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Submission content: GLOBAL ECONOMIC CORRIDOR The GEC has
been truncated at Macquarie Park compared with previous proposals
to extend it to Parramatta and the North West. This is at odds with all
previous planning policies to provide greater connection between
Sydney’s major employment centres. What has changed? The
removal of the extension, particularly to Parramatta is puzzling when
Macquarie Park and Parramatta are two of the largest employment
centres in Sydney. This implies that the previously proposed
investigation into improved transport links between these centres has
been downgraded in favour of links between Parramatta and Sydney
Olympic Park, which is a flawed strategy in my view. There’s no
reason why both corridors couldn’t be enhanced as part of a broader
GEC. STRATEGIC CENTRES The constant changing of centre
classifications is confusing. Every review of past planning strategies
has new names and a changing focus on different centres. For
example, Epping was previously considered to be an Urban Activation
Precinct, a Priority Precinct now changed to a Planned Precinct and
now remarkably a Strategic Centre. Although it’s a rail junction, it
doesn’t come anywhere near meeting the basic criteria for the
classification as a major district/strategic centre, or whatever you like to
call it now. It’s hardly shown on many of the maps included in the draft



plan. Under the current planning controls, most of Epping’s
commercial floor space is being converted for residential
redevelopment with a consequent reduction in employment. It’s
basically destined to become a residential dormitory suburb to feed the
planned metro, which is hardly a Strategic Centre. It has one
supermarket and doesn’t even have a major shopping mall and is
unlikely to. Contrast this with Eastwood, which is a much larger
retail/commercial centre and hasn’t yet had the advantage of an
upgrade of its Town Centre Master Plan for two decades. It has even
greater redevelopment potential than Epping if its planning controls
were upgraded to an equivalent standard. You can compare the
comparative relationship between Eastwood and Epping with the
relationship between Burwood and Strathfield, where the former is the
dominant Strategic Centre and the latter a major rail junction and
retail/commercial centre, even larger than Epping, but still classified as
a Local Centre. At the very least, If Epping is to be maintained as a
Strategic Centre, then it should be combined with Eastwood as a joint
Strategic Centre, equivalent to the combination of Brookvale/Dee Why
and East Gardens/Maroubra Junction. The two suburbs have a long
history of shared fortunes. Both could play an important role as part of
the previously proposed extension of the GEC from Macquarie Park to
Parramatta. URBAN RENEWAL CORRIDORS It appears that the
previously proposed Urban Renewal Corridors along the inner-city rail
lines have been abandoned. Transit Oriented Development now seems
to be largely restricted to the new metro lines to the exclusion of other
busy rail corridors. There are many more significant urban centres
throughout Sydney on the existing rail network which could potentially
be rejuvenated and contribute towards meeting Sydney’s housing
targets. Why should it just be focussed on the metro system? If this
suggests that there is a reluctance on the part of the government to
invest in upgrading the existing rail network infrastructure to meet the
demand for increased commuter travel by a rising population in these
centres, then it is again, a flawed policy. The policy of urban renewal
and consolidation should be more broadly based on all rail corridors



with a commensurate investment in upgrading the rail network as well
as new metro lines. PRIORITY GREEN GRID I have previously raised
the issue of the inclusion of part of the Eastwood County Road
reservation in the Priority Green Grid. It is unclear whether this will
involve the abandonment of the road reservation. If the Green Grid is
to be shared with a future arterial road link between Macquarie Park
and Parramatta, that’s one thing, but to abandon this important
strategic arterial road corridor altogether is quite another. If the
intention is to abandon the road reservation, then it would be a
reckless decision and a slap in the face to past planners and
governments who had the foresight to reserve this corridor for an
important future transport link. Existing major road corridors between
the Northern and Western Suburbs on the north side of the harbour are
too indirect and already inadequate to fulfil their roles as strategic road
links between these regions. The Eastwood County Road corridor
could potentially provide the most direct route and alleviate congestion
on the other road corridors. Just because the government no longer
considers that upgrading transport links between Macquarie Park and
Parramatta is a priority, that’s no excuse to abandon a transport
reservation that has been in existence for over 60 years. Future
governments may have different priorities, but once the reservation is
abandoned and released for alternative uses, that option is cut off
forever, which is contrary to past rhetoric about preserving existing and
future transport reservations. Should an in-principle decision be made
to abandon the road reservation in favour of its inclusion in the Green
Grid, then the proposal should be subject to exhibition and community
consultation before a formal decision is made. There may well be many
in the community directly affected who have a differing opinion, instead
preferring a purpose built arterial road to the current congested de
facto arterial route using inadequate single lane local roads.
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