
1

30th March 2017

Submission to the

Draft South District Plan

And to the Draft Amendment to

“A plan for Growing Sydney”

(“ Towards Our Greater Sydney 2056”).

The Hurlstone Park Association Inc. 141095

Hurlstone Park Association Inc. 141095



2

Context

The Hurlstone Park Association (HPA) was formed in 2014 in response to growing
community concerns about over-development impacting residential areas of our
small suburb. We represent a diverse and growing cross section of our local
community with a reach of in excess of 500 people through membership, email and
social media.
Hurlstone Park is a small suburb, of significant heritage value, on the inner west
fringe of the Canterbury-Bankstown LGA.

The Draft South Sydney District Plan was released at a time of an exponential
increase in development (most incongruous with the character of Hurlstone Park),
developer profits, and foreign investment in without any demonstrable benefits to
local communities, housing affordability, or local infrastructure.

This draft plan is not only about projected population increases. Business models
and ideologies supporting the profits of developers/investors and large corporations
also appear to be significant drivers.

The Department of Planning’s Draft Urban Renewal Strategy for the
Sydenham-Bankstown corridor drew significance criticism from the Hurlstone Park
area, with over 300 submissions received.

The planned privatised Metro for the line is also fiercely contested.

The increased incongruous development in this area has resulted in the emergence
of many community groups, such as the HPA, Save Dully, and the
Sydenham-Bankstown Alliance. This phenomenon has been a direct result of
community dissatisfaction with planning policy, a lack of transparency about costings,
and apparent conflicts of interest such as developers being able to hold public
positions or have special access to public officials involved in the planning process.

The Council (in administration) has recently prepared a planning proposal to amend
the Canterbury LEP to include new heritage items, and heritage conservation areas,
identified in the Hurlstone Park Heritage Assessment Study (Paul Davies, 2016).1 The
planning proposal was given Gateway approval in December 2016 and it is
anticipated that it will be placed on public exhibition by May 2017.

1 Hurlstone Park Heritage Assessment Study Stage 1 Report For Canterbury-Bankstown Council

September 2016 Paul Davies Architects and Heritage Consultants
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Summary of concerns about the draft plan

The major concerns for the village of Hurlstone Park relate to heritage destruction
and excessive development not in keeping with the local character of the area, local
planning controls being diluted, and the proposed Metro:

1. The plan covers a wide geographic area with varied demographics and
community expectations. It is important that planning controls are maintained at a
local level, as local communities and residents know their neighbourhood and must
have a say in the way it is developed (or not).

2. The plan concentrates on land use and makes sweeping statements about
creating “great places” and resilient communities without suitable plans or details
for achieving this. The plan reads like a glossy promotion, rather than an informative
policy and plan, and fails to to address the many negative consequences of growth,
development and population increases such as loss of heritage, increased crime,
health problems and increasing pressures on infrastructure and the environment.

3. Housing targets are inappropriate. Housing target increases are too high and not
supported by detail of providing infrastructure to meet increased demand. It is
insufficient for the NSW Planning Minister to claim that new development in Sydney
is premised on a “compact” with local communities to provide necessary
infrastructure including green spaces and recreational spaces (SMH March 21st 2017).
Where is the evidence for this “compact”. How can the community trust politicians
and policy to deliver without evidence?

5. Addressing the issues of affordable housing is paramount, but the plan offers
scant details.

6. There is scant detail on how heritage will be protected. Morris Iemma, the South
District Commissioner, has stated, on the record, that Hurlstone Park is a unique
area that should not be subject to intense development. The community is awaiting
the second stage of the Hurlstone Park heritage assessment. It will be important that
development controls are robust enough to not only prevent destruction of heritage
buildings, but also to avoid diluting the heritage appeal of streetscapes and
neighbourhoods.
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7. Sustainability priorities do not adequately address building design, especially the
lack of green space in recent developments for clothes drying, recreational activities,
“breathing space” between buildings and accessibility to light which is vital for
physical and mental well-being. The sustainability section does not suitably address
the loss of green space along-side housing targets.

8. For the Hurlstone Park/Canterbury area, growth and development projections are
aligned with progression of the Sydenham-Bankstown Metro. The HPA fiercely
opposes the Metro plan. Not all suburbs are able to accommodate, or want, the
same level of growth, and some areas have already been subject to a rapid growth in
detrimental development. The Metro plan is flawed and the evidence to support its
progression is either lacking or has not been published. The plan ignores widespread
community opposition to the Sydenham-Bankstown Metro.

1. The draft plan covers a wide geographic area with varied demographics and
community expectations.

It is important that planning controls are maintained at a local level, as local
communities and residents know their neighbourhood and must have a say in the
way it is developed (or not).

The HPA notes that councils will be mandated to give effect to District Plans as soon
as possible and that the draft District Plan will inform the preparation of Local
environment pans (LEPs).

We are concerned that this might have the effect of reducing local input into local
planning decisions.

In relation to LEPs, the HPA has the following comments-

 conflict of interest declarations on development applications are not robust
enough
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 the demolition clause in the Complying Development Code does not protect
potential heritage items being destroyed

 legislative requirements do not afford enough community input into planning
changes

 the Draft Medium Density Housing Code appears to be another mechanism
for removing community consultation in local development and creating
neighbourhood disputes. In relation to complying developments, while it is
understandable that the DA process can be cumbersome and time
-consuming, it does provide a checks and balances system for local
development. You cannot legislate for taste, and in suburbs rich with heritage,
such as Hurlstone Park, a diluting of the DA process can result in
unsympathetic development. We do not want to see a repeat of the post-war
period where many fine Federation homes in suburbs such as Hurlstone Park,
and Haberfield, were altered in unsympathetic ways.

The proposed development controls in the Draft Code will result in medium density
housing that is incompatible with the prevailing low density character and amenity
of Hurlstone Park. Complying development does not take into consideration the
unique characteristics and issues of our local area and is not designed to customise
solutions to address potential impacts. In addition, private certifiers are not qualified
to assess the architectural merits of medium density housing to ensure it meets
community expectations.

 the HPA is pleased that the Canterbury-Bankstown Council administrator is
reviewing planning decisions, and has been quick to lodge a planning
proposal with the Department of Planning to amend the LEP (Local
Environment Plan) to include new local heritage items and HCAs in our lovely
suburb. We are encouraged that the Department of Planning has passed the
proposal to the Gateway stage, which will involve, among other things, public
consultation. The Hurlstone Park community welcomes any move that values
local input into local matters.

 the Crossways Professor of city and regional planning, University of
Pennsylvania, John Landis, visited Sydney last year. The HPA believes his
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comments in the SMH (22 June 2016)2 can be directly applied to our suburb
which has high heritage value:

“Metropolitan Sydney is now so large and diverse, and is home to so many different
communities, that a ‘one-size-fits-all ‘ system of planning controls is unrealistic.

Different development approval systems work better or worse in different
communities. For example, in older neighbourhoods where the existing scale and
design of historical buildings adds tangible community value, the responsibility
should be on the developer to demonstrate that their proposal is not likely to be
harmful, and not on the community to demonstrate that it is.”

The HPA has the following recommendations:

-large developers should be mandated to engage in community consultation before
the DA is lodged.

-maintain and strengthen local planning controls

-continue local government reforms, and include developers being banned from
holding public office

-conflict of interest declarations on development applications should be broadened
to include declaring positions in public office or relatives/contacts in public office

-the demolition clause in the Complying Development Code should be reviewed to
prevent hasty demolition of potential heritage buildings and sites

-there should be a review of legislative requirement to afford greater community
input - ensure whole communities are notified of LEP changes, not just specific
homes directly affected by rezoning. It is a ridiculous situation, for example, that
every resident of a suburb will receive information from council about, say, a
composting system, but not about rezoning in a new LEP (as happened with the
Canterbury LEP 2012).

2

http://www.smh.com.au/comment/five-ways-sydney-could-become-an-even-better-place-to-live-201
60619-gpmljj.html

http://www.smh.com.au/comment/five-ways-sydney-could-become-an-even-better-place-to-live-20160619-gpmljj.html
http://www.smh.com.au/comment/five-ways-sydney-could-become-an-even-better-place-to-live-20160619-gpmljj.html
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3. The plan concentrates on land use and makes sweeping statements about
creating “great places” and “resilient” communities without appropriate plans or
details for achieving this.

The plan reads like a glossy promotion, rather than an informative policy and plan,
and fails to address the many negative consequences of growth, development and
population increases such as loss of heritage, increased crime, health problems and
increasing pressures on infrastructure and the environment.

Many communities, such as Hurlstone Park, feel they are already living in a great
place, and high-rise development would be incongruous.

The DPE’s draft Urban Renewal Strategy was a similarly glossy promotion; It was
firmly rejected by the Hurlstone Park community, with around 300 submissions
lodged . That draft strategy made similar promises about “great places” to live and
“sustainable” and “resilient” communities. The plan that was outlined, however,
represented a nightmare for local residents with indiscriminate rezoning of areas
rich with heritage-style homes and street-scapes and no plans for infrastructure
funding. In short, the draft strategy represented a further bonus for developers and
investors to continue to reap monetary benefits to the detriment of communities. It
was clear that the planners had no local knowledge or sympathies and the draft plan
was out of touch with community expectations and visions in Hurlstone Park.

Bankstown residents, on the other hand, lodged few submissions opposing the
strategy.

It is important that planning involves local communities and that development
remains appropriate, and in the public interest.

The District Commissioner Morris Iemma, in his Foreword, specifically mentions the
provision of “easy and attractive access to local places and between centres such as
Bankstown and Campsie.”

Unfortunately, it is already too late in Canterbury, where ad-hoc development has
resulted in increasingly heavy traffic , a wind tunnel effect, and unattractive
street-scapes.
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The draft Plan lists several “liveability priorities, some of which will now be
addressed:

“Our aim is to conserve and enhance quality of life and local identity. We want to collaborate

with communities and stakeholders to make the most of public investment in the District’s

infrastructure and urban places and address the issues that people tell us are important to

them”(GSC)

“Improve housing choice”

Unfortunately this strategy is again aligned with the Metro; the HPA is under the
impression that
the Metro strategy is based on the Hong Kong model of building up and over stations
to improve
profits for developers and Metro operators.
We do not think this will improve housing choice - it will, as has been happening,
lead to more poor quality apartment complexes being built with the resultant loss of
green space and heritage, and reduced quality of life for existing residents.

This priority also aims to deliver the South Districts five-year housing Targets

The HPA believes these Housing targets are inappropriate for this area.

Housing target increases are too high and not supported by details of infrastructure
provision or funding infrastructure to meet increased demand. Proposed
development though out Sydney is not even, and the only real incentives for
decentralisation are Sydney house prices and over-development.

The Canterbury area is already ahead of target with new dwellings and the
Sydenham-Bankstown corridor is already one of the most densely populated in
Sydney. There have been media reports about imbalanced development across
Sydney and the HPA feels this is an unfair situation.

Analysis of ABS data by the Greens, for instance, revealed “massively lopsided
development in Sydney” (SMH 7 Feb 2017).3 Canterbury was 2,428 new dwellings
over target, while Hunters Hill, for example, was below their small target of 40 new
dwellings a year.

3 https://public.tableau.com/views/Sydneydwellings/Targets?:embed=y&:display_count=yes

https://public.tableau.com/views/Sydneydwellings/Targets?:embed=y&:display_count=yes
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An article in the SMH on 24 November 20164 revealed similar concerns, with the
combined 5-year housing targets of Hunters Hills, Mosman and Woollahra
representing “barely 5% of the target for Canterbury-Bankstown.” This led to the
conclusion that the district plans were aimed at simply “maintaining the status quo.”

Further information from the Daily Telegraph was published on 27 March 2017
regarding unreliable data used by the government for “crucial planning decisions”
and housing targets. According to the page 3 article, for example, Sydney Water data
counts apartments as one dwelling.

The HPA is concerned that the push for increased housing in many areas is
unsupported, has not improved affordability, has resulted in ad-hoc, unsightly
development driven by private interests, and has not been in consultation with with
communities; it will therefore fail to protect the “unique” areas of Sydney.

The HPA recommends that housing targets be down-graded, especially in the
Canterbury area, to ensure the suburbs remain great places to live. A more balanced
approach, with more even development across Sydney and in rural NSW, is required.

Furthermore, housing targets should be aligned more closely with the expectations
of communities. Bankstown, for example, generated a tiny number of submissions
relating to the Urban Renewal Strategy, while the small suburb of Hurlstone Park
generated 300 - this would indicate that development should be much more
concentrated in the Bankstown area compared with Hurlstone Park.

The HPA also recommends that the GSC engages with the HPA directly to determine
appropriate opportunities for development in the suburb; the HPA also welcomes
sympathetic developers with an eye to quality design and complementing existing
heritage.

Hurlstone Park is not suited to high-rise development - town houses, and villa-styles
would be in keeping, with apartments only replacing current unsympathetic late
blocks built in the 1970s and 1980s, for example.

4

http://www.smh.com.au/comment/greater-sydney-commission-the-more-things-change-the-more-they-stay-the-sa
me-20161123-gsvsp7.html

http://www.smh.com.au/comment/greater-sydney-commission-the-more-things-change-the-more-they-stay-the-same-20161123-gsvsp7.html
http://www.smh.com.au/comment/greater-sydney-commission-the-more-things-change-the-more-they-stay-the-same-20161123-gsvsp7.html
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The HPA is opposed to any up-zoning in Hurlstone Park. The suburb is only 1 square
km in size. It is as unique as Hunters Hill and should be afforded similar low housing
target increases. Increased density can be achieved through the redevelopment of
unsympathetic unit blocks, rear extensions on homes to accommodate granny flats
and the like, and shop-top building while retaining and restoring the historical

façades.

Housing capacity must be increased within the confines of heritage considerations,
and without the loss of green space. In the Canterbury-Bankstown area several
smaller areas of green space are at risk, including small parks. The loss of green
space for housing directly contradicts other aims of the South District plan such as
creating great places to live and sustainability priorities.

“Improve housing diversity and affordability”

Addressing the issues of affordable housing is paramount, but the plan offers scant
detail.

It is important that housing is not just viewed as a land-use and bricks-and -mortar
issue. An example is the concept of New Generation Boarding Houses.It is
inappropriate that applicants are not required to conduct feasibility studies to
ensure vulnerable residents have access to the support networks they would require
such as mental health and Drug Health services.

Unfortunately the strategy around affordability to date has been to improve supply,
but this has simply created poor-quality, unsympathetic developments in our area
that have targeted foreign investors. Developers have profited, but the community
has lost out, along with young would-be home buyers.

Prof John Landis, again, recommends adopting an “inclusionary housing law” so that
larger developments have a certain percentage of units set aside for lower income
families.

The HPA recommends that 15% of larger developments are set aside for affordable
or social housing.

The onus should be placed on developers to accept lower profit margins. Developers
reap multiple benefits from planning policies when areas are up-zoned and public
land is released.
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The State should continue to pressure their federal counterparts to reform taxation
law that favours investors owner-occupiers.

“Create great places”

There has been a great lack of imagination and respect in the developments in our
area. We have seen a loss of gardens and footpath trees, and the demolition of
heritage -style homes; block-like units stand in stark contrast to the surrounding
neighbourhood. Immediate neighbours have been affected by shade and loss of
privacy and quiet enjoyment of their rear gardens. These developments have been
detrimental to the suburb and to the physical and mental well-being of residents.

The HPA believes that quality urban design is critical for the “future precinct
character “of our area.

The draft Urban Renewal Strategy presented a dire scenario of high-rise units
looming above federation homes, with feeble offers of compensation such as
transition zones.

Green spaces and public spaces should be protected and enhanced in strategic ways,
rather than relying on developments meeting minimum standards according to the
LEP , while aiming for maximal heights (and often exceeding these).

Dr Elizabeth Farrelly has written many popular comments and articles about poor
planning and design across Sydney: “Why I will never buy a new apartment in Sydney”
and “Beauty should be a necessity, not an afterthought” which for example, apply to
the new developments in our area. 5

Encouraging walking and cycling are important for an obesogenic society. This factor
argues against concentrating development at railway stations. Creating interesting
walk ways is more likely to enhance the enjoyment of travel for communities, and
make them healthier.

5

http://www.smh.com.au/comment/why-i-will-never-buy-a-new-apartment-in-sydney-20170209-gu9i
4n.html

http://www.smh.com.au/comment/beauty-should-be-a-necessity-not-an-after-thought-20161201-gt
1t9d.html
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Hurlstone Park is already a great place to live, with lots of green space, cycle ways
and fabulous heritage streets and houses. The HPA believes it is the “jewel in the
crown” of the Canterbury-Bankstown LGA.

Professor Anna Yeatman, a local resident, and an affiliate of the Whitlam Institute, in
her presentation to the Better Planning Network Summit in February 2016 6was
critical of planning policy on many fronts - all aspects of public life“are under
attack”, and government has conducted itself as if it were a corporation , dictated
by market forces rather than acting in the public interest to provide services.

The HPA recommends that large developments are avoided in Hurlstone Park, as
they will totally destroy the suburb for future generations.

The HPA does agree with the concept of creating a town centre at Canterbury to
enliven the area.

It will also be important to maintain the local Canterbury swimming pool.

Again, Professor John Landis offers insights that mirror our concerns:

"I live in Glebe, and constantly marvel at the quality of its public realm. The big

and little interconnected parks and reserves, the green byways, the small

pedestrian alleys, the way that buildings frame but don't crowd the side-walks

– all of these combine to make a neighbourhood that is comfortably liveable.

And have some of Sydney's highest property values to boot.Today's large

development projects are mostly lacking in such amenities. Large developers

operate from a financial template, and since there is no easy way for them to

monetise the benefits of public realm amenities, they rarely include them in

development proposals unless forced to by government. Unfortunately, in their

rush to maximise the velocity of new development, the NSW government and

many local councils are giving short-shrift to the public realm.”

6 Professor Anna Yeatman “A Vision for Sydney and NSW in the 21st Century - Whose Interests?
Whose Values?”

A presentation for the Better Planning Network Planning Summit, Parliament House, 17 February,
2016

https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B3jiXZGKg16eYnRWeVVLQ2JJSW8/view?pref=2&pli=1

Professorial Fellow, Whitlam Institute, University of Western Sydney,

https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B3jiXZGKg16eYnRWeVVLQ2JJSW8/view?pref=2&pli=1
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“Foster cohesive communities in the South District”

The draft plan seeks to “Conserve heritage and unique local characteristics.”

There is scant detail on how heritage will be protected. Morris Iemma, the South
District Commissioner, has stated, on the record, that Hursltone Park is a unique
area that should not be subject to intense development. The community is awaiting
the second stage of the Hurlstone Park Heritage Assessment Study. Unfortunately,
the state government has a poor track record when it comes to heritage
appreciation.

In recent times we have witnessed the demolition of multiple heritage-listed fine
Federation homes in Haberfield, the last remaining Art Deco high-rise in the city, the
beautiful elderly figs in Randwick and endangered habitat in Wolli Creek. The leasing
off, at a low price, of the magnificent sandstone Lands and Education Buildings do
not meet the ”pub test”. These things cannot be undone, and it has been scandalous
to witness the whittling away of our short-lived and much-loved heritage.

In Hurlstone Park, heritage protection has largely been left to the local community.
An inventory of heritage homes in the suburb was prepared7, and, along with
lobbying by the HPA, resulted in the formal heritage analysis.

The HPA recommends that the heritage of Hurlstone Park be preserved for future
generations. This will involve assisting the heritage recommendations to be
incorporated into the LEP and DCP. Protecting the areas of the suburb between and
adjacent to the HCAs will also be important, as the entire suburb is low-rise with
wide, tree-lined street and a village -like shopping centre. It will be important that
development controls are robust to not only prevent destruction of heritage
buildings, but to avoid diluting the heritage appeal of streetscapes and
neighbourhoods.

The HPA recommends that independent heritage architects are consulted for all
developments in the suburb, apart from small additions and alterations to homes.

It also recommends that the GSC and local councils assist other suburbs in
determining possible HCAs so that unique enclaves of Sydney's built heritage are
afforded meaningful protection.

7 http://heritagehurlstonepark.org/
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The HPA would welcome a meeting with the GSC to discuss the merits of preserving
heritage in the suburb, and ways that development and increasing density could
enhance, rather than destroy, the area.

4. There are no details on how infrastructure will be improved to meet growth.

Chapter 1 of the draft plan concerns “implementation and monitoring actions” and funding
models.

In broad terms, the HPA supports a more integrated approach to planning. It is vitally
important, however, that local communities have a greater say about land use and
development in their area.

The draft plan lacks detail on funding for infrastructure. It is important that
developers and investors contribute to local service provision. Ongoing profit
gouging from development must be moderated to restore some balance and fairness
in the market.

The public perception, with good reason, is that developers and investors reap
substantial benefits from growth in housing, while existing residents and
owner-occupiers suffer all the negative consequences.

A “change in industry perceptions” as envisaged by the Liveability Priorities of the
plan is welcomed. It is hoped that this includes developers accepting more narrow
profit margins, giving back to the community, and consulting with the community at
the outset. The balance of power has rested with developers for too long. Especially
in areas like Hurlstone Park, full of heritage homes and street-scapes, a developer
should be required to prove the worth of their development to the community,
rather than the community being forced to react to poor development proposals.

The concept of value capture could have negative consequences. Such a funding
model should not just target end-users. For example, a private Metro operator
stands to financially benefit more than commuters, especially operating on a line
funded by the public purse. The HPA supports levies for developers, investors and
private entities benefiting from public infrastructure or planning policy.

The other issue with the value capture model is which service attracts levies - the rail
service, the swimming pool, the museum?
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5. For the Hurlstone Park/Canterbury area, growth and development projections
are aligned with progression of the Sydenham-Bankstown Metro. This is fiercely
opposed. Not all suburbs are able to accommodate, or want, the same level of
growth, and some areas have already been subject to a rapid growth in
detrimental development. The Metro plan is flawed and evidence to support its
progression is lacking.

The HPA is opposed to the Metro continuing beyond Sydenham.

There is strong community opposition to the Metro, and the Sydenham-Bankstown
Alliance was formed largely because of this.

Our concerns about the Metro includes but are not restricted to:

 the degradation of heritage railway stations along the line. The Hurlstone
Park railway station has State heritage significance. 8

The Bankstown line is 110- years old and has many charming platform buildings of

historical significance (Belmore, Marrickville, Dulwich Hill, Hurlstone Park,

Bankstown, Campsie are all listed on the NSW state heritage register).

Unfortunately transport ministers and Metro representatives have proved to be out
of touch with community concerns about this threat to significant of heritage . The
Sydney Morning Herald (SMH), on 29 August 2016 , quoted Tim Parker, project
director for the second stage on the Metro, on planned station conversion and
standardisation: “wouldn’t it be great when people come back and they have a
brand new station.” The idea of prefabricated, featureless platforms, with glass
petitions, is not in line with what many in the community value.

 the threat to heritage homes and streetscapes along the line. It is obvious
that intense development is planned to complement the privatised Metro.
We do not agree that low rise residential areas, and an excellent transport
system, are mutually exclusive.

8 NSW Government Office of Environment and Heritage: Hurlstone Park Railway Station Group:(State
Government Data base number: 4802051)

http://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/heritageapp/ViewHeritageItemDetails.aspx?ID=4802051

http://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/heritageapp/ViewHeritageItemDetails.aspx?ID=4802051
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 forced acquisitions. There was a great deal of public concern about such
acquisitions for the West Connex, widely publicised as unfair to residents.

 loss of rail staff who, like bus drivers and light rail ticket checkers, add a
human element to public transport.

 lack of integration with the current rail network; the HPA is concerned about
the wasteful ripping up of an operating heavy rail line, and replacing it with
single decker trains. The HPA has been led to believe that tunnels and tracks
to support the metro will prevent reconversion to heavy rail or double-decker
trains if needed in the future. This has concerns about future capacity.

 the privatisation of its operations. Privatisation is not in the public interest. A
report by high-level planning academics in 20069 found that the privatisation
of the trams and trains of Melbourne had been an expensive failure - public
subsidies increased by $1.2 billion. This did not include the increased cost of
fares.

The Australian Competition and Consumer Commission chairman Rod Sims, quoted
in the Sydney Morning Herald (SMH) on July 27 2016, expressed opposition to
privatisation of government infrastructure due to the negative effects on
productivity and the economy.10

The HPA believes that the rail service should be operated for service, not for profit.

 safety issues - the heavy rail line has serviced the community for about a
century. A report in the SMH on January 12 2017 exposed safety issues with a
buckled section on the Sky-train viaduct in the construction of the Sydney
Metro North West.

 concerns about lack of information to the public and other political parties by
the government. The Metro project will involve spending a substantial

9 “Putting the Public Interest back into Public Transport” by Dr P Mees, Dr P Moriarity, Mr J Stone and
Assoc Prof M Buxton) (http://www.abp.unimelb.edu.au/files/miabp/8GAMUT2006_APR_01.pdf )

10

http://www.smh.com.au/business/privatisation-has-damaged-the-economy-says-accc-chief-2016072
6-gqe2c2.html
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amount of public money. It is the understanding of the HPA that the
government has failed to release either full costings or the business case.
Unfortunately the public has had to rely on the media to inform them, with
the government instead providing glossy brochures more akin to propaganda.
According to a report in the SMH on 14th June 016, Transport for NSW
refused to release the business case for spending billions on the Metro and
light rail projects.11

The Auditor General released a “damning” report on the $549 million blow-out in
the city light rail project. (SMH Nov 30 2016).12

It was concerning to discover that local residents were being surveyed about the Metro
by government-funded companies using “push-polling” techniques (SMH 26 Feb 2017).13

The Hurlstone Park community remains suspicious about the source of some “fake
news” aired on Channel 7 on 29 July 2016. The story suggested the local railway
station would close. This came after widespread opposition by the community to the
draft Urban Renewal Strategy.

 lack of evidence to support the Metro. The HPA agrees with the comments by Dr
Mehreen Faruqi, of the Greens, who has stated “To this point, the government
has never given any detailed evidence of why shutting down and privatising the
Bankstown line is the way to fix the train network, rather than actually expanding
it or putting higher frequency trains on the other lines.” (SMH 13 April 2016).14

The GSC in fact concedes that “The District is serviced by three rail lines and has the highest

concentration of railway stations anywhere in Greater Sydney.”

11

http://www.smh.com.au/nsw/secrecy-shrouds-multibilliondollar-sydney-rail-projects-20160613-gph
m3g.html

12

http://www.smh.com.au/nsw/audit-report-reveals-major-failures-in-sydneys-21-billion-light-rail-projec
t-20161129-gt0imv.html

13 http://www.smh.com.au/nsw/sydney-metro-surveys-likened-to-push-polling-20170201-gu30dp.html
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http://www.smh.com.au/nsw/conversion-of-bankstown-line-for-metro-trains-will-force-commuters-to-catch-buses
-for-months-20160413-go52wc.html

http://www.smh.com.au/nsw/secrecy-shrouds-multibilliondollar-sydney-rail-projects-20160613-gphm3g.html
http://www.smh.com.au/nsw/secrecy-shrouds-multibilliondollar-sydney-rail-projects-20160613-gphm3g.html
http://www.smh.com.au/nsw/audit-report-reveals-major-failures-in-sydneys-21-billion-light-rail-project-20161129-gt0imv.html
http://www.smh.com.au/nsw/audit-report-reveals-major-failures-in-sydneys-21-billion-light-rail-project-20161129-gt0imv.html
http://www.smh.com.au/nsw/sydney-metro-surveys-likened-to-push-polling-20170201-gu30dp.html
http://www.smh.com.au/nsw/conversion-of-bankstown-line-for-metro-trains-will-force-commuters-to-catch-buses-for-months-20160413-go52wc.html
http://www.smh.com.au/nsw/conversion-of-bankstown-line-for-metro-trains-will-force-commuters-to-catch-buses-for-months-20160413-go52wc.html
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Many of these stations are of heritage value and should be maintained along with the
heavy rail lines.

 loss of direct access to many stations that are used by large numbers of
commuters along the line - Erskineville, Redfern, and most city stops.

There is great community concern about the proposed Sydenham to Bankstown
Metro, the evolution of which has not been collaborative or transparent. It risks the
loss and degradation of significant heritage in the form of railway station groups,
surrounding homes and street scapes and small groups of shops, which can hardly be
described as an aesthetically attractive outcome. It is not in the public interest and
the HPA feels it will not provide a “world class transport system.”

The HPA requests that consideration be given to recommending the following to
stake-holders -

 the Metro stopping at Sydenham

 the government improving services along the Bankstown line, especially at
peak times

 spending some money instead to improve the existing stations along the line
to protect heritage and improve wheelchair and pram access

 not destroying an existing railway line, but instead investing in new public
transport for areas that are lacking, such as Parramatta Rd, which has long
stretches of struggling businesses and could support residential and retail
development

 exploring and supporting innovative responses to urban renewal and public
transport such as the Inner West Council’s idea for trackless trams for along
Parramatta Rd (as reported in the SMH 28th March 2017). In contrast to the
West Connex and the proposed Metro, marked by destruction and division,
this plan aims for positive outcomes for residents, businesses and growth.
Good will and good planning are needed to achieve both community
satisfaction and increased acapacity for growth.

 release of the full costings and business case to the public.



19

In Summary

The HPA is pleased to be able to offer a submission for this important and ambitious
plan. We ask that consideration be given to meeting with the local community and
the association so that the important issues of heritage protection, incongruous
development and housing targets, sustainability issues, and the Metro are addressed
to the satisfaction of the people who live in and love this area now, and for those
who move to the area in the future, because of its unique character.


