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                                                                                            13/12/17 

Contact: Peter Olive   

 

Submission to Greater Sydney Commission Revised Draft 

Eastern City District Plan 

The Sydenham to Bankstown Alliance (SBA) opposes the Sydenham to Bankstown Metro (SBM) 

and the Sydenham to Bankstown Urban Renewal Corridor Strategy (SBURCS). In doing so the SBA 

supports the link between mass transit and urban development and the ambition of achieving a 

“30-minute city.”   

The SBA supports Planning Priority E10 - Delivering integrated land use and transport 

planning and a 30-minute city1.  

Pinpointing the nexus between rail-based mass transit and increased residential density is a sound 

planning approach. However, within this approach there are qualitative differences. The SBA 

believes that the proposed changes within Sydenham to Bankstown Corridor do not sufficiently 

contribute to a 30-minute city. Nor do the projects provide the necessary nexus between residential 

densities and new rail lines.   

This submission limits itself to PPE10 and those proposed projects that could have a direct bearing 

on the Sydenham to Bankstown Corridor projects.  Below is a list of recommendations in response 

the Greater Sydney Commission’s (GSC) Revised Draft Eastern City District Plan and a list of 

principles behind our recommendations.   

Principles behind recommendations 

1. Rail is the best way to move people quickly, efficiently and sustainably around Sydney  

2. Rail is the best way to create a 30-minute city 

3. The provision of new rail lines (not converted lines) must be a precondition supporting any 

Priority Planning Precincts 

4. Sydney’s radial rail system needs to be connected by new cross radial lines to make it a 

genuine network 

5. The extension of existing lines should be provided to service suburbs that don’t currently have 

rail services  

6. Existing commuter rail services should not be converted to a different mode of commuter rail 

service  
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Recommendations 

 Oppose the conversion of the Sydenham to Bankstown heavy rail serve to a Metro service. 

Reason: 

1. It fails to extend Sydney’s rail network to areas of Sydney that are not currently 

serviced by rail 

2. It merely converts an existing rail service to another rail service 

3. Severely disrupts the services on the Sydenham to Bankstown line during 

construction (71weeks rail closure  over 5 years)   

 

 Oppose the proposed density along the Sydenham to Bankstown Urban Corridor Renewal 

Strategy 

Reason: 

1. The Sydenham to Bankstown Metro conversion fails to provide a new rail line 

justifying residential increases. 

2. Destruction of historical suburbs 

3. Failure to provide necessary service support for the proposed increased density such 

as schools, open space, playing fields and medical services.  

 

 Support Hurstville, Kingsgrove, Campsie, Burwood, Rhodes corridor as an underground rail 

line rather than as “on street rapid transit.” Further, there should be a station where it 

intersects with the Metro West. 

Reason:  

1. To provide a Cross Radial Link delivering an easy transition from one line to another 

without need to travel into the city centre.  

2. To increase rail travel options and reduce city centred peak hour flows during the 

morning and outward bound peak flows in the afternoon. 

3. To ensure proposed residential growth areas are provided with a new rail service as 

a precondition of their development   

 

 Scrap the “Malabar Metro” and extend the Sydney Metro Project from Sydenham to 

Eastgardens and Maroubra Junction Metro (via the Airport).  

Reason:  

1. To avoid service duplication, within the same corridor, between the proposed 

Malabar Metro and the proposed La Perouse On-street-rapid-transit.  

2. To provide an extension of the Sydney Metro Project beyond Sydenham that does not 

convert the Sydenham to Bankstown rail line. 

3. To provide a rail service to suburbs that don’t currently have a rail service, especially 

the East Gardens/Maroubra Junction Precinct 

4. To provide a direct airport rail link from North-West Sydney and the Lower North 

Shore. 

5. To provide rail access to the airport that avoids the current airport surcharge.   

 



The SBA accepts the need for infrastructure provision and its associated inconveniences. However, 

given that the corridor already has a world class heavy rail service we fail to see that there will be 

sufficient benefit from the proposed conversion of the existing line to a Metro. Further, we do not 

think the residential densities proposed by the SBURCS are justified and that the Marrickville, 

Canterbury and Bankstown Local Environment Plans are currently providing sufficient residential 

growth in the corridor. 

Two recent SBA meetings held in Marrickville and Campsie support these positions. Attended by 

200-400 people, both meetings unanimously supported a motion which said that the “conversion of 

the Sydenham to Bankstown line was a waste of money.” Another aspect of the motion was the call 

that “any extension of the metro beyond Sydenham should go to suburbs that don’t currently have a 

rail service”.  Another three public forums held in the corridor have unanimously opposed the 

proposed level of residential development in the corridor. 

The SBA thinks that the conversion of the Sydenham to Bankstown line will be a missed opportunity 

for Sydney to move to a “30-minute city”. As the Greater Sydney Commission must know many areas 

of Sydney are not serviced by rail. This makes the conversion of existing rail lines, rather than the 

construction of new rail lines, all the more inexplicable. To make Sydney a 30-minute city its rail 

network needs to be extended, not converted and any residential priority precincts must be 

supported by new rail lines. This is something recognised by people residing within the Sydenham to 

Bankstown corridor. 

Yours 

Peter Olive 
Spokesperson, Sydenham to Bankstown Alliance 
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