Draft Eastern District Plan
Submission_id: 31405
Date of Lodgment: 14 Dec 2017
Origin of Submission: Online

First name: Andy
Last name: Kissane
Suburb: 2207
Submission content: My submission to the revised draft Eastern City
District Plan is attached.

Number of attachments: 1

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

Submission form - Draft Eastern City District Plan

Please enter your submission under the Planning priorities for the Draft Eastern City District Plan
First name:
Andy
Last name:
Kissane
Email:
Postcode:
2207
Organisation:
Local Resident.
General comments
I want to raise these concerns about the Eastern City District draft plan for Bardwell Park & Turrella.
Earlwood, Bardwell Park and Turrella are connected by the Wolli Creek Valley Regional Park and
Bardwell Valley Parklands. The proposals for urban renewal areas in the District Plans will have a
negative impact on the entire area, and particularly on its wildlife, the green canopy, waterways and
open space. This urban bushland, so close to the CBD, has been miraculously saved from development
and is a resource that should be enjoyed by generations to come. I currently walk from Turrella to Bexley
North on bush tracks regularly and see many other people enjoying this wonderful resource.
However, the proposals for ‘upzoning’ existing low-density residential housing to develop high-rise
housing have the potential to threaten and damage this resource. They could ultimately force residents
away from their familiar neighbourhoods and communities. Furthermore, the proposed increases will
have major negative ramifications for existing infrastructure, will worsen road congestion and
overcrowding on public transport and reduce the livability of our suburbs.
The District Plan foreshadows increases in families with primary-aged children and people aged over 65
years in this district, but there is no clear provision of social infrastructure, and so the burden will fall on
local councils and community providers. Increased population will put even more pressure on already
overcrowded schools, hospitals and other public facilities in the local area.
The topography of Earlwood and Bardwell Park is significant because the suburbs are built on a
sandstone escarpment, making access difficult. Streets are narrow with little room to expand and so
traffic congestion will significantly increase, with even a modest increase in population in these suburbs
likely yo have a negative impact on both roadways and public transport facilities.
The housing projections proposed in the District Plans are unfair and unworkable. The combined target
for Canterbury City Council and Bayside Council is for 23,400 homes in the next 5 years. This is a huge
increase in population and is grossly disproportionate to other suburbs/areas within the two Districts and
compared to the whole of Sydney. It is disappointing that the plan gives little consideration to affordable
and social housing. It is crucial to understand that increasing the supply of high-rise housing does not
necessarily improve affordability or housing choice, yet the plan seems to imply that this is inevitable,
rather than a mere possibility that is is not backed up by research or detailed modelling.
Integrated planning and development requires genuine and sustained consultation with the local
community to ensure that the housing density levels are appropriate for our suburbs in a way that
respects the needs of the community and its urban character. Development should only be allowed
where it includes additional public transport, good traffic planning, new schools, open spaces, and
community facilities in proportion to any projected increase in population.

Infrastructure and collaboration
Planning Priority E1: Planning for a city supported by infrastructure

It is commendable that the Greater Sydney Commission has prepared detailed
regional strategies for the future of our Districts. But I am very concerned that a
focus of the District Plans is to justify key areas for density increases, which are
targeted for “urban renewal”.
The suburb I live in, Bardwell Park, has been selected “for renewal” by the
Department of Planning and Environment with no input by Council or residents of
those suburbs. Surely as a resident I have the right to be consulted before the
decisions are made and in a comprehensive rather than a token or nonexistent
manner.
The Plan is focussed on the components of a place (eg housing, infrastructure,
natural areas) rather than the communities that make up those places. The
outcomes are already set, and it appears that there is little opportunity for the
community to alter or change those plans. I trust that this submission process will
take into account community views, rather than impose a poorly thought through
objective on a community that deserves real input into the future environment in
which we all live.
I am also gravely concerned that the District Plans and Planned Precinct Program
conflict with the zoning and strategic planning by the former Canterbury and
Rockdale Councils, in which areas suitable for high rise (eg Rockdale Train Station,
Campsie Train Station) were identified, but the urban character of low-density areas
was maintained through low-density zoning.

Planning Priority E2: Working through collaboration

It is already apparent that many of the objectives of the District Plans conflict with
the proposed “renewal” (upzoning) of Bardwell Park, Turrella and Earlwood, e.g.
maintaining urban character and heritage; maintaining industrial areas; enhancing
waterways and enhancing critical urban bushland and green corridors.
Does this laudable objective of working through collaboration have the potential to
alter previously misguided planning decisions? For example, the creation of
planned "priority precincts" in Earlwood, Bardwell Park and Turrella appears to
have been done without any collaboration or consultation with these communities. If
you are serious about this objective, then the viability of these precincts should be
speedily and urgently reexamined. I want to stress that my objection is not another
case of the "not in my backyard" syndrome, but is based upon a lived awareness of
what is possible, environmentally sensible and sustainable in much of the Wolli
Creek valley.

Liveability
Planning Priority E3: Providing services and social infrastructure to meet people’s changing needs

Despite clearly-expressed community concerns there is no detail as to how
infrastructure will be provided to match alleged density increases. The District Plan
provides an image of what the City will look like, but no plan for how to get there.
Given the projected increases in population in a short period of time, this lack of
any planning apart from motherhood statements is a serious concern.
In the next 5 years Bayside Council is scheduled to take on 10,150 dwellings of a
total estimate of 46,550 for the entire district - as a minimum. It is second only to
City of Sydney Council. This is a totally unfair and inequitable distribution. The
debacle of shoddy and non-compliant development along Canterbury Road and
Canterbury and Campsie and high-rise overcrowding in the suburb of Wolli Creek is
evidence that developers and councils cannot be trusted to deliver the kind of
housing that the Greater Sydney Plan envisages. Meaningful and sustained
community engagement, prior to any development proposal going to council or the
Department of Planning, is essential to ensure that these kinds of development
disasters are not repeated.
The suburbs of Bardwell Park, Turrella and Earlwood are connected by the Wolli
Creek Valley Regional Park and Bardwell Valley Parklands. The proposed urban
renewal areas in the District Plans will have a negative impact on the entire area,
and particularly on its wildlife, the green canopy, waterways and open space. The
proposed increases in density will impact on existing infrastructure, will worsen road
congestion and public transport overcrowding and reduce the live-ability of our
suburbs.
Will the proposed increase in dwellings be accompanied by planned service
provision and infrastructure provision? The current plan does not give me any
confidence that this will take place.
Your plan states: "Great places are walkable – they are designed, built and
managed to encourage people of all ages and abilities to walk or cycle for leisure,
transport or exercise. This requires fine grain urban form and land use mix at the
heart of neighbourhoods. Walkable, great places that demonstrate these
characteristics promote healthy, active lifestyles and social interaction and can
better support the arts, creativity, cultural expression and innovation."
It is surely ironic and heartbreaking that the great walking track that runs from
Bexley North to Bardwell Park to Turrella and on to Tempe, is threatened by the
proposed density outlined above. We already have a "great" place that is walkable,
through beautiful Angophora forest and pristine urban bushland. The real priority
should be to save it and maintain it, not threaten its survival with ill-conceived
development that values the number of dwellings ahead of an environmental asset
that already exists and is used, loved and cherished by many people.

Planning Priority E4: Fostering healthy, creative, culturally rich and socially connected communities

The three suburbs of Bardwell Park, Earlwood and Turrella are culturally diverse
suburbs with thriving local networks. It is great that the District Plan promote the
need to understand and support cultural diversity. However, the District Plan
contains many general statements with almost no real strategies to support our
suburbs. Often the way a suburb is used is not well understood by those who have
never been to the suburb. It is suggested that Local Government is better placed to
understand, enhance and respond to the needs of diverse communities.
The emphasis on healthy and active lifestyles within the District Plan is supported.
The concepts of strong social networks, physical activity and access to fresh food
are critical to ensuring a healthy future for the residents of Sydney. Replacing
existing housing (and residents) with higher density development (and new
residents) undermines existing social networks, and it is arguable that high-rise
development is less healthy than lower and medium-density housing.
The proposed Urban Renewal Areas of Turrella and Bardwell Park involve
‘upzoning’ existing low-density residential housing to develop high-rise housing.
This will essentially moves residents from their suburb and prevent them from
remaining in their neighbourhoods and communities. The corridor of redevelopment
from Turrella/Bardwell Park to Brighton-Le-Sands will create a significant
dislocation of existing residents, many of whom are elderly. It has the potential to
fractures existing communities.
I would like to question this notion of urban renewal that will potentially be foisted
on my suburb. Urban destruction seems a more accurate term. In what sense will
the suburb be "renewed" if it is not suitable for the high rise development that is
proposed? There are not any parcels of unused land or factories that can be razed
and converted to high density housing. The only way to achieve a high density
neigbourhood is by destroying the existing community and the existing housing.
This seems to be in contradiction with many of the principles you outline in your
plan. I am deeply concerned about the misguided planning direction that is currently
proposed for this area.

Planning Priority E5: Providing housing supply, choice and affordability, with access to jobs and services

Your plan states: "Large-scale urban renewal precincts are increasing both the
numbers and proportion of high density dwellings and are the primary location for
housing growth across the District."
This is a sensible objective, but one that needs to be considered in the light of local
knowledge. The now Bayside Council retained a low density zone for Turrella and
Bardwell Park in recognition of its existing urban character and because of site
constraints such as topography and location around a waterway and Regional Park.
The decision to rezone residential land at Turrella and Bardwell Park was solely
made by the Department of Planning and Environment and goes against the zoning
of the Council. It is a shockingly poor decision, that would have any intelligent
person shaking their head with disbelief. Why? Any quick walking tour of these
suburbs would suggest that this decision needs to be revisited and overturned. The
constraints mentioned above and the existing housing make large-scale projects
likely to untenable from an environmental, financial and planning perspective.
Where's the planning? Why comes to us with such unworkable objectives that are
clearly contradictory, poorly judged and stupid? Time to develop a greater Sydney,
not a lesser one.

Planning Priority E6: Creating and renewing great places and local centres, and respecting the District’s
heritage

Productivity
Planning Priority E7: Growing a stronger and more competitive Harbour CBD

Planning Priority E8: Growing and investing in health and education precincts and the innovation corridor

Planning Priority E9: Growing international trade gateways

Planning Priority E10: Delivering integrated land use and transport planning and a 30-minute city

Planning Priority E11: Growing investment, business opportunities and jobs in strategic centres

Planning Priority E12: Protecting industrial and urban services land

Planning Priority E13: Supporting growth of targeted industry sectors

Sustainability
Planning Priority E14: Protecting and improving the health and enjoyment of Sydney Harbour and the
District’s waterways

Your plan suggests the following objective: "Improve the health of catchments and
waterways through a risk-based approach to managing the cumulative impact of
development including coordinated monitoring of outcomes."
You would be aware that the Wolli Creek feeds into the Cooks River. The Wolli
Creek Preservation Society has worked hard over many years to improve this
waterway. I am worried that even if the actual housing developments do not
encroach on the Regional Park area, the development will impact negatively on the
health of Wolli Creek and the Cooks River. The health of both waterways has
improved significantly in the last twenty years, with the return of mangroves to the
Cooks River one sign of this. Development and so-called "urban renewal" needs to
consider these living waterways and be at a level that does not endanger their
existence.

Planning Priority E15: Protecting and enhancing bushland and biodiversity

You plan suggests the objective of : "Protect and enhance biodiversity by:
a. supporting landscape-scale biodiversity conservation and the restoration of
bushland corridors
b. managing urban bushland and remnant vegetation as green infrastructure."
The Eastern City District Plan contains an important aim of protecting Wolli Creek
Regional Park and Bardwell Valley Parklands as critical remnant bushland and
waterways. It states that this is an area of ecologically significant vegetation and is
a “priority green grid project for both the South and Eastern City Districts”.
However, the District Plan shows a Priority Precincts (now ‘Planned Precincts’)
slated for high-rise housing, surrounding this critical area. As the Wolli Creek
Regional Park adjoins the Priority Precincts of Earlwood, Bardwell Park and
Turrella, I am greatly concerned about the impact of development on this precious
piece of bushland and the native fauna and other wildlife that inhabit the bushland.
In particular, I am concerned that light and noise pollution from high rise buildings
along the rail corridor and air pollution from the M5 duplication stack will impact
negatively on the health of Wolli Creek bushland.
I am seriously concerned about the impact on the grey-headed flying fox colony
that roost on the Wolli Creek and use this ‘green highway’ to navigate from the city
to their feeding grounds. Recently, I have observed that the number of flying foxes
appears to be in the thousands. I can hear their screeching as I write this
submission. It would be a tragedy to lose them in this neighbourhood.
Your district plan also states: "A strategic approach to protecting the biodiversity in
the Eastern City District involves investing in connected bushland corridors and
protecting larger pockets of remnant vegetation, as large and connected areas of
bushland give the District’s wildlife the greatest chance of survival."
I agree with the sentiments you suggest, but would like to again point out that only
appropriate and sensitive levels of development and density can achieve this
objective. I believe that the level of development proposed by the "priority precinct"
will seriously threaten the health of this bushland corridor.

Planning Priority E16: Protecting and enhancing scenic and cultural landscapes

Planning Priority E17: Increasing urban tree canopy cover and delivering Green Grid connections

Planning Priority E18: Delivering high quality open space

Planning Priority E19: Reducing carbon emissions and managing energy, water and waste efficiently

Planning Priority E20: Adapting to the impacts of urban and natural hazards and climate change

Implementation

