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Submission content: A plan is a good thing but this plan is deficient in
that it deals only with the housing of a significant increase in population
and the creation of employment and supposedly some form of
cooperation with Transport for NSW. This is a plan for development
and growth and not much else. It fails to address in any detail how the
large increase in jobs will be achieved but it infers that the increase in
population can be easily accommodated by more and more dwellings
and a significant change in land use that will potentially reduce the
controls in the LEPs and give preference to development and growth
over environmental factors. The increase in population of Sydney to 8
million by 2050 may be a reliable projection based on statistical
information but there is nothing in the plan that says the NSW
government has done or is doing anything about restricting the growth
of Sydney in favour of decentralising to other provincial cities and
towns. In this regard the plan ignores one half of the departments
charter and that is the environment. The plan says nothing about
improving the environment such as waste collection and disposal even
though this is an area that has been the responsibility for local
government. All it refers to is Open Space - not even green open
space. There are no target parameters that define how much open
green space is required per head of population, how it should be



accessed or what form it should be. Nothing is said about dealing with
traffic flows on already congested highways and major roads which will
be inundated with more and more traffic. Instead Transport for NSW is
proposing a western harbour tunnel and beaches link tunnel to deliver
more and more cars onto the already congested Gore Hill and
Warringah Freeways with major interchanges that will destroy parts of
North Sydney. They have chosen to ignore the alternative of a Metro
connection at Chatswood that would serve commuters from the
northern beaches area and result in less rather than more traffic. I
can’t believe a department whose objectives include the environment
would allow such an ill-conceived project. There is mention in the
Priority Precinct Projects Plans that there will be collaboration with
local government and with communities. During a presentation given to
residents of the St Leonards/Crows Nest Precinct on 12 December
there was mention of an advisory panel made up of representatives of
government departments BUT no independent members with the
necessary expertise. Without these independent members the resulting
details that emerge from the planning process are likely to be the policy
of government and have no input from residents or Councils. In other
words a top down approach despite what is said in these final draft
plans about consultation and collaboration. The Sydney Metro is a
brilliant concept and well overdue for the existing population. Its
second harbour crossing bypasses the CBD/Redfern bottleneck. It is
the outstanding project for the current government. However to use it
as a means of increasing dwellings without job creation is wrong. And it
is of concern that Value Capture over stations will be a priority of that
group as it manages its budget and cash flow to the detriment of good
planning. Any buildings over or near stations should be reserved for
commercial uses not high rise dwellings and there should be little or no
car parking in these buildings This reservation for job creation will slow
down development to a pace which can be better managed. In regard
to the St Leonards/Crows nest Precinct the current planning requires
an aspirational target of some 15,000 extra jobs to 2036. At the same
time it proposes an extra 3000 dwellings (much of it affordable) over 5



years. I hope that the department will take notice of the excellent
planning done by North Sydney Council for the St Leonards Crows
Nest area that began long before this current plan was conceived and
that there is true collaboration between your department, Council,
Transport for NSW and resident groups. Above all aspirational targets
should be secondary to environmental concerns and the well being of
residents who will have to live with the outcomes. Crows Nest Village
above all requires the maximum care and protection with a restriction
on high rise and the shadows that would result from tall buildings. We
do not need construction of commercial properties without demand and
we certainly do not want conversion of commercial property to high rise
residential living if job creation does not meet targets.
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