
Greater Sydney Commission   March 2017 

A little history 

I have kept in touch with state planning now for about 25 years and attended many workshops 

organised by the NSW Government, local Ku-ring-gai Council and others including the Greater 

Sydney Commission (Zenith Theatre, Chatswood, 15 November, 2016 – Dr Deborah Dearing). 

The plans do not extend to 2056 as stated. They have been hastily prepared for 2016 to 2036. 

 Greater Sydney Commission plans have been developed too fast and dictate from the top instead of 

building on long established local community plans. 

Dr Dearing offered a new and better way of Planning after we have experienced 3 Planning 

Ministers since 2011.   We were encouraged by the appointment of Rob Stokes 2 years ago because 

he has an interest and qualifications in Planning.  He has been replaced (30 January 2017) by 

Anthony Roberts. That makes it 4 ministers in 6 years. Members of the community have been 

subjected to revised plans and the need to make submission particularly in 2013 when the 

government failed to effect change. 

Only a minority of residents in Sydney know what is actually going on.  You could say the usual 

suspects are informed and forced to make comments/submissions. 

We don’t have the time, resources and money to fight big business motivated by greed to the 

community’s detriment. We are tired of putting our lives on hold to try to correct wrongs by making 

valuable and unpaid submissions which are basically ignored. 

 

The New South Wales housing market is controlled by profit seeking developers, private certifiers, 

investors with tax discounts (negative gearing and reduced capital gains tax), real estate agents 

and foreign speculative buyers. 

The Government uses the Planning & Environment Department and the Minister to dictate to voters 
to the detriment of our living environment. 
People don’t trust these people with their lives and their natural and built environment. 
 
We no longer know who is actually responsible for managing Sydney, New South Wales and 
determining its safe future 
Some organisations I know about: 
Minister for Planning (Anthony Roberts) 
NSW Department of Planning & Environment 
Greater Sydney Commission 
City of Sydney Council 
Committee for Sydney 
Urban Growth/Landcom 
Urban Taskforce 
Property Council of Australia 
Planning Institute of Australia 
Federal Minister for Urban Infrastructure 
Assistant Minister for Cities & Digital Transformation 
National Trust of Australia 
Heritage Council of New South Wales 
Environmental Defenders Office NSW 



All have specific interests. Most for profit. 

Who is actually responsible and accountable? 

Do we really expect the Minister to handle this alone? 

If as an interested. educated and experienced person I am confused by this list, imagine what the 

man/woman in the street knows. 

These behemoths determine our future with little to stop them trashing our communities.   

Bureaurocrats, politicians and big business have the power to override community wants and needs. 

They also think they know it all and what is best for residents. No so. 

The industry is driven by growth primed by an excessive Australian Government immigration 

programme and the profit motive at the expense of families and established communities. 

Our built environment has been maintained over many years and developed by Australians who 

elect local council and governments to do the right thing and care for people over the longer term. 

Developers are only interested in short term profits and they have been able to influence 

government with political donations and other support and lobbying at the expense of voters. 

What has been happening is not transparent and the state government has tried to take control of 

developments over elected councils and protests by residents. 

 

We have to ask the questions. What is in it for local government, for state government and federal 

government?  Alienating residents and voters progressively in the name of ‘jobs and growth’ and 

‘big’ Australia. This is wrong. 

 

Exempt & Complying Development provisions introduced in 2008 have progressively caused 

unwanted change to our environment, specifically in the form of demolitions of useful houses and 

erection of badly designed large houses which stand out in the local community streetscapes. Some 

of them are left unoccupied like numerous home units on the North Shore.  

Frankly, we have had enough of government forcing unwanted change and making our lives a 

misery. 

Big business money talks and is the power bringing overwhelming negative change to families. 

There are some good things in the GSC plans but planning must be returned to local elected 

councils using long established LEPs and DCPs. 

Residents (within 200 metres of a proposed development) should be informed, once local council 

has been informed well before demolition and erection.  Local council should have a say in how the 

development fits in to its government approved Community Plan, Local Environment Plan and 

Development Control Plan.  At the moment this is a loose arrangement controlled by the applicant, 

builder and private certifier paid by the applicant. 

Private certifiers should be paid independently and regulated more effectively. 

 



It is wrong for residents not to have ongoing input to plans that affect them immediately and 

every day of their lives.  Exempt & Complying Development regulations have already caused 

dismay and personal stress. 

Streetscapes and established local environments have been changed, out of character, forever 

with powerful money and bad design. 

We understand that the Australia Government determines immigration and population policy and 

70,000 immigrants enter New South Wales every year and need to be housed. Representations are 

being made to the Australian Government on immigration, foreign buyers and tax concessions for 

investors.  

 

We deserve a better Australia, not a bigger, ugly Australia for our grandchildren. 

It is already too late for our children who thought we knew how to look after our cities and country 

and trusted us and government. They are more than disappointed. Actually, angry. 

Current residents want a place to call home but with increasing dwelling prices caused by 

unnecessary demand, local Australian residents are losing the opportunity to bring up their children 

in a backyard and have lost their security and sense of place in a quiet, peaceful community they 

have worked so hard for. 

High density developments should not be forced on existing communities. 

The Medium Density Code should be abandoned. 

Does a “Greater” Sydney mean a bigger Sydney or just a larger area than we are used to consider as 

Sydney? 

Can you honestly put your hand on your heart and say that what you are doing is for the well-being 

of existing Australian residents and their families? 

 
Roger Howard  CPA  B Com 
Pymble, New South Wales, Australia 
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