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31 March 2017 

 
Greater Sydney Commission 
Draft District Plans  
PO Box 257 
Parramatta NSW 2124 

 
District Plan Submission 
 

Dear Greater Sydney Commission, 

Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission to the Draft District Plans for the six Sydney 
districts. We commend the Commission on the preparation of these plans, and support the 
provision of detailed, district plan level vision to complement the overarching Sydney 
Metropolitan Strategy. Whilst we support the plans in principle, we recommend the following for 
consideration: 

 A clear plan for implementation of key metropolitan wide actions should be provided, 
particularly in relation to the Green Grid. This should include guidance on how the Green 
Grid will be delivered, funded and managed. 

 Clearer guidance is to be provided in relation to the categorisation of centres, the population 
of centres and the definition of centre types. 

 There needs to be a clear criteria for p
provide clearer guidance on the implementation and actions associated with collaboration 
area outcomes. 

 The importance of including linkages between Sydney and surrounding regions, particularly 
the Central Coast and Hunter Regions to the north and the Illawarra Region, given the 
growing economic and social connectivity and significance of the agglomeration of these 
regions. 

Implementation of the Green Grid 

Architectus strongly support the concept of the Green Grid. It will provide a tremendous 
opportunity to ensure good access to green spaces, and will provide an integrated network of 
open space, promoting recreational opportunities and passive transport options for moving 
across the city for both short and long distances.  

To ensure delivery of the Green Grid, the District Plans should include: 

 A process for the acquisition or dedication of land across the Green Grid where it intersects 
with property in private ownership; 

 An overview of land ownership and management intended for the Green Grid. I.e. will this 
require collaboration between State and local government? Will it be owned by or managed 
by a single authority or level of government? 

 Identification of mechanisms for funding delivery, enhancement and ongoing maintenance of 
the Green Grid. It should be clear on who will cover the costs of Green Grid funding, and 
through what mechanism, such as Section 94 Contributions, a dedicated State Government 
fund or a combination of special levies, contributions and treasury funding. 

Clarifying the above matters ensures there is certainty around what the Green Grid means for 
planning sites that may be capable of contributing to the Green Grid. 
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Categorisation of centres 

Architectus considers centres should be appropriately categorised based on a clear criteria, 
which includes: 

 Current and planned infrastructure 

 Provision of employment 

 Dominant employment and industry sectors 

 Residential population 

The District Plans categorise Strategic and District Centres, which provide some guidance on 
the way these centres have been categorised. However, providing a clear criteria for these, and 
other centre types, will allow for Government, councils and key stakeholders to plan for centres 
that may move into different categories during the life of the District Plans. It also provides for 
clear targets to plan for if there is an intention for a centre to achieve a higher order status over 
time.  

Including residential population in the centres criteria ensures that population growth across 
LGAs is focused in centres, providing clarity on achieving population growth for local 
government within their respective areas. 

The centre categorisation should also identify centres beyond Strategic and District Centres, 
such as specialist, local and neighbourhood centres. The identification of these centres should 
be, as aforementioned, underpinned by clear criteria. The present definitions provide for a void 
for centres not identified as Strategic or District Centres, but are larger than the suggested local 
centre, which is defined as: 

Local centres vary in size from a few shops on a corner to a vibrant main street. They are on a 
smaller scale than district centres and generally serve the local population.  

Centres, such as Glenfield, Revesby, Punchbowl, Hurstville, have the opportunity to 
accommodate significant growth, despite not being identified as District or Strategic Centres. 
Their structure and significance is beyond that described as a local centre, representing a void 
in the categorisation of centres. The growth of these centres and realisation of their potential to 
accommodate significant residential and employment growth.  

Collaboration areas 

Architectus supports the concept of collaboration areas. Stakeholder collaboration which 
involves the various Government agencies working with local government will be capable of 
facilitating integrated planning and development outcomes for precincts, ensuring holistic 
thinking around infrastructure delivery and funding.  

The mechanisms for implementation and actioning of planning of collaboration areas need to be 
clarified. This will ensure certainty for stakeholders of the identified collaboration areas. 
Providing such clarity will also ensure that there is a clear pathway for a precinct, centre or area 
to be considered a collaboration area.  

 

Connectivity and relationship with Central Coast, Hunter and Illawarra Regions 

There is little mention in the Draft District Plans on links between the Sydney region and the 
Hunter, Illawarra and Central Coast. As Sydney and the surrounding regions of Central Coast, 
Hunter and Illawarra grow, the economic and social relationship between them does also. It is 
critical that planning for Sydney takes into consideration the economic, transport and 
environmental links between Sydney, Newcastle, Gosford, Wollongong and their respective 
regions. 






