP report makes reference to the 1994 Land &
Environment Court (L&E) consent for the existing Australian Cathotlic University
(ACU) Strathfield Campus acknowledging the following L&E court imposed limits:

» 325 on campus parking.
> 510 maximum student numbers on site at any one time.

The ARUP report failed to also state the following qualifications to the maximum
number of students on-site during the day & night, as imposed by the L&E court:

» 510 maximum student numbers on site at any one time during the day.
> 247 maximum student numbers on site at any one time at night.
> 190 staff.

The following extract from condition 32 of the 1994 L&E consent is relevant:

32. The number of students enrolled at the University at any one time shall
not exceed 1,100 by day and 700 by night and the number of teachers
employed shall not exceed 190, without the prior approval of council. The
number of students in attendance on the site at any one time shall not
exceed 510 between the hours of 8.00 am and 5.00 pm Monday to Friday and

247 between 5.00 pm and 9.00 pm Monday to Friday.

A DIVISION OF RAMTRANS (AUSTRALIA) PTY LIMITED A.B.N. 45 067 491 678




MCLAREN TRAFFIC ENGINEERING

The above student and staff numbers apply only to the main campus and not to the '
Edward Clancy campus, which is subject to conditions imposed by Strathfield Council
that state a limit of 240 students on campus at any one time and 38 off-street parking
spaces.

After acknowledging the student, staff and car parking limits set by the L&E court for
the main campus and by Strathfield Council for the Edward Clancy campus the ARUP

report

fails to adequately justify the increase in the student numbers currently

occurring on-site (underlining a potential breach of an existing consent condition) plus
the proposed increase in students, staff & on-site car parking particularly in regard to:

\,\'.

‘/’r‘

\}.

Proposed vehicular access arrangements, particularly with regard to RMS /
Council consultation on the form of the proposed arrangements.

Sensitivity testing of student & staff generation levels in terms of low, medium
& high levels of student & staff loads by peak time of day by season of year.

Adequacy of projected increased car parking to accommodate student & staff
generation levels.

Public transport accessibility limits of the site.
Impacts of proposed vehicular access arrangements on existing bus stops.

Proposed public transport improvements to accommodate student & staff
generation levels.

External traffic impact, particularly in regard to traffic flow efficiency, road
safety and residential amenity consideration with due regard to sensitivity
testing of student / staff ranges in terms of arrival / departure patterns. The
assessment needs to identify key / sensitive road elements within the area of
influence of the ACU campus.

Impact of parking overspill effects on nearby streets.

Detailed traffic and parking management plan.

The ARUP report makes a number of statements and presents diagrams that are
inconsistent with regard to the existing number of students on-site at any one time.
Some of these inconsistencies are highlighted below:

\;,

.

Y

\(7

Section 1.2 ... 510 ACU + 240 EC = 750 students combined.

Section 3.8.2 ... “Currently Strathfield campus is allowed to hold a maximum
of 2,200 students at any one time.”

Section 3.9 ... “In 2008 Semester 1, the peak student capacity reached 884
students attending lectures and tutorials where room capacity being 1,585 at
that time... Therefore in Strathfield campus the maximum utilisation of
students is only 55-60% of its permissible capacity.”

Figures 15 & 16 show student attendance levels well in excess of the 750
combined population limit.

Table 3 in Section 4.5 shows an existing student number of 2,200 at any one
time increasing to 2,400 students at any one time, thus an increase of 200
students stated as a 3% increase above the ‘existing’ 2,200 limit.

2012/030.L01
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The student population of 2,200 is almost 3 times greater than the limit of 750 for both
the ACU & EC campuses. The term “permissible” in Section 3.9 ignores the limits
placed on the operational performance levels set by the L&E court & by Strathfield
Council. The raw data details from which Figures 15 & 16 were derived should be
provided by the applicant for review. The assumption that the figures include both the
ACU & EC campuses needs to be confirmed.

If the limit of 750 were used then the 200 increase in students at any one time would
yield a 26.7% increase, not 9%. This represents a 3 fold increase in terms of the
additional change.

2. Hours of Operation

The L&E consent also specifies the hours of operation which the subject Masterplan
seeks to expand without adequate justification in terms of amenity impacts.

Some relief of the impact of ACU traffic at night and on weekends should be further
explored in terms of restrictive hours of operation.

3. Vehicular Access Planning

The proposed vehicular access arrangement shown in Figure 17 raises a number of
concerns, as follows:

» Creation of an unconventional anti-clockwise shuttle bus movement loop that
utilises retained Gates 2 & 3. Internal patron delivery & collection point is non-
standard as patrons need to cross internal road to access parked shuttle
buses.

» Relocating Gate 1 to the eastern boundary of the ACU site via a new set of
traffic signals at the Barker Rd / South St intersection will adversely affect Mt
Royal Reserve and potentially the private ROW to the east serving a
residential property.

> Creating Gate 4 location at the western end of the site creates a right-left

staggered T junction arrangement that is potentially unsafe if the offset
distance is inadequate and results in the displacement of an existing bus stop.

4. Loss of On-Street Parking

The ARUP statement in Section 4.4 that there will be no loss of on-street parking as a
result of the proposed Barker Rd / South St traffic signals has not been validated by
detailed design. lt is likely that some loss of on-street parking will result.

5. On-site Car Parking Supply

The ARUP report states that a total of 346 spaces are provided on both the ACU
(310) & EC (36) sites with 251 allocated for students and 90 for staff. This has a minor
calculation error. Section 3.8.2 of the ARUP report states that with 2,200 students on-
site (at any one time) that the student parking rate is 1 space per 9 students (i.e.
2,200 / 251). The student population of 2,200 is almost 3 times greater than the limit
of 750 for both the ACU & EC campuses.

Table 3 in Section 4.5 of the ARUP report shows an increase of 298 on-site car
parking spaces within the campus ground representing an 86% increase over the
existing 346 spaces. The ARUP report states that the on-site parking rate is 1 space
per 9 students (11% on-site student car driver); however this is erroneous as it uses
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the wrong student attendance level at any one time. If the 750 student level were
used then the on-site student parking rate would be 1 space per 3 students (33% on-
site student car driver). Again a factor of 3 out.

The total 504 on-site student parking spaces (from Table 3) for the inflated 950
students on-site (at any one time) results in an increase in on-site parking ratio for
students from 1 / 3 students to 1/1.9 students or from 33% to 53%. This contradicts
the last sentence in Section 4.5 of the ARUP report that states that the “parking ratio
is still reasonably low as per Department of Planning and State Government Target
for sustainable transport initiatives.”

In view of the above, reducing car dependence is clearly not achieved by the
proposed development. Further, measures to discourage students and staff parking in
nearby public streets have not been identified.

Section 4.6 of the ARUP report states higher on-site car parking spaces of 644
spaces (603 at ACU & 41 at EC). The ARUP report identifies that 584 spaces out of
the 603 spaces will be provided in a basement car parking area accessed

6. Residential Amenity Impact

The ARUP report fails to adequately address external impact on nearby sensitive
residential streets. The traffic volumes of 1,124, 651, 1,424 and 1,196 quoted in the
last two paragraphs of Section 3.3 are THROUGHPUT figures only and have no
application to determining acceptability in residential terms. The opinion expressed in
the last sentence in Section 3.3 is not derived from any stated performance criteria.

7. Student/ Staff Travel Mode Characteristics

The ARUP report fails to provide details of the current travel mode of students and
staff including car drivers, car passengers, motorbikes, bicycles, walk, train, buses
(public scheduled services and private ACU services), taxi and drop-off / pick-up
areas. This is best achieved by questionnaire type interview surveys together with
room patronage and parking surveys during the day and evening and bus patronage
levels. Monthly variations in attendance should aiso be estimated so that seasonal
impacts can be gauged. No such surveys were conducted with the ARUP report
providing poor details such as the following extracts:

» Section 3.5 (last sentence) ... “During the site visits very few students were
observed to walk to the campus.”

» Section 3.6 (First paragraph, last sentence) ... “During the site visit very few
students were observed to ride to the campus by bike.”

8. Public Transport Improvements

Insufficient detail is provided with respect to current public transport usage rates
together with spare capacity of bus services. The statements made in Section 5.5 of
the ARUP report are not substantiated. If services are poorly utilised at present it is
likely that much greater parking demand will occur with resulting adverse residential
amenity impacts in terms of parking demand and peak hourly iraffic activity.

The site is located some 1.3km from the nearest train station (Strathfield) and details
of scheduled bus route frequency and occupancy levels have not been provide.

The statements that students will be encouraged to travel to and from the site by train,
bus, bicycle, car share and walk modes are not supported by details of how that
outcome will be achieved and monitored. It is expected that car share schemes would
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not achieve any significant change in travel mode for students travelling to and from

their place of residence.

The site location with respect to proximity to high capacity (train) public transport
services is shown below.
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Given the long distance from the nearest train station that requires students & staff to
use two modes of travel (train & bus) it is expected that higher frequency bus service
provision with detailed assessment of bus / rail interchange capacity is required to
provide the travel mode shift from car to rail / bus modes. The assessment of bus
queuing effects at nearby rail station(s) and at the ACU site needs further detailed

investigation.

Without this major investigation into whether public transport (particularly bus
services) will deliver the required travel mode shift, it is expected that students and
staff will continue to drive their cars to and from the site to the detriment of the local
community in terms of increased car based trips and adverse residential amenity

impacts.

9. Bicycle Improvements, Disabled & Motorbike Parking

The ARUP report does not identify measures to be implemented that promote
sustainable means of bicycle access improvements that encourage or increase this
travel mode proportion in accordance with the DGR requirements.

Section 4.9 of the ARUP report uses the 2,400 student population to arrive at a
bicycle parking provision for 130 to 250 bicycle spaces based upon a range of 5% to
10%. No detailed bicycle plan has been prepared in the ARUP report.

Section 4.8 of the ARUP report states that 1% to 2% of the total parking supply will be
designed for people with disabilities, however no detailed assessment of disabled
parking & access is presented in the ARUP report. Section 4.10 of the ARUP report
states that 30 to 40 motorbike spaces will be provided on-site no details are provided.

10. Overspill Parking Impact

2012/030.L01
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The overspill parking impact assessment undertaken by ARUP is very limited as the
surveys reflect a limited road grid to the south and east. The extent of the parking
overspill effect is from 10.30 am to 2.30pm and ought to extend to the evening period
to assess impacts at night. It is considered that the surveys need to be undertaken
over a wider area, as shown below.
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The parking overspill effect identifies some of the sensitive road elements that ought
to be assessed in terms of peak hourly activity. There are other sensitive roads that
provide access to the overspill parking areas that also need to be gauged (via peak
hour flow changes) in terms of residential amenity impacts (both day & night).

The ARUP report states in Section 5.4 that 2 hour parking restrictions are proposed in
some nearby residential streets (refer to Figure 21) for weekdays between 8.30am to
3pm as “despite the significant increase in campus car parking supply, demand is
forecast to exceed supply and hence overflow parking will continue to occur in the
surrounding streets.” This proposal requires Council’s approval through its local traffic
committee and requires consultation with local residents. The likely overspill parking
effects at night have not been addressed and would be more difficult to enforce.

The ARUP recommendation relies heavily on Council enforcement, which is of
concern in terms of management costs. The ARUP management plan is insufficient in
detail and is likely to displace ACU parkers into residential streets further afield. The
likely increase in overspill parking effects needs to be more rigorously determined
based upon seasonal changes in on-site population, based upon more detailed
student & staff travel mode surveys.

11. Traffic Generation & Impact

Section 5.1.2 of the ARUP report states that aithough the on-site car parking is
doubled that the traffic generation increase is adopted as 10% which is based upon
erroneous current student population levels.

Further if the AM peak traffic generation of 161 (from Section 5.1.1) is applied to the
251 on-site spaces for students, this equates to 0.64 vehicle trips per space. By
applying this rate to the increase of 253 on-site student spaces results in an increase
of 162 additional vehicle trips, which is a doubling of current driveway fiows.
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The above calculation (which excludes overspill parking traffic generation effects)
highlights that the 10% increase in peak hourly flows adopted in the ARUP report is
seriously flawed .Accordingly, no confidence can be assigned to the conclusions
derived in Section 5 of the ARUP report.

12. Travel Demand Management

Section 3.10 of the ARUP report underlines the current deficiency of the ACU in
implementing a location specific sustainable travel plan, which is a DGR requirement.

The following extract from Section 3.9 is relevant:

“However, there is no information about discouraging the car driving and
encouraging the walking and cycling to the campus. There is also no
information about the bike and motorbike parking within the campus.”

The statements that students will be encouraged to travel to and from the site by train,
bus, bicycle, car share and walk modes are not supported by details of how that
outcome will be achieved and monitored. It is expected that car share schemes would
not achieve any significant change in travel mode for students travelling to and from
their place of residence.

13. Service Vehicle Provision

Section 4.6 of the ARUP report states that 9 service vehicle spaces are proposed with
no justification of the quantum necessary nor of the size of the service bays.

No swept path tests have been undertaken of the service bays. indeed the ARUP
report states in Section 4.7 that “a swept path will be undertaken by Auto Track
program in due course to ensure the adequate manoeuvre by the delivery vehicles.”

14. Other Inaccuracies in ARUP report

The ARUP report also makes the following inaccuracies in its report:

» Refers to “Blacktown and Mt Druitt hospital development proposal” in Section
2.1, first paragraph.

> Site maps in Figures 2, 3 & 4 are different with all figures including part or all
of the St Patrick’s College site as part of the ACU site.

15. Data to be Provided for Further Review

In order to further review the report findings, the applicant should submit the
electronic SIDRA files and provide electronic copies of swept path tests of design
vehicles using the proposed vehicular access conditions plus bus shuttle loop in
accordance with AUSTROADS requirements. Detailed design of vehicular access
points (Figures 17, 18 & 20) and any resulting loss of on-street parking and relocated
bus stops to be provided for review.

In addition, detailed information of student attendance from which Figures 15 & 16
were derived should be provided by the applicant.

Given the long distance from the nearest train station that requires students & staff to
use two modes of travel (train & bus) it is expected that higher frequency bus service
provision with detailed assessment of bus / rail interchange capacity is required to
provide the travel mode shift from car to rail / bus modes. The assessment of bus
queuing effects at nearby rail station(s) and at the ACU site needs further detailed

investigation.
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Please contact the undersigned should you require further information or assistance.

Yours faithfully
MCLAREN TRAFFIC ENGINEERING

Craig M°Laren

Director

BE Civil. Graduate Diploma (Transport Eng) MAITPM MITE
RMS Accredited Road Safety Auditor

RTA Accredited Traffic Control Planner (Red Ticket)
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Mark Brown - Submission Details for Julia Lieu 4]-«

From: Julia Lieu <jlleu@hotmail.com>
To: <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 13/03/2012 1:26 AM

Subject:  Submission Detalls for Julia Lieu
CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

aﬁ(—s‘ﬂvg Planning &

s | INfrastructure

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Julia Lieu
Email: jlieu@hotmail.com

Address:
87 homebush road strathfield

strathfield, NSW
2135

Content;
I'm concerned about parking and traffic congestion in the area.

IP Address: 124-168-19-223.dyn.iinet.net.au - 124.168.19.223
Submission: Online Submission from Julia Lieu (object)
https://majorprojects.affinitylive.com?action=view diary&id=27341

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

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

Julia Lieu
E : jlieu@hotmail.com

Powered by AffinityLive: Work. Smarter.
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Mark Brown - Submlsswn Detalls for Wllllam Lleu

From: William Lieu <williamlieu@me.com>
To: <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 12/03/2012 5:35 PM

Subject:  Submission Details for William Lieu
CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

oiille,
“&g@b Planning &
e | INfrastructure

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: William Lieu
Email: williamlieu@me.com

Address:
18 Florence Street

Strathfield, NSW
2135

Content:
12 March 2012

Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Mr Brown,

Objection to MP 10_0231 Australian Catholic University - Strathfield Campus Concept Plan

| am writing to object to the proposed Concept Plan for the Australian Catholic University, Strathfield Campus. My
objection is primarily based on concerns surrounding the bulk and scale of the development and the parking and traffic

impacts to the surrounding streets.

Bulk and scale

The bulk and scale of the proposed development, particularly the four-storey high library development in Precinct 1, is
excessive and inap propriate in the context of surrounding development. Barker Road and the surrounding streets
primarily comprise of 1-2 storey residential dwelling developments and are overwhelmingly residential in character.
The four-storey building envelopes will dominate the streetscape and will severely affect the residential character that
Strathfield is renowned for.

The proposal to locate the four-storey heights at the interface between the university and residential land uses should
be reconsidered. If the proposed development was located near the centre of the campus rather than at the campus
boundary, the visual impact of the development will not be as adverse.

Parking and traffic
There are already parking and traffic problems associated with current ACU students utilising nearby residential

streets. The proposal of a new underground car park, an increase in off-street car parking and the provision of extra
shuttle bus services are merely band-aid solutions to the current problems, let alone addressing the future car parking

demands of the university and its ambition to increase student numbers.
| also challenge the effectiveness of the proposal to introduce time-limited parking in the area. From my observations
of a similar strategy used at the University of New South Wales, it will merely shift the problem further away from the

campus and does not solve the future parking demands of students.
The preparation of a comprehensive area-wide transport and parking study is required to properly consider parking
and traffic impacts of the development. Approval should not be given prior to understanding the wider traffic and

parking implications of the development.
Yours sincerely,

William Lieu
Local resident of Strathfield
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IP Address: 124-171-22-bcast.dyn.iinet.net.au - 124.171.22.2565
Submission: Online Submission from William Lieu (object)
https://majorprojects.affinitylive.com?action=view diary&id=27339

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

Site: #2434 Australian Catholic University - Strathfield Campus
https://maijorprojects.affinitvlive.com?action=view_site8id=2434

William Lieu
E : williamlieu@me.com

Powered by AffinityLive: Work. Smarter.
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Mark Brown - Australian Catholic University Strathfield

From: <oakbeach@bigpond.net.au>

To: <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 13/03/2012 9:41 AM

Subject: Australian Catholic University Strathfield

Attachments: ACU PROPOSAL.doc
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24 February 2012

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/ Madam,

Re: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

I, being residents of STRATHFIELD am directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic
University and strongly object to the Concept Plan. I strongly urge the Minister to decline the proposal
outright.

Key reasons are.

A. TRUST.

1.

The Australian Catholic University STRATHFIELD campus is a bad corporate Citizen not
complying with Court ruling.

The Australian Catholic University STRATHFIELD campus is a bad neighbour amplifying student
numbers with no regard how student numbers are cluttering the streets and placing our lives at risk
at many intersections.

The University was approved in 1994 by Judge Talbot to have student numbers of 1100 in total
and 750 students over both campuses at any one time. Both campuses include:

e 25A Barker Road — 179 Albert Road STRATHFIELD and the

e 163 Albert Road STRATHFIELD campus.

In the proposal the University mentions student numbers though a precise number of students now
attending both campuses will not be verified by the University.

Judging from our blocked streets and driveways, student numbers are now far in excess of those
approved in the Judge Talbot ruling.

Any approval to increase the on site building development and endorse this ongoing breach of
student numbers assessed in Judge Talbot’s ruling will only condemn our community to living
with a neighbour insensible of the impact the University has on our community.



As the University has proved in the past it has no regard to a Court Ruling. A State Government
Minister granting this University permission to proceed with this proposal will simply ratify the
University’s past disregard to a lawful ruling and encourage them to open a new page of grow into
the future heedless to the damage caused 1o us and our surrounding neighbours.

B. TRAFFIC CREDIBILITY.

The Catholic University STRATHFIELD campus had presented a traffic survey in their proposal
which is flawed in many areas and 1 believe to be misinformation.

The traffic study included in the AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION
NO: MP10 0231 may have been better received if accurate road width information was included.

If road width information was included many conclusions reach in the survey would be different.

A more simple way of understand the community problem is to walk the streets after 10 am for
about 750 metres at all points around the campus when the University is functioning. Surrounding
roads are now blocked with between 800 and 1000 student cars.

Should the AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231 be
approved by the Minister our neighbourhood will be blocked during University functioning times
from student cars parking from the STRATHFIELD Golf Course in the south to Arthur Street in

the north.

- C. OVER DEVELOPMENT.

The AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231 intends
to construct four storey commercial buildings on the site within a Residential 2(a) zone area
surrounded by one and two storey residential dwellings.

When Judge Talbot initially approved the Catholic University to operate on the site with student
numbers restricted to a maximum of 750 students over both campus at any one time it would be
fair to believe he considered the size of the site and location situated in the midst of a quiet
residential precincts of one and two storey freestanding dwellings.

One of the proposed four storey buildings is intended to be at the intersection of Barker Road and
Mount Royal Reserve.

If approved by the Minister this building will be a stand out commercial blot on the streetscape and
landscape, out of keeping with the surrounding environment.

D. HERITAGE ISSUES.

The existing heritage buildings on the site are of significant consequence as well as being attractive
and should the Minister approve AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION

NO: MP10 0231 the existing building lose their curtilage, visibility and significance.




E. EMERGENCY ACCESS.

With student parking now swarming the area it is difficult for cars to pass on many of our streets
with student kerb side parking on both sides of our streets. One car must pull over to allow an
oncoming car, truck or bus to pass.

It has become more serious as some students appear to have no regard to local home owners and
park across driveways, up to corners, in front of post boxes and just wherever they like particularly
if they arrive late for a lecture.

There are elderly, sick and infirmed neighbours in our midst and the on time arrival of an
ambulance may be a matter of life or death.

Our streets are blocked with over 800 student cars a day now when no approval for over 750
students over both campuses has ever been approved.

We fear what may happen to those student numbers if the Minister doesn’t simply reject the
AUSTRALJAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231 in full and

retune the application back to where it came.

In closing, a good educator will lead by example. It appears this new generation of students at the
Catholic University Strathfield campus follow the example of the administration having no regard
to rules set by an authority.

We respectfully request the Minister to deny approval to this mischievous, dangerous,
- overdevelopment of the still attractive site and that no Government State or Local ever grants any
permission to increase student numbers at the CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY STRATHFILD

CAMPUS.

Yours faithfully

Paul Austin JP AAPI (Certified Practising Valuer)
Registered Valuer 2040

66 Newton Road

STRATHFIELD NSW 2135 0297468100
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From:  <oakbeach@bigpond.net.au>

To: <Mark.Brown@planning .nsw.gov.au>

Date: 12/03/2012 7:35 PM

Subject: ACU PROPOSAL

CC: <Charles.Casuscelli@parliament.nsw.gov.au>, "Jane Pistolese"
<jpistolese@hotmail.com>, "Tanya Devine" <tanyadevine@bigpond.com>

24 February 2012

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir/ Madam,

Re: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231

i, being residents of STRATHFIELD am directly affected by the operation of the Australian Catholic
University and strongly object to the Concept Plan. I strongly urge the Minister to decline the
proposal outright.

Key reasons are.

A. TRUST.

1. The Australian Catholic University STRATHFIELD campus is a bad corporate Citizen not
complying with Court ruling.

2. The Australian Catholic University STRATHFIELD campus is a bad neighbour amplifying
student numbers with no regard how student numbers are cluttering the streets and placing our
lives at risk at many intersections.

The University was approved in 1994 by Judge Talbot to have student numbers of 1100 in
total and 750 students over both campuses at any one time. Both campuses include:

e 25A Barker Road — 179 Albert Road STRATHFIELD and the

e 163 Albert Road STRATHFIELD campus.
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In the proposal the University mentions student numbers though a precise number of students
now attending both campuses will not be verified by the University.

Judging from our blocked streets and driveways, student numbers are now far in excess of
those approved in the Judge Talbot ruling.

Any approval to increase the on site building development and endorse this ongoing breach
of student numbers assessed in Judge Talbot’s ruling will only condemn our community to
living with a neighbour insensible of the impact the University has on our community.

As the University has proved in the past it has no regard to a Court Ruling. A State
Government Minister granting this University permission to proceed with this proposal will
simply ratify the University’s past disregard to a lawful ruling and encourage them to open a
new page of grow into the future heedless to the damage caused to us and our surrounding
neighbours.

B. TRAFFIC CREDIBILITY.

The Catholic University STRATHFIELD campus had presented a traffic survey in their
proposal which is flawed in many areas and I believe to be misinformation.

The traffic study included in the AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY
APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231 may have been better received if accurate road width
information was included.

If road width information was included many conclusions reach in the survey would be
different.

A more simple way of understand the community problem is to walk the streets after 10 am
for about 750 metres at all points around the campus when the University is functioning.
Surrounding roads are now blocked with between 800 and 1000 student cars.

Should the AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10
0231 be approved by the Minister our neighbourhood will be blocked during University
functioning times from student cars parking from the STRATHFIELD Golf Course in the

south to Arthur Street in the north.

C. OVER DEVELOPMENT.

The AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231
intends to construct four storey commercial buildings on the site within a Residential 2(a)
zone area surrounded by one and two storey residential dwellings.

When Judge Talbot initially approved the Catholic University to operate on the site with
student numbers restricted to a maximum of 750 students over both campus at any one time it
would be fair to believe he considered the size of the site and location situated in the midst of
a quiet residential precincts of one and two storey freestanding dwellings.

One of the proposed four storey buildings is intended to be at the intersection of Barker Road
and Mount Royal Reserve.

If approved by the Minister this building will be a stand out commercial blot on the
streetscape and landscape, out of keeping with the surrounding environment.
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D. HERITAGE ISSUES.

The existing heritage buildings on the site are of significant consequence as well as being
attractive and should the Minister approve AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY
APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231 the existing building lose their curtilage, visibility and
significance.

E. EMERGENCY ACCESS.

With student parking now swarming the area it is difficult for cars to pass on many of our
streets with student kerb side parking on both sides of our streets. One car must pull over to

allow an oncoming car, truck or bus to pass.

It has become more serious as some students appear to have no regard to local home owners
and park across driveways, up to corners, in front of post boxes and just wherever they like

particularly if they arrive late for a lecture.

There are elderly, sick and infirmed neighbours in our midst and the on time arrival of an
ambulance may be a matter of life or death.

Our streets are blocked with over 800 student cars a day now when no approval for over 750
students over both campuses has ever been approved.

We fear what may happen to those student numbers if the Minister doesn’t simply reject the
AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10 0231 in full

and retune the application back to where it came.

In closing, a good educator will lead by example. It appears this new generation of students at
the Catholic University Strathfield campus follow the example of the administration having
no regard to rules set by an authority.

We respectfully request the Minister to deny approval to this mischievous, dangerous,
overdevelopment of the still attractive site and that no Government State or Local ever grants
any permission to increase student numbers at the CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY

STRATHFIL.D CAMPUS.

Yours faithfully

Paul Austin JP AAPI (Certified Practising Valuer)
Registered Valuer 2040

66 Newton Road

STRATHFIELD NSW 2135 0297468100
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26 February 2012

To

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and infrastructure
Email: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

RE:
APPLICATION: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY, STRATHFIELD CAMPUS.
APPLICATION NO: MP 10_0231

To whom it may concern:

I would fike to put my strong objection to the above application in our residential are for the following
reasons;

e This Is a residential area and we like it to remain it as a residential area.
e Already there are quite a number of students pass through and park in our street.
°  We want our street parking for our visitors and us and strongly object to traffic and parking

‘ changes.
e There is already so much noise pollution and air pollution; we do not want any more added to
it.
e There is a strong concern about road safety; as it is its very difficult to take our car out of the
garage.

¢ Increasing number of student is of no benefit to this community. | don’t know anyone who
utilizes the services of ACU.

e  Giving permission to increase the height of university building would set a precedent and
residence would want to convert their houses into multi-stories buildings and have multi-
residential building because this would no longer be a single dwelling residential area and
consider moving out. It will have great effect on our property value.

e  Why should we be forced to move out from our residential area?

e Why not consider North Sydney Campus.

| strongly urge you to disapprove this application No. MP 10_0231 from Australian Catholic
University.

M Gore

Declaration: No Donation in any form was made to the Council or any authority




Neal Gore
120 Barker Road
Strathfield NSW 2135

26 February 2012

To

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and infrastructure
Email: plan comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

RE:
APPLICATION: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY, STRATHFIELD CAMPUS.
APPLICATION NO: MP 10_0231

To whom it may concern:

Iwould like to put my strong objection to the above application in our residential are for the following
reasons:

¢ This is a residential area and we like it to remain it as a residential area.
e Already there are quite a number of students pass through and park in our street.
s We want our street parking for our visitors and us and strongly object to traffic and parking

changes.

e There is already so much noise pollution and air pollution; we do not want any more added to
it.

e There is a strong concern about road safety; as it is its very difficult to take our car out of the
garage.

¢ Increasing number of student is of no benefit to this community. | don’t know anyone who
utilizes the services of ACU.

e  Giving permission to increase the height of university building would set a precedent and
residence would want to convert their houses into multi-stories buildings and have multi-
residential building because this would no longer be a single dwelling residential area and
consider moving out. It will have great effect on our property value.

»  Why should we be forced to move out from our residential area?

*  Why not consider North Sydney Campus. -

I strongly urge you to disapprove this application No. MP 10_0231 from Australian Catholic
University.
N Gore

Declaration: No donation was ever made to the Council or any other people.




Uday Gore
120 Barker Road
Strathfield NSW 2135

26 February 2012

To

Major Projects Assessment,

Department of Planning and infrastructure
Email: plan comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

RE:
APPLICATION: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY, STRATHFIELD CAMPUS.

APPLICATION NO: MP 10_0231
To whom it may concern:

I would like to put my strong objection to the above application in our residential are for the following
reasons:

¢ This is a residential area and we like it to remain it as a residential area.

e Already there are quite a number of students pass through and park in our street.

o We want our street parking for our visitors and us and strongly object to traffic and parking
changes.

e There is already so much noise poliution and air pollution; we do not want any more added to
it.

» There is a strong concern about road safety; as it is its very difficult to take our car out of the
garage.

e Increasing number of student is of no benefit to this community. | don’t know anyone who
utilizes the services of ACU.

e Giving permission to increase the height of university building would set a precedent and
residence would want to convert their houses into mutti-stories buildings and have multi-
residential building because this would no longer be a single dwelling residential area and
consider moving out. It will have great effect on our property value.

e Why should we be forced to move out from our residential area?

e  Why not consider North Sydney Campus.

I strongly urge you to disapprove this application No. MP 10_0231 from Australian Catholic
University.

U Gore

Declaration: No Donation of any kind was ever made to the Council .
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To: plan_commenti@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 9:47 am 13/03/2012
Subject: Ref. MP 10_0231 Australian Catholic University (ACU) Strathfield Campus

Concept Plan
Dear State Department of Planning,

Ref: MP 10_0231
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY (ACU) APPLICATION NO: MP 10_0231

OBJECTION AGAINST CONCEPT PLAN FOR ACU STRATHFIELD CAMPUS

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the

proposed expansion plans of the Australian 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 following
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” Cl. 8.1 of Strathfield DCP 2005 Part A
(DCP2005). The proposed building mass includes 2 multi storey developments
on the boundary of Barker Road 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 Policy 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 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 analysis data based on
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
resident’s rights to the quiet 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. Each family

member, friend or acquaintance is separated by only 1 or 2 degrees.

Facebook has helped us to stay connected. Almost everyone knows someone on
each street or each block.

The ACU's consultation with the local community has been lacking 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 consultation via the distribution of a Flyer 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 cpportunity
for residents to express and have their concerns addressed and considered.
At best, the ACU’s consultation is merely an exercise of political

pretence. There was no sincerity or good faith in their actions.

The ARUP report analysis was based on out-of-date data relating to student
numbers in 2008 and 20089. This is 2012. Notwithstanding 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 Parramatta Road to the north, The
Boulevarde to the east, Cooks River to the south and Centenary 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
home. Why should 1.67% dictate the living standards of the rest of the
98.33% of Strathfield Residents?

The current land holding by the ACU is totally inadequate for the

expansion objectives of the ACU. The site will become an unattractive area
of large dominant buildings, paved or concrete footpaths, covered walkways
integrating pedestrian linkages throughout the campus and a mini city
within its gated walls.

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

No. of Students Hectares No. of Students

Per Hectare
UWS Campbelltown 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 local road. The Council has stipulated that the volume of
traffic should not 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.

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

The Concept 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 enhance the character
of the existing built environment and will not be sympathetic to its
surrounding environment, to its surrounding historical heritage nor will

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 St. Mary
and the aesthetics of Mount Royal Reserve.



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

If these reasons alone, 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 midst of a 300 hectare low density residential
area, has 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 personal details to the ACU.

Yours Faithfully,

I ', 2135)




Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects-Assessment

Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39 :

SYDNEY NSW 2001

———
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A NSW GO "\rw NT
Planning & Infrasiructure

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
Conceapt Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decll_ne 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,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 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 pracinct. 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 [ocal community has besn inadequate. Tha ACU's

selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
Mars recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a masting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in praviding an opportunity for

SN~



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 i_s a local road — the Council states that the volume of traffie 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 inadequats.

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 s:te 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 palitical donations in the previous two years,

Yours faithfully

oyl

B Ghott  Jarz-2010—
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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 GATHOL(C 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 hightighted 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 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 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 mesting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in praviding 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 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

Tt

ata, Bt
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Major Projects Assessment _,; 5 /\) a,Q/Q.L/s @/U-Q .

. Department of Planning and Infrastructure o
GPO Box 39 , LZ&_(M

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICATION NO: MP10_ 0231

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

Key reasons for abyjecting 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 ather 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 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 receritly, 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 {o 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 nat
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. A '

- 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 palitical donations in the pravious two years.

Yours faithfully é‘; . 7’5\' AS vt 56"1/\
K 5 yalleq Ase .
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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 prapasal fails to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhoad. 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 nheighbourhood contrary

to the intentions underlying the approval.

- The proposal contains invalid parking and traific 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 wilt 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 o
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 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 an 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

(LQ \a Cwbb:PT/@ ~
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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 far abjecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

LB8/98 3JO%d

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

It diminishes the privacy of lacal 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 parkmg
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. o

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 conciusions 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 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 ho 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 inadeguate. -

- The congept 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 suppott of the proposal. I these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
o be declinad, 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 repottable palitical 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 propesal 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 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
oh 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 halding 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
N date student information.

- The ACU is sited ot 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 Westermn 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 pian 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 4277 o

S#FJFM Mina
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Major Projects Assessment

' . Department of Planning and Infrastructure ¢ TIQAT‘H S D 6}_/( % S
GPO Box 39 :
SYDNEY NSW 2001 YN

Dear Sir
RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY APPLICGATION 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 propesal 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 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 o 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 provisian 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 {o 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 acknawledges 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

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 Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decline the proposal.

Key reasons for objecting fo 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 Nelghbourhood 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 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
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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 adeguate 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.

1

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 alope 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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Resident's Address: 2b Siradi~loma St
Shadhhield 2138

Date!
10th Marh 2012,

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) expansian 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 hew 3 and 4 storey buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

The Nelghbourhood 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 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 refiect 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 consuiltation is merely an exercise of ticking the boxes.

- Infarmation 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 upto | -
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 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 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 comparabie 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 Residents b
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Mir 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 neighbourhoaod. 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 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 bolding 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 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
N date student information.

- The ACU is sited on 5 hectares of and in a residential area. The current land is
totally inadequate for the expansion abjectives 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 praposal. If these reasons alone are nat 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 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 dohations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully

/..

/ .
Toanna- Mo@ﬁd =
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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 Austraiian
Catholic University (ACU) expansion proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Department and Minister to decli_ne 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. 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 relation to the growth in student numbers. This flaw in the analysis
completely invalidates the eonclusions 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
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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 hoxes.

- 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 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 ptan 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 hentage 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 sighificance 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

Raaio g@‘?fo
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Mr Mark Brown
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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 Nelghbourhood Policy included in the propesal 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 l.and and Environment
Court. The ACU's actions have impacted nedatively 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
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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 buildings
near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

- The Netghbourhood Policy included in the propesal fails to address the parkmg,
traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbaurhood.

- 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
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 aftempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and
the holding of a meeting at short notice does nhot reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opporiunity 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 |
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 Jand ratio, say between the University of Western Sydney and
Macquarie University.

- Barker Road is a local road ~ the Councii 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 propased 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 fo
adequately engaged with the community.

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

Yours faithfully
S <kPRWATCS
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Major Projects Assessment 7.2 2o [ 2.
Department of Planning and Infrastructure 2
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 resid=antial 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. P

- 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 traific 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
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residents {o express and have their views and concemns 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
suich over development will destroy the heritage character.

The Department and Minister should reject the ACU pr'Oposal. ~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

S GoleaSoolo
Ghephame. Gohs— Grakarn
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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) expansioh proposal, we write to lodge our objection to the above
Concept Plan. We strongly urge the Depariment and Minister to deciine the proposal.

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

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residsintial 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 Neighbourhoad Policy included in the proposal fails to address the parking,

traffic and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood. P

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 conciusions 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 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 conhcerns 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 Decermnber 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 rasidential 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 teo 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
decisfion in support of the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal
o 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

G/W |

l Ciohs -

a8/12
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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. 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
fo 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 consuliation 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
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 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 pian 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 poiitical donations in the previous two years.

Yours faithfully

o ? Masnbos

'@@mtj Hovrm Lﬁ.
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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 inciuded in the proptsal 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 l.and 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 refiect on the ACU’s bona fides in
seeking to consult with affected residents and in providing an opportunity for

Resident's Addres '
o Perecfadd o Bl Sheoh- ff;% —
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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 § 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 alsa 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 characier.

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 proposai
to be declined, it should be declined on the fact that the ACU is situated on a mere 6
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 iwo years.

Yours faithfully

& fHashes

Chaclotie Bakee



Mark Brown

From:
To: "Mark Brown" <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 13/03/2012 11:38 AM

Attachments: Proforma Letter to DofP - 030312.docx

file://C:\Documents and Settings\mebrown\Local Settings\Temp\XPGrpWise\4F5F31...

13/03/2012



it (4@
ADDRESS b W

DATE

Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Mr Brown,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY {ACU) APPLICATION NO: MP 10_0231
OBJECTION AGAINST CONCEPT PLAN FOR ACU STRATHFIELD CAMPUS

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the proposed expansion plans of the Australian
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 following 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” Cl. 8.1 of Strathfield DCP 2005 Part A
{DCP2005). The proposed building mass includes 2 multi storey developments on the boundary of Barker
Road 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.

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

s 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.

e  The proposal contains invalid parking and traffic analysis data based on 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
resident’s rights to the quiet 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. Each family member, friend or acquaintance is separated by only 1 or 2 degrees.
Facebook has helped us to stay connected. Almost everyone knows someone on each street or each block.

. The ACU’s consultation with the local community has been lacking 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 consultation via the distribution of a Flyer 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
consultation is merely an exercise of political pretence. There was no sincerity or good faith in their actions.

e The ARUP report analysis was based on out-of-date data relating to student numbers in 2008 and 2009. This
is 2012, Notwithstanding 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 Parramatta Road to the north, The Boulevarde to the east, Cooks River to the south and
Centenary 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 home. Why should 1.67% dictate the living standards of the
rest of the 98.33% of Strathfield Residents? :

The current land holding by the ACU is totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU. The site
will become an unattractive area of large dominant buildings, paved or concrete footpaths, covered
walkways integrating pedestrian linkages throughout the campus and a mini city within its gated walls.

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

No. of Students Hectares No. of Students
Per Hectare
UWS Campbelltown 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 local road. The Council has stipulated that the volume of traffic should not 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.

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

The Concept 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 enhance the character of the existing built environment
and will not be sympathetic to its surrounding environment, to its surrounding historical heritage nor will 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 St. Mary and the aesthetics of Mount Royal Reserve.

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

If these reasons alone, 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 midst of a 300 hectare low density residential area,
has 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 personal details to the ACU.

Yours Faithfully,

SIGN
c.c

Cardinal George Pell, Polding Centre, 133 Liverpool Street, Sydney NSW 2000.
Ph. 9390-5100. Email: Chancery@sydneycatholic.org

Mr David Backhouse, General Manager, Strathfield Council, 65 Homebush Road, Strathfield 2135. Email:
council@strathfield.nsw.gov.au

Mr Charles Casuscelli, Shop 1, 54 Burwood Rd, Burwood 2134. Ph. 9747-1711



Email: Strathfield@parliament.nsw.gov.au
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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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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@ne the proposal.

Key reasons for ohjecting to the Concépt Plan are as follows:

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

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

near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road. .

- The Neig"hbourhood:Policy‘injclud‘ed inthe 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 orlgmal planning approvals and Order of the’ Land and Env:ronment
Court. The ACU's actions have 1mpacted negatively on the nelghbourhood contrary

to the intentions underlying the approval.

- The'-’pr’opos.‘a‘l ‘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 quiet enjoyment of their. properties-and will further

interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

- The ACU’s consultahon with the local community has been inadequate. The AGU's
selectwe 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 jn 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 cana
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 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 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-\openggreen ‘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’

e ///{729”( |



Resident’s Address 152 Whaovce wamen St
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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 NQO: 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

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

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

- The ACU's Jack 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 arid 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-suirrounding residential precinct, The expansion of the ACU represents a
breach of residents’ rights to the guilet enjoyment of their properties and will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience..

- The ACU's consultatlon with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective prowsmn of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive.
More recently; the ACU'’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyerand
the holding of a meeting at short notice does not reflect on the ACU’s hona fides in
seeking to consultwith 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 g 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 conditiongs 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 eénhance the character of the existing built
environment and will not be a -sympathetic treatment of the historical sxte 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 consliltants 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 sigrificance and will see- an grosior of apen-green space
and not have comparable or adequaté‘ student: land ratio and because the ACU has failed to
adequately engaged with the community.

We confirm that we have made \no«reporfab[e,political donations in the previpus two years,

Yours fatthfully

/?gﬁ
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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 fromthe 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 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 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 will further
interfere with their safety, peace and convenience.

The ACU's consultation with the local community has beeninadequate. 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

(445



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 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 notto 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 &
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 1o
adequately engaged with:the community.

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

,;—i (e o "77/?5;\/ /.’,’?ZN
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear My Brown,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY (ACU) APPLICATION NO: MP 10_0231
OBJECTION AGAINST CONCEPT PLAN FOR ACU STRATHFIELD CAMPUS

As \re,sifde_nt;s\ of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the proposed expansion plans of the Australian
Cayl)plic 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 1o reject the proposal for the following reasons:
s ‘Thﬁe'propi)sal reduces the heritage appeal and character of the surrounding low density residential area,

¢  Thetotal bulk and scale of the proposed building mass'directly impacts on US, on our “rights to privacy bath
visually and aurally” and the “preferred neighbourhood chacacter” . 8.1 of Strathﬂpld DCP 2005 Part A
[DCP200J2 The proposed building mass includes 2 multi storey. developments on the boundary of Barker
Road incfuding 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 Policy included in the proposal substantially. fails to address the issues of parking, traffic
and other amenity impacts on the neighbourhood.

o 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- Coart, 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'incarrect assumption in relation to
the-growth in.student numbers, This flaw.in the analysis rompletely invalidates the. conglusions reached by
the University -and its consultants. The proposal will have substantial traffic, parkmg and .ather amenity-
related:, |mpacts on the surroundmg residential precinct, The expansion. of the ACU. represents a breach of
resident’s: nghts to.the quiet en]uyment of their propertles and wnll further interfere. with their safely, peace

and convenience.

*  The Transport & Accessibility Study restricts our rights to visit fam||y and friends. The Strathfield area is an
unique comminity. ‘Almost everyone knows someone on each street ar.each block.

e The. ACUS ropsultation with the Jocal community has been !ackmg and madequatey “The. ACU s selective

; prowsmn of mformatmn to only a handful of residents. was not comprehenswe enough More recently, the
ACUFs attempt at consultauon via the drstnbuuon of a Flyer and the. holdmg of.a meeung atshort notice does
not reflect on . the. ACU N bona flde in seekmg to cornsult with affected: residents -and in ‘providing “an
.Opportumty for res:dents to express and have their concerns addressed and considered. ‘At best, the ACU’s
fconsultabon is: merely an exercise of political pretence wrth no vbvious smcenty or:good faith.

o The ARUP report analysis-was based on out- of~date data reldlmg 1o-studentpumbers in 2008 and 2009. This
Is 2012, Notwrthstandmg this, the report was prepared on 14 December 2011 and yet there is no analysis of

student numbers in either. 2_010 or 2011.



Why and how can a Concept Plan with such a significant and negative impact on local residenss, 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 Parramatta Road to the north, The Boulevarde
to the east, Cooks River to the south and Centenary Drive to the west, js approximately 300 hectares, i.e, the ACU
site takes up approximately 1.67% of the total Low Density Residential Area that is our home. Why should 1.67%
dictate the flving standards of the rest of the 98.33% of Strathfield Rasidents?

°  The current land holding by the ACU is totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU. The site
will become an unattractive area of large dominant huildings, paved or concrete footpaths, covered
walkways integrating pedestrian linkages throughout the campus and a mini city within its gated walls.

® [t does not provide equitable student to land ratio with say, the University of Western Sydney or Macquarie

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

The student-to-area ratlio is dense and inadeguate, and unsuitable for the chosen environment.

o  Barker Road is a local road. The Council has stipulated that the volume of traffic should not exceed 4,000
vehicles per day, The ACU proposal will see further intolerable and dangerous traffic conditions on Barker
Road, as weli'as an increase in speed and traffic in the surrounding local streets of Strathfield.

v 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.

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

o Furthermore, the Concept Plan fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing huilt environment
and will.not be sympathetic to its surrounding environment, to its surrounding hxstorlcal heritage noyr will it
do any Ju_sllce to the site feft by the Christian Bros in 1993. In fact, such a development will destroy the
hetitage character of Mount 5t. Mary and the aesthetics of Mount Royal Reserve.

The Departmeant and the Minister of Planning should reject the ACU proposal who!eheartedly The -misinformation,
the use of outdated student data and the errors and deficiencies in the analysis presented by the ACU and its
consultants, mean that no reasonable decision maker-can make a valid decision in support. of this proposal.

If these: reasons- alone, are not :.uffn:ient for the proposal 1o be: refused, then the proposal shouldbe refused on
the fact that ‘the ACU is situated on & ‘mere 5 hectares in the midst of a 300 hectare low density residential ares,
‘has bu;ld g$ of hnstonca! 5|gn|fu:ance, will see an erosion of open. green space and will not have comparable or
adequate student Jand area ratios, hot t6-mention that the ACU has. failed to adequately éngage in consgltations

with the local community.

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

Please do not-release my personal details to the ACU.

Yours Fajthfully,

eorge pPell, Polding Centre, 133 Liverpool Stregt, Syd ney NSW 2000.
Ph. 9390-5100. Email: Chancery@sydneycatholic.org

Mr Dovid Bockhouse, General Manager,Strathfie/d Council, 65 Homebush Road, Strathfield 2135, ‘Email:
council@strathfield.nsw.gov.au

Mr Charles Casuscelfi, Shop 1, 53 Burwood Rd, Burwood 2134, Ph, 8747-1711,
[ma:i Sirathﬂcld@parlmment NEW,EOV:3Y




16 Augusta Street
STRATHFIELD 2135
9 March 2012

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_(231
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 precinet

e

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

¢ The Neighhourhood 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 byits wilful
breaches of its original planning approvals and Ogder of the Land and Eiivifonment Court.
The ACU’s actions have im];’ac_ted negatively on the neighbourhood contrary.to the ’
intentions underlying the approval.

¢ The proposal containg invalid parking and traffic analyses due to an incorrect assumption
in relation to the, growth in student numbers. This flaw i the analysis c&)l_il‘]‘;)‘letc[y
invalidates the conclusions reached by the university and its consultants. The proposal
will have substantial traffic, parking and other amenity-related impacts on the
surrounding residential precinet. The expansion of the' ACU represents a breach of
tesidents’ 1 gbts to the guiet enjoyment of their properties -and will further interfére with
their safety, peace and convenience,

e The ACU s consultation with the local commmity has been.inadeguate. The ACU’s
selective provision of information to a handful of residents was not comprehensive,
More iceently, the ACL’s attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and the
holding of a meeling at short nolice 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,

e Information inthe 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 cither 2010 or 201 1. Why and how can a plan with such
significant and negative impact on gesidents not be subject of up to date student
infprmation.

e The ACU is sited on.5 hectares:of land in a residential arca. 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.

e Barker Road 15.a local road —the Council states that the volume of traffic should not
exceed 4,000 per day. The ACU proposals will see furtheér intolerable and dangerous.
traffic conditions in that street and the local swreets of Strathfield.

o 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.

e 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 réject the ACU proposal. The misinfoimation, use of:ont
of date student iformation, ‘fhij)“Ql‘;,lTOI'Sﬁ.Tl.d jdi(:jﬁlﬁ@nt:ié& in-the analysis presented byiheACU and
its consultants mean that no reasonable decision maker could make a valid decisi on. i support of
‘the proposal. If these reasons alone are not sufficient for the proposal to be declined, it should
be declined on the fact thatthe 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 comparableor adequate
“student: Jand ratio and because the ACU has failed to adequately engage with the community.

We confirm that we have made no reportablepolitical donation in the previous two years.

Yours-faithfully,

Sum and Denis¢ Yuen
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessiment

Department of Planning and infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear S8ir
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 foflows:
The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

- It diminishes the privacy of local re$idents 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 rglation.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, pakag 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
mterfere with:their saféty, peace and convenience.

- The ACU's consultanon with the focal community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provnsmn of mformatlon to-a handful of residents was not- comprehenswe
More recently; the AGU's attempt at consultation via the distribution: of a Flyer and
the holding .of a meeting at short fiotice. does not reflect on the ACU's bona fides in
seeking to consult with affécted residents and in providing an epportunity 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 2008, This is 2012. The report was prepared 14 December 2011 yet
there is no analysis of student numbers in gither 2010 or 2011. Why and how ¢an 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 hot 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 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 sympathé.tictrireatment 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 community.

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

Yours faithfully

¢
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Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects Assessment

Department of Planning & Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Mr Brown,

RE: AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY (ACU) APPLICATION NO: MP 10 D231
OBIECTION AGAINST CONCEPT PLAN FOR ACU STRATHFIELD CANIPUS

As residents of Strathfield and residents directly affected by the proposed expansion plans of the Australian
Catholic University (ACU) for a World Class Precinct, we hereby lodge our objection to the Applicant’s Concept

Pian for the ACU Strathfield Campus.
We strongly urge the Minister to reject the proposal for.the following 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, on our “rights ta privacy both
visually and aurally” and the “preferred neighbourhood character” Cl. 8.1 of Strathfleld DCP 2005 Part A
(DCP2005). The proposed building‘ rmass . includes 2 mufti storey developments on the boundary of Barker
Road including one 4-storey building opposite South Street and one 3-storey building opposite Wilson Street,
[t 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,

e The Neighbourhood Policy included In the proposal substantially fails to address the issues of parking, traffic
and other amenity impacts on the neighbourbiood.

o The ACU’s lack of integration with the local community is h|ghl|ghtcd by its witful breaches of its original
_planning approva]s and Order of the Land and Environment Court, The ACU’s actions have impacted
‘negatively on the neighbourhood; contrary ta thig intentions underlying the approval.

e The proposal contains invalid parking and trafﬂc analysis data based on-an incorrect assumption in relation to
the growth in student numbers. This flaw in‘the analysis complciely invalidates the conclusions reached by
the University and its consultants, The proposal will have substantial traffic, parking and other amenity-
refated impacts. on the surroundmg residential ‘precingt. The expansion of the ACU represents a breach of
resident’s fights to the quiet enjoyment.of the|r properties and willfurther interfere with theirsafely, peace

and convenience.

e The Transport & Accessibility Study restri cts ou nghts to visit family and-friends. The. Strathfield area is an
unigue community, Almost everyone knows someone on each street oreach block,

o The ACU’s consultation with the Jocal community has been lacking and ihadeguate. The ACU's selective
provision of information to only a handful of residents was not comprehensive enough, More recenily,‘thé
ACU’s attempt at'consultation via the: dlstrtbutlon ofa Flyer and the holding of aineeting at short notice does
not reflect on the* ACU's bona fide in segking to consult-with affected residents and in prov:dmg an
opportunity for residents to express and have their concerns addressed and considered. At best, the ACU's
~consultat|on is merely an exercise of political pretence with no obvious sincerity or good faith.

»  The ARUP report analysis was based -on-out-oi-date data relating to student numbers.in 2008 and 2009. This
is 2012, Notwithstanding this, the report was prepared on 14 December 2011 and- yet there is no analy5|s of

student numbers in either 2010 or 2011,



Why andhow can g Concept Plan with such a significant and negative impact on local residents, not he 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. Thal Low Density
Residential Area within the ACU's immediate vicinity, border_ed by Parramatta Road to the north, The Boulevarde
to the east, Cooks River to the south and Centenary 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 home. Why should 1.67%
dictate the living standards of the rest of the 98.33% of Strathfield Residents?

e The current land holding by the ACU is totally inadequate for the expansion objectives of the ACU. The site
will become an unattractive area of large dominant buildings, paved or concrete footpaths, covered
wallways integrating pedestrian linkages throughout the campus and a mini city within its gated walls.

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

No. of Students Hectares No. of Students
Per Hectare
UWS Campbelitown Campus 4,830 166h 29
Macquarie University 30,000 130h 230
Australian Catholic University 4,800 5h 560

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

e Barker Road is a local road. The Council has stipulated that the volume of traffic should not exceed 4,000
vehicles per day. The ACU proposal will see further intolerable and-dangerous traffic conditions on Barker
Road, a5 well a5 an increase in speed and traffic in the surrounding local streets of Strathfield.

¢ The ARUP report has acknowledged the ACU's decisiokn not to provide adequate on-site parking ‘and is
content to accethk decision. It further notes, that whilsl- the on-site. parking increase proposal appears
substantial, it is inadequate to meet the needs of the University.

¢  The ConceptPlan by the ACU will NOT minimise the substantial impact on traffic and parking problems of the
residents.

e Furthermore, the Concept Plan fails to maintain and enhance the character of the existing built environment
and will not be sympathetic to its surrounding environrent, to its surrounding historical heritage nor will 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 St. Mary and the aesthetics of Mount Royal Reserve:

The: Department and the Minister of Planning should reject the ACU.proposal wholeheartedly. The misinformation,
the use of outdated student data and the errors and. deficiencies in the analysis presented by the ACU and its
consultants mean that no reasonable deus;on maker can make a vahd decas:on in:support of this proposal.

If these reasons alone, are not sufficient for the proposal 1o be refused, then the proposal should be refused on
the fact, that the ACU i§.situated on a mere 5 hectares in the: mrdst of a 300 hectare Jow density residential area,
has bu;ldmgs of hlstoncal s;gmﬂcance, will see an erosion of open green space and will not have comparable or
adgguate student Jand-area ratios, not to méntion that the ACU has failed to adequately engage in consultations

with the local community.

We hereby detlare that we have made no reportable politica) donations in the previous two years nor up untif the
application is determined.

Please do not ralease-my personal details to the ACU.

Cardinal Gedrge Pell, Polding Centre, 133 Liverpool Street, Sydney NSW-2000,
‘Ph. 9390-5100. Email: Chancery@sydneycatholic.org.

Mr David Backhouse, Genera} Manager, iStrat_Bfield:C(j‘un‘cil,, 85 Hormebush Road, Strathfield 2135.. Email:
council@strathfield.nsw.gov.au

Wir Charies Casuscell, Shopi 54 Burwood fd, Buiwood 234, Ph, 9747-1741
Email: Strafhﬂdd@parhamenr NSW.EOV,aU"
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Resident’s Address 32 ¥\ 10 ST

Date 1 [Verche

Mr Mark Brown

Major Projects-Assessment

Depariment of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO-Box 39 -

SYDNEY NSW 2001

~ Dear Sir

RE: AUSTRAL!AN 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!ne the proposal.

Keyreasons for objecting to the Concept Plan are as follows:

The proposal detracts from the character of the surrounding residential precinct

It diminhishes the privacy of local resndents by including new 3 and 4 storey buildings

near the boundary of the ACU on Barker Road.

ThesNe;{ghbourhood Policy included in the ‘proposa_l;fa’i‘ls to address the parking,
traffic and other amenity impacts on.the neighbourhood. ‘

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

‘breaches of its ongma! planning approvals and QOrder of the Land and Environment -

Court; The ACU s ‘actions have impacted negatrvely on the nmghbourhood confrary
to the intentions underlying the approval.

The;proposat;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 ‘rea'c‘hed 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 ACY’ s consultation with the local community has been inadequate. The ACU's
selective provision of information to a handful of res1dents was not comprehensive.
~ More recently, the ACU's attempt at consultation via the distribution of a Flyer and

the holding of a: meetmg at short notice. does not reflect oni the ACU'’s bona fides in

seeking to consult wnth affected residents and in-providing-an opportumty 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 expansmn objectives of the ACU and it does not provide
equitable student to land ratio, say between the University of West,ern 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. parkmg and notes that while the parking increase proposed’ appears substantial it
is madequate

- The concept pian 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 sxte in fact
.such over development will destroy the heritage character.,

The Department. and Minister should reject the ACU proposal. The mlsmformatzon, use of
out‘of date student information; the errors and deficiencies in the anaiysxs 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: buﬂdmgs of historical sxgmﬂcance 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 poliical donations in the previous two years.

' ‘Yo‘urs‘-fai_th'fu!!y

. / '  ,~:
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