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Submission content: I am a resident of Hurlstone Park within the
revised draft South District Plan (SDP) region. Whilst the SDP
highlights the importance of collaboration, liveability and sustainability I
am concerned that the Greater Sydney Commission (GSC) has
concentrated more on marketing than on detail or listening to the local
community views. The SDP indicates that it is in response to major
transport investments underway including the T3 Metro conversion.
Replacing the heavy rail T3 with a Metro is an outrageous waste of an
efficient existing transport service. If the Metro replaces the T3 line its
service will be grossly inadequate to the needs of even the current
population. There is an overwhelming perception amongst the local
community and newly elected council that planning policies are being
imposed on the area are costly, poorly thought through and putting the
interests of developers ahead of the people and are being rolled out
without proper public consultation or input. With planning of the scale
being proposed and the associated impact it is essential to conduct
meaningful engagement with the local communities and the local
council. With the Canterbury Bankstown Council only having recently
been elected (after removal of the former councils, merger of councils
and the Administrator period), it is arrogant to impose such major
infrastructure modifications, urban densification, planning modifications



and population targets on the Canterbury Bankstown area without
meaningful dialogue with the “elected” representatives. A key concern
for the local communities is the projected levels of growth, suggested
by the DPE and the GSC. These are completely out of proportion to
what local communities view as fair or sustainable. With the
unrelenting development along Canterbury Road the local community
has little faith “best practice” or even “good” design will be
incorporated into the thousands of new flats proposed. The
mechanisms and indeed funds for ensuring best practice design,
ample green space, increased tree canopy cover and infrastructure are
not obvious in the plans. There is no mention of critical social
infrastructure such as expanding funding, services at Canterbury
Hospital or the building of new schools. A major concern with the
proposed growth and development is heritage loss. The DPEs SBURS
and priority/planned precincts as well as planned Metro conversion will
wipe out swathes of historical buildings including thousands of
irreplaceable federation homes and railway heritage some of which are
heritage listed and of state significance. This mass destruction of
heritage buildings is contrary to the GSC objective of respecting local
heritage. A full heritage assessment across the SDP region needs to
be conducted and protection strengthened in areas of urban
densification and for major infrastructure projects. The Sydenham-
Bankstown Corridor has only been offered a cycling corridor “should
surplus land become available” and spare land along the rail corridor
where available. This is simply unacceptable given the acknowledged
low proportion of open space per capita already in this corridor and
high usage rates of existing facilities even before urban densification.
Supply needs to be delivered equitably and fairly across the entire city,
not imposed in clumps in priority/planned precincts such as in the
Canterbury Bankstown LGA which is to take 83,500 new dwellings
according to the GSC.
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