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KENSINGTON & W KINGSFORD PRECINCT 
A local community group in Randwick LGA 

30 July 2017 

Submission - Central District 

Summary 

This submission makes these points: 

First, Kensington & Kingsford residents are strongly opposed to “open slather” high-rise as 
imposed, without community participation by the NSW government and vested interests of 
Randwick LGA and its bare majority faction  

Second, Kensington & Kingsford residents maintain the draft Planning Proposal, currently 
with the Dept of Planning for gateway determination, represents the preferences of the NSW 
government, the Minister for Planning, his public officials and the former JRPP based on 
unsubstantiated opinions 

Third, the evidence establishes beyond doubt, that the Council’s draft Planning Proposal for 
20 storey high-rise is unsubstantiated by “merit’; the Minister for Planning failed to explain 
what exactly he means by merit, when responding to representations 

Fourth, the “driver” for high-rise – it is now beyond doubt, that the so-called light rail fails to 
provide the claimed “increase” in public transport; but actually REDUCES by 16,000 the 
capacity of existing buses in AM Peak; many UNSW students will travel in buses – as they 
do now – the bus boost will be unachievable by 2031 – CSELR has halve Anzac Parade 
capacity; there isn’t going to be sufficient road space for 4500 High-rise apartments + 
motorists + buses + light rail. It seems the NSW government appears committed to 
disorderly irresponsible planning. 

Fifth, the NSW government and Randwick Council have failed to provide additional school 
places for children who will occupy these high-rise dwellings.  Kensington Public school has 
been full or many years.  

Sixth, the key stated role of the GSC in the Sydney draft District plan, and 
IMPLEMENTATIONS appears to be unachievable, as far as residents are concerned:   

 inform the preparation of local environmental plans  
 inform planning proposals  
 guide strategic land use, transport and infrastructure planning across local 

government areas  
 inform infrastructure planning.  

Through Implementation & Monitoring actions 

IM1 - Align land use and planning (page 3)  

IM4 – Report on local planning 

 



__________________________________________________________________________________ 
KWKP submission to GSC Central District Plan 

2 / 13 
 

 

Regulatory Capture – Randwick LGA 

Planning in Randwick LGA is a shambles subject to whims of lobby groups and 
behind closed-door exchanges. It cannot be said that there is any compliance with 
the EPAA 1979 legislative objects clause “orderly development”.  The NSW 
government is complicit in this non-compliance, according to commentary from 
councillors in open public meeting – claiming, “if we don’t do it the government will”.  

Of interest to ratepayer, is the donations made to both major parties, the donation to 
the LIBERAL PARTY OF AUSTRALIA on 06 April co-incides with timing of letters 
from DPE to Council claiming the planning proposals had “merit” and supporting pre-
gateway determination . 

Randwick Council - Extract donations record below - Page 480 Agenda Planning Committee 

   
 

At Randwick LGA, there is no overarching actual planning conducted in relation to 
the three GSC criteria, beyond the mere word mention.  

 

Instead, special interest developer groups lobby the council and government in 
respect of their self interested profitable proposals touting vague hyperbole of 
tourism ventures, racing playgrounds, rapidly advancing learning centres (UNSW), 
the euphemistic “start-ups”, silicon valleys and so on.  

 

There is relentless PUSH for more and more high-rise development to line the 
pockets of the government’s developer support groups without the provision of 
increased infrastructure to support new dwelling growth.  An elucidation of the 
expenditure needed was artfully expressed in a smh article, “Let’s rezone Point 
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Piper to fit the Big Australia advocates” 13 March 2016 
http://www.smh.com.au/comment/lets-rezone-point-piper-to-fit-the-big-australia-
advocates-long-for-20160313-gnho2k.html 

 

Five (5) Randwick Councillors (including the Mayor) awarded themselves a monthly 
$5000 allowance to sit on the “Amalgamations Transition Committee”.  Only 2 
councillor allowances were funded by the NSW government. The other 3 were 
forcibly funded by ratepayers – the GM claiming he would “find the money”.  Ever 
since the NSW Government advertised Expressions of Interest from councillors to be 
part of the Interim Administration of an amalgamated council, some Randwick 
Councillors have competed with each other to do the government’s bidding, to 
secure future paid appointment, selling out resident ratepayers.  

 

Council’s sham design completion - We have previously written to the GSC to 
express dismay in response to comments from the GSC’s Jonathan Saavedra about 
the “community owning the outcome of Council’s Design competition”. There was 
NO PRIOR NOTICE OR COMMUNITY CONSULTATION, in regard to this 
competition awarded a GSC PRIZE.  The winning architect, a council contractor, 
ought to have been excluded, for going outside the terms of reference; the winning 
town planning firm was a previously rejected SPOT REZONING applicant. The 
winning entry proposed 6-7 storey flat buildings, displacing residents from existing 
detached homes in 3 Kensington side streets and the same around the Kensington 
oval.  The winning entry proposed significant overcrowding, with NO 
INFRASTRUCTURE – no additional local school places, no replacement of 
sewerage, no identification of land for open space, to support the thousands of 
residents proposed to be housed in numerous 6-7 storey apartment buildings. 
Instead, water “features’ included opening up a stormwater canal – draining 
Centennial Park and excess from the underground aquifer, with necessarily 
fluctuating event-driven stormwater levels, pictures of horses & riders in proximity to 
the main arterial road, and pictures of people free & car-free so-called ‘new” public 
spaces.   None of this hype – paid for dearly by long suffering local ratepayers, is 
confidence building, particularly as there has been no street cleaning for the past 
6 months. The question arising, was the funding of 3 x $5000 monthly councillor 
allowances realised by terminating ratepayer’s road cleaning services? 

 

The Department of Planning dwelling target (numbers) conflict  

It is difficult to reconcile the various estimates form the Dept of Planning & GSC.  

The 2016 Dept of Planning NSW Housing & Dwelling Targets estimate 14,600 
dwellings from 2016 to 2036 in the ENTIRE Randwick LGA that is 730 dwellings 
annually. 

Kensington development draft planning proposal - Yet, Randwick is proposing, in its 
draft planning proposal (currently under consideration Dept of Planning), to impose 
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1500 new dwellings in the NARROW KENSINGTON footprint adjacent to Todman 
avenue – which is to accommodate 4 x 20 storey (54m) buildings, on 4 corners the 
traffic coming off and entering the Eastern distributor, a bus layover or roundabout, 
plus a 24-hour clearway.  All of this with NO REAR LANE ACCESS.   Additionally, 
many of the landowners have NOT purchased dwellings to the rear, to enable rear 
lane access.  

 

GSC Target dwelling numbers – how does the GSC reconcile the various target 
dwelling numbers?  Ie. How do we reconcile the GSC’s target dwellings 2250 for Randwick 
LGA –with the NSW government imposed targets? 

 2004 – 2031 – 8400 dwellings (supported by Randwick Council) 

2011 to 2031 – 15150 additional dwellings and 

 2016 to 2036 – 14600 

We have sought evidence of the number of completed dwellings from Randwick council in 
relation to the recently submitted Planning Proposal (3 Feb 2107) to Planning NSW.  
Randwick Councillors have claimed in public meetings at council that the Minister 
threatened, “if you don’t do it we will”.  One GREENS councillor repeatedly claims that If 
council doesn’t agree to 20 storeys – then the government will impose 25 storeys.  

 

Sustainability – open space 

Kensington & Kingsford suffer from a dismal lack of open space.   There is no land 
that can be devoted to a GREEN GRID. 

Apart from the community centre nearing completion at the former Kensington 
Bowling site – there is no available or useable open space.  When renovating the 
building, Randwick Council refused to divide the single large room into smaller 
spaces for use of individual groups for hobbies.  Clearly the council’s plan is to hire 
out the large room for functions, for PROFIT, preventing community use.  

Kokoda Park - Without the prior consent of full council, the manager/ trustee, 
Randwick Council officers permitted an adjoining developer to build to boundary on 
the dedicated heritage crown land Kokoda park.  This park is used by the Kensington 
Public school children who lack a playground.  A significant amount of space was 
removed by the developer installing wide pathways to enable occupiers from the 
adjacent building to park their removal trucks in Kokoda park.  

 

 

Sustainability – strengthening implementation 

The implementation of sustainability priorities ‘Protect, enhance and extend the 
urban canopy’ ought to have targets, KPIs, resources and direct action to achieve 
implementation, otherwise the priorities are nothing but weasel words.  
 



__________________________________________________________________________________ 
KWKP submission to GSC Central District Plan 

5 / 13 
 

As indicated above, our local planning authority has been captured by self-interested 
groups allied to the majority councillor faction.  
 
- Develop concrete policies and procedures to ensure that biodiversity and green 

spaces are accorded a higher priority than is currently the case 
- Make recommendations to the NSW Government strengthen current policy and 

legislation relating to biodiversity conservation and the protection of green 
spaces in the Greater Sydney area.  
 

Key recommendations  
 Ensure that the Green Grid contains as one of its key objectives the 

maintenance and enhancement of biodiversity and areas of high 
environmental value  

 Establish a Green Grid Trust with statutory authority to acquire, manage and 
prevent alienation of land that has significant biodiversity values  

 Identify adequate baseline measures and performance indicators for 
biodiversity  

 Identify and map areas of high biodiversity value where development and 
offsets should not occur  

 Identify and map supporting habitat, ‘stepping stones’ potential corridors and 
degraded sites suitable for rehabilitation  

 Require consistent and rigorous independent flora and fauna independent 
assessment for new developments  

 Require Councils to prioritise native tree species for open spaces and urban 
tree planting  

 Set targets for increased canopy cover per District.  
 Recommend key policy/legislative reforms to the government, vital to the 

conservation of biodiversity and protection of green spaces in the Greater 
Sydney area 
 

Suggested Legislative reforms – green space & biodiversity 

 
 A new State Environmental Planning Policy should be issued requiring all 

developments to maintain or enhance mature tree canopy.  
 The Government’s State Environmental Planning Policy (Exempt and 

Complying Development Codes 2008 and its Draft Medium Density Housing 
Policy must not be allowed to override existing laws protecting trees on 
private land.  

 Any crown land containing green space that is transferred from the NSW 
Government to a local Council under Section 4.6 of the Crown Lands 
Management Act 2016 must be the subject of a special reservation 
prescribing that the green space contained within the land transferred must be 
retained as such, in perpetuity.  

 A further protection would be to amend the Local Government Act and Crown 
Land Management Act to include a provision stating that any decision to sell, 
lease or otherwise dispose of public green space must be done by a 
‘disallowable instrument’.  
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ACQUIRING GREEN GRID Land & Land for affordable housing 

Randwick Racecourse, a VAST CROWN LAND RESERVE is LOCKED UP but for 6 
events annually.  Racecourse events and stables ought to be transferred 
permanently to Rosehill or Warwick Farm and the racecourse land freed up for public 
uses: 

-  on the Southern boundary (High Street) for UNSW e-hub, other education 
uses and student housing.   
 

- The Eastern boundary (Wansey road) for pre-dominantly AFFORDABLE 
Residential Housing – primarily for Randwick hospitals staff and retail workers  
with a MINORITY 20% for private apartments to be sold at PROFIT – 
PROFITS TO BE PLOWED BACK into schools construction on the 
racecourse – NO PROPERTY SALES TO GOVERNMENT MATES; members 
of the ATC and board ought to be BARRED from purchasing these properties 
 

- The Western boundary (Anzac parade) for construction of a new high school 
and primary school including child care facilities for ages commencing 0.  
Adjoining the school there ought to be included an oval for children’s sports – 
soccer, basketball, netball as well as a dedicated small children’s playground 
with equipment. Included on the Western boundary, there ought to be a 
LARGE OPEN SPACE PUBLIC PARK. 
 
 

- Northern Boundary (Alison Road) – a hotel is planned with gambling and 
alcohol service facilities for up to 3000 people – this structure ought to be 
SOLD by competitive tender – but NOT TO cGOVERNMENT MATES. 

 

ALIGNING LAND USE, PLANNING & INFRASTRUCTURE 

Pivotal overlapping issues of sustainability Liveability and productivity for 
Kensington & Kingsford  

Neither the DPE, nor the GSC, propose additional school places to educate the 
children to occupy the new apartments slated for Kensington & Kingsford.  

Clearly, the 21st century demanded either underground heavy rail, or electric buses 
through- outed or turned around at Rawson Place, with the McKell building 
demolished to make way for a bus interchange.  

The second Infrastructure failure – is the overall planning failure involving the choice 
of 19th century public transport system -  the radial fixed-line tram  

 
1 The “light” in light rail refers to LIGHT CAPACITY.  The population demand 

for transport, both resident population and daily commute working 
population – students & hospitals – far outweighs the capacity that LIGHT 
rail can ever deliver.  
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2 The light rail project has been conclusively shown to be nothing but a 

STALKING HORSE for massive high-rise development for the NSW 
government’s core constituency of political supporters.  
 

3 The CSELR FAILS to provide the transport capacity to support the NSW 
government’s massive high-rise development “priority precinct” scheme.  
The CSELR REDUCES the existing bus capacity by 16 000 in AM PEAK.  

Productivity: The CSELR is slated to carry ALL UNSW students and ALL 
Sydney High students travelling to and from Central and CBD stations. 
TfNSW argues student travel is contra-PEAK.  However, the UNSW’s 
evidence is that thousands of students leave the campus from 12.30pm.  
More part-time students attend afternoon lectures.  And a further cohort 
attend evening lectures. These student travellers will clash with local 
residents.   

 
Sustainability: Todman Avenue is the ONLY road leading off the Eastern 
Distributor.  The intersection is subject to 7000 traffic movements (2011 
CSELR EIS) in AM PEAK.  No traffic assessment was conducted for 
weekends, when traffic is heavier with the Level of Service (LoS) at ‘F’ 
(The optimum LoS is C). A considerable part of the traffic is travelling 
South to UNSW and Randwick hospitals campus. In excess of 50 000 
people travel to UNSW, with approximately 21 000 students currently 
using dedicated UNSW public buses. The dedicated buses are to be 
cancelled upon commencement of light rail  
 

4 Productivity – Although 40% uplift in jobs growth is the number referred to 
by Council, we residents express doubt that new commercial premises in 
any re-development on Anzac parade, are viable due to the lack of 
parking, and the significant cost of land.  Commercial space is viable at 
$600 per square metre but not at prices in excess of $2000.  
 
Recent consultant reports describe that the Anzac Parade frontage is only 
suitable for residential apartments for “students, professionals working in 
the city, and younger demographic (unclear what this means) who can 
survive without cars” – It is clear that these consultants are following 
Council’s directions towards the NSW Government and Council’s preferred 
outcome  
 

Consultants claim (Di Masi) “there is no overwhelming indication that 
additional commercial/business zoned land, in an aggregate sense, is 
required. If anything, a consolidation of retail/commercial sprawl could be 
considered. Although we recommend investigating potential for larger sites 
to enable supermarket/other anchors as part of mixed use developments”.  
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Opinions such as the above – indicate contrivance – and a clear 
reluctance to recommend diverting shoppers away from existing shopping 
precincts in Randwick, Maroubra and Eastgardens. 
 

5 The Anzac Parade light rail corridor, a state road, is an unsuitable location 
for massive high-rise, because its actual road capacity has been halved, to 
provide for the light rail.    

TfNSW has FAILED to produce/publish the mandatory network and 
local traffic surveys and traffic management plans as required by the 
SSI Minister for Planning’s consolidated conditions.  

 

6 Traffic & congestion  - There are NO OTHER STATE ROADS to service 
the 6 or more suburbs to the SE.  Further Anzac Parade is the ONLY state 
road taking traffic off and to the Eastern Distributor.  Any obstruction on 
Anzac parade / Todman Avenue will impact the Eastern Distributor traffic. 
 
 

7 It is a matter of concern to local residents that recent (2015 – 2016) spot 
rezoning JRPP decisions – were rejected on the basis of Randwick 
Council’s submission  - that the LEP review in relation to Kensington & 
Kingsford to be completed in 2017.  

 
8 In its reasons for rejecting appeals, the JRPP expressed the view that the 

Kensington/ Kingsford corridor could “support greater density because of 
future increase of public transport capacity”.  
 
While the NSW government touts 450 per light rail service, the evidence 
from the NSW Budget Estimates hearing 30 August 2016 is that due to 
RMS loading limits, there will be a reduction by as much as 25% or more 
ie. (450x 0.75) = 337 passengers maximum capacity or less, per tram, 
depending on acceptable crowding levels. 
 
Randwick Council’s recent consultant report EMM challenges the claimed 
“increase of transport capacity”. 
 
The NSW government maintained that CSELR would remedy 3 central 
objectives;  

 Improved journey times 
 Improved capacity 
 Reduce congestion  

 
Congestion – has been transferred to other city streets and to Kensington 
& Kingsford. It is unlikely to abate upon commencement of light rail in 
2019.  Only 1% traffic improvement was slated by the EIS 2013.  Since 
then traffic in Anzac parade has deteriorated.  It is unlikely to improve 
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given capacity has been halved.  The SCCAS to reduce 220 buses (110 
buses from SE) in the city now looks unachievable. 
 
 
Many surrounding streets leading into Anzac Parade have been converted 
for the purpose of 90-degree parking – changing the character of the 
streets to a giant car park.  This extensive side-street parking IMPEDES 
smooth traffic movement and creates pollution for the residents residing 
there.   
 
 
Journey times - The transport Minister Constance has stated in 2016 at 
the Budget Estimates hearings in August, that the journey times are no 
longer 30 minutes as touted.  Whether or not the longer 67m light rail will 
accomplish the CBD to Kingsford journey in 45minutes is doubtful – given 
the number of intersections to be traversed through the CBD, and slower 
speeds in Anzac Parade Kensington & Kingsford.  
 
Capacity - Light Rail lacks carrying capacity of 450 people per service.  7.5 
hourly services are scheduled for Anzac Parade operating every 8 minutes 
– IF and only IF the services RUN ON TIME.  Thus the CSELR will 
transport only 2527 passengers per hour each way, not the 6750 claimed 
by the NSW government.  
 
The Light rail will require a significant bus boost to maintain existing 
transport capacity 
 
Randwick Council’s recent consultant report EMM (@ page 33) stated a 
“significant number of buses will need to be retained for AM PEAK ….”. 
 

“It is a significant concern that the proposed Light Rail system capacity will 
actually be lower than the capacity of the existing peak hour bus services 
which are currently using Anzac Parade and Todman Avenue and the future 
corridor public transport system will effectively be operating at full capacity 
from the commencement of operations in 2019. 
 

The key conclusions in relation to the study analysis are: The overall LGA 
and K2K dwelling targets of current proposed dwelling targets for Randwick 
LGA and the K2K town centres are achievable, subject to the provision of 
adequate public transport capacity.  

 

A significant proportion of the existing corridor bus based public transport 
system will need to be retained for reasonable corridor morning peak hour 
average passenger crowding levels to be maintained, in both the interim year 
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2020 (first full year of the system operations) and the longer term year 2031 
LGA residential strategy full development scenario. 
 
In 2020, with approximately +4,040 additional dwellings forecast to be 
constructed in Randwick LGA and the peak hour Light Rail (tram) frequency at 
8 minutes, the future northbound corridor peak passenger loading (between 
Kingsford and the University Station) will exceed the Light Rail system 
capacity by approximately 1,000 passengers per hour and an additional 26-29 
buses per hour will be required travelling north of Kingsford through to the 
Sydney CBD or other equivalent destinations. 
 
 
In 2031, with +15,150 additional dwellings forecast to be constructed in 
Randwick LGA and the peak hour Light Rail (tram) frequency at 6.5 minutes, 
the future northbound corridor peak passenger loading (between Kingsford 
and the University Station) will exceed the Light Rail system capacity by 
approximately 1,500 passengers per hour and an additional 35-40 buses per 
hour will be required travelling north of Kingsford through to the Sydney CBD 
or other equivalent destinations. 
 

 

EMM Analysis Light Rail capacity – Randwick Council Kensington & Kingsford LEP 
strategy - Planning Proposal Study - Appendix 13 – Gateway Determination 
http://leptracking.planning.nsw.gov.au/PublicDetails.aspx?Id=3817 

 

Land use planning - Residential heights & density 

Randwick Council’s draft Planning proposal for Kensington & Kingsford impose 
UNSUITABLE heights in excess of 8 storeys for 7 key sites at light rail STOPS. 

Why Unsuitable -  Because it is now PROVEN BEYOND DOUBT, by (1) Minister 
Constance’s nominated delegate M Prendergast (30 Aug 2016 LC Budget Estimates)  and 
(2) Randwick Council’s consultant EMM that the CSELR does NOT have capacity for 450 
people per service.   

 

Kensington is a corridor suburb located on a massive moving underground body of 
water – the Botany aquifer.  Many builders come unstuck when constructing multi-
storey apartment buildings in underground water, they engage in shoddy practices 
leaving future owners with massive building defect spends. Eg 19 Roma Avenue 
(Makawe Pty Limited v Randwick City Council [2009] NSWCA 412), 8-12 Ascot 
Avenue, Corner Duke street/ Anzac Parade.  Not a lot is understood about uplift 
water pressure, most simply pour massive amounts of concrete hoping to stop the 
water uplift. Repeatedly builders and companies go out of business delaying 
development. The Builders Licensing Board has proved to be ineffective at 
addressing the problem. 
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http://www.abc.net.au/radionational/programs/backgroundbriefing/2017-04-02/8400368 

 

  
 Drawing extract from Randwick Kensington & Kingsford Housing strategy - page 31 of 67 pdf 

 

Issues for Kensington & Kingsford 

Lack of green space – see above 

Lack of Infrastructure – Kensington & Kingsford residents reject the Council’s and NSW 
government’s approach to ramming through massive high-rise along Anzac Parade with a 
REDUCTION of public transport capacity from CSELR.  

Schools - The local Kensington Public school is full.  The KWK Precinct has asked the 
government to purchase the adjacent stables to expand the school but the government has 
refused.  Unless the government is serious about provision of infrastructure, it’s plans to  

Sewerage – The sewerage along Anzac Parade, Kensington requires urgent replacement.  It 
is frequently blocked 

24 hour clearway – Anzac parade is limited by a 24-hour clearway, obstructing access to 
residential properties 

Right turn limitations – 7 right turns were reduced to 3 Northbound and 8 right turns reduced 
to 3 Southbound 

Car parking – Statistics for car sales indicate that there is no reduction in car ownership – 
there are approximately 6 car sales venues in the vicinity of Kensington and Kingsford. 
Residents support future residential apartments MUST HAVE SELF-CONTAINED CAR 



__________________________________________________________________________________ 
KWKP submission to GSC Central District Plan 

12 / 13 
 

PARKING.  We cannot accept the developers’ arguments that people residing near public 
transport do not have cars. Occupiers in the nearby Rosebery high-rise park their cars in 
West Kensington and walk back to their flats, as do people in Victoria park.  
 
The EMM future light rail analysis consultancy report contains evidence that a 
majority of people travelling to work, do so by car.  The CSELR 2013 EIS predicted a 
decrease of a mere 1% in traffic by implementing light rail.  However, that was with smaller 
45m vehicles. That decrease is more than likely to be an increase with current 67m vehicles. 
 

Traffic congestion – Traffic has been congested severely in Anzac Parade as a result of the 
above and is likely to remain so until the light rail is replaced by underground rail.  

Light rail STOP layout – the LR stops are 90m long and several may be accessed only from 
one end due to traffic light placement. As a result, residents have lengthy walks 

Light rail STOPS – are up to 1km apart – not conducive to aged and frail transport – the 
need for car parking persists 

Light rail STOPS – are in the middle of Anzac Parade and pose significant hazards 
for pedestrians and for traffic;  slowing traffic will disrupt traffic flows 

Light rail Uncomfortable journeys – – the need for car parking persists - 67% of 
passengers must STAND – seating provided for 33% only – light rail not conducive for aged 
/ disable travel 

 

Kensington & Kinsford Residential Density 

We have not received Council’s response to our inquiry dated 10 March.  Unless the GSC 
has the information then any future planning strategy is likely to suffer a similar blight. 

 1  Randwick Council’s housing analysis – the Conybeare Morrison report –      
Appendix 2, submitted with Planning Proposal Kensington & Kingsford strategy, lacks 
the essential housing data but contains only “pretty pictures” according to resident 
critique. We question why a genuine evidenced based housing analysis report wasn’t 
commissioned in relation to Kensington & Kingsford Town Centre Planning 
Proposal? On the other hand, the Botany council housing analysis by reference to 
verifiable data, declared a shortfall of 1231 and  219 detached and semi - dwellings 
but an oversupply of 5407 units;   

2 We sought the number of completed dwelling statistics in relation to the original 
8400 target – including any surplus dwellings completed? 

3  We sought completed dwelling statistics pursuant to the 2011 target of 15150 
dwellings to 2031.   
 
4 The 14600 20-year dwelling 2016 target to 2036 is an increase on the 2011 
number but also includes completed dwellings from 2011.  How many have been 
completed?  How many are boarding house dwellings? How are boarding houses 
classified in terms of dwelling counts and attainment of targets? 
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Drawing extract from Randwick Draft Kensington & Kingsford Housing strategy  

 

 

5 How do both 2011 and 2016 targets conform to the GSC's 2250 target over 5 
years? 

6 Have these discrepancies been raised with the Dept of Planning?  If answer is yes, 
how are they reconciled?  If no, why not? 

7 In its correspondence to residents, the Dept of Planning considers the International 
Design Competition as integral to the RCC Planning Proposal currently under 
consideration.   

8  The ARUP traffic distribution asserted there would be NO IMPACTS FROM the 
Council’s strategic planning proposal (Appendix 7). ARUP relied on OUT OF DATE 
CSELR 2013 EIS traffic information - also out of date.  

9  The CONSOLIDATED CSELR SSI PLANNING DETERMINATION of successive 
Ministers for Planning required TfNSW to provide (and Randwick Council ought to 
hold copies): 

  91 the Regional Network Traffic Management surveys PRIOR to construction work 
commencement.  

  9.2 Local network traffic management surveys  
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Community Consultation Randwick Council fails to consider and implement residents’ 
submissions. Instead the Council conducts “stakeholder” focus and other groups through 
random selection services provided by private consultancy firms.  The outcome, from these 
external groups, some of whom work in Randwick LGA, is contrary to the majority 
community opinion expressed by residents.  

 

The result of partial consultation is geared more to the demands of property developers 
whose sole interest is extortionate profit – nothing else.  

 

  
 
 

9 20-storey residential towers – is inappropriate to the Kensington / 
Kingsford area.  Kensington is a corridor suburb.  Randwick Council voted 
on 13 December 2016 by a bare majority 7-6 for seven 7 x 20 storey high-
rise residential towers along the Anzac Parade frontage located at CSELR 
STOPS.  Four (4) of these are located on the four corners of Todman 
Avenue/ Anzac parade.   

 
10 This local Kensington community is concerned about the Randwick 

Council’s approach to development – Councillors claim to be pushed by 
the NSW government, “If we don’t do it the government will” is what they 
have said repeatedly at council meetings.  Council’s planning proposal for 
the Kensington & Kingsford corridor – 7 x 20 storey high-rise towers along 
a poorly planned transport corridor FAILS the criteria of liveability, 
productivity and sustainability 
 

11 Randwick Council has made no effort to save the cultural history of the 
area. The light rail speeds past the popular Kingsford junction shops and 
restaurants to stop in front of a gambling and alcohol club, South Sydney 
Juniors.   While council has touted “visionary” start-ups – there is no 
evidence of setting aside space for parks or open space.   
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12 Randwick Council declined to include several small spaces when re-
developing the Kensington Bowling club for pursuit of hobbies and artisan 
work in carpentry, creative writing, painting, ceramics, sculpture, etc.  
 

13 Randwick Council failed to make strong representations when the 
Centennial & Moore Park Trust decided to remove local schools from the 
use of the athletic grounds of ES Marks field.  The vested interests of the 
CPMPT have disclosed they wish to construct student accommodation on 
“the perimeter” the athletic field  

 
14 Kensington is suited for medium rise along the Anzac Parade, that is 

building heights of up to 8 storeys.  The reason – is that Anzac Parade is 
too narrow.  There are no rear lane exits.  Nor are rear lane exits possible 
due to the land topography rising behind the Anzac Parade frontage.   

 
15 The local shops are suffering a severe downturn in passing trade due to 

the lack of kerbside parking. 
 

16 There has been a proliferation of boarding houses approved within the R2 
low density detached cottage zone.  

 
17 Kensington and Kingsford have reached capacity and ought not to be 

subject to 20 storey apartment buildings at heavily trafficked intersections 
particularly where TfNSW has failed to provide traffic impact surveys.  

 
 
 

R Mackenzie 
Sec KWKP 




