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30 March 2017  I disagree with Plan for Growing Sydney because:  1.	The plan relies on jargon and buzz words such as •À_•À_•À_economic powerhouse•À_•À_•À_, •À_•À_•À_density done well•À_•À_•À_•À_•À_•À_ etc which are meaningless terms, rather 

than a plan.    2.	The report focuses only on GDP which is only one economic indicator and ignores the fact that other economic indicators such as GDP per capita and housing affordability are not increasing, and in most instances are decreasing.    3.    The plan 

ignores other non-economic indicators including air quality, and environmental degradation, which are all deteriorating.    4.	Heritage items valued by the community including traditional period architect-designed housing, are often lost as a result of urban 

renewal. The plan relies on our heritage housing being destroyed to build density leading to a loss of cultural identify, and amenity for local residents.    5.	Streamlining approvals essentially means that local residents do not get a say about what is built near them 

and citizens in general do not get a say about destruction of culturally valuable build heritage and heritage streetscapes.    6.	There is no evidence that density supports clean air and green spaces, in fact the reverse is the case and it is apparent that air quality in 

Sydney is deteriorating as density increases ( http://www.chiefscientist.nsw.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0003/52986/Road-Tunnels_TP02_Air_Quality_Trends_in_Sydney.pdf)    7.	The report states that natural population increases account for population 

growth. The ABS statistics clearly show that the birth rate is 1.8 and the net reproduction rate 0.8. According to the Parliament of Australia website, In 2009, Australia•À_•À_•À_s population grew by two per cent with Net Overseas Migration (NOM) accounting 

for 64 per cent of this growth. The numbers have increased since then and Sydney has the highest rate of incoming immigrants, the contribution by immigration must be substantially higher than this. Migration flows are therefore a key factor contributing to 

population growth. This is not to otherwise comment on immigration but just to state that the plan is factually incorrect.    8.	The concept of urban renewal as a method for social reform emerged in England as a reaction to the increasingly cramped and 

unsanitary conditions of the urban poor in the rapidly industrializing cities of the 19th century. The agenda that emerged was a progressive doctrine that assumed better housing conditions would reform its residents morally and economically. To continually use 

the term urban renewal with regards to cities which are not cramped or unsanitary and to the destruction of heritage streetscapes to increase density is a misnomer.    Urban renewal is reliant on new housing in existing and new centres.  In practice this entails 

forcing higher densities onto unwilling communities situated in areas the infrastructure of which was originally designed for lower densities.    This has typified the planning policy or the NSW Government for the last three decades. This has been to a degree more 

extreme than in other jurisdictions that pursue this ideology and the undesirable consequences such as unaffordable housing have been proportionately more severe.  The results of this policy at a local level are strongly resented by the community.  Basic 

downsides are seen as an increase in congestion and housing unaffordability. High-density policies are also viewed as causing a reduction in factors relating to quality of life, community wellbeing, residential amenity, good urban design and environmental and 

heritage protection.    9.	A fundamental feature is the concept of a •À_•À_•À_30 minute city•À_•À_•À_ - - •À_•À_•À_a city with more jobs in many centres, with more people being able to access their jobs within 30 minutes of where they live•À_•À_•À_.  The 

document does not provide an example of such a city or any evidence that this is achievable.  Available evidence points to the contrary.    (a)	Historical attempts to attain this ideal have met with disappointment.  An example of such a failure is the Markelius Plan 

for Stockholm which clustered high-density residential together with work opportunities on transport nodes.  Contrary to expectation the result was the vast majority the residents in these centres working elsewhere and most jobs being filled by in-

commuters.    (b)	The low percentage (21.4%) of working residents who work in their home district in high density Hong Kong (25,900 persons per square kilometer) conforms to this pattern. This percentage is practically the same as in Los Angeles (18.5% with 

only 2,400 persons per square kilometer).    (c)	Large high-density cities such as Hong-Kong and Tokyo with excellent public transport feature longer journey to work times than less dense cities such as Los Angeles, Dallas-Fort Worth or Sydney.    Even if a family 

were to locate to a high-density centre due to the adjacency of employment and other facilities for one or more members, it is unlikely that this situation will remain static for any length of time. Change, such as shift in employment, other family members 

working elsewhere or taking part in different educational, sporting or entertainment activities, is likely to occur.  This will negate any initial advantage offered by location in the particular centre.  The family is unlikely to move their place of abode as a result of 

such changes.  Most types of businesses need to be located in the central business district or, alternatively, have specific needs, such as a large land area and an absence of congestion, which precludes them both from the CBD and from any high-density 

suburban centres.  The 30-minute city concept is not realistic given projected densities according to the plan and should not be used as a justification to impose high-density onto unwilling communities.    10.	Public transport decisions regarding the enhancement 

of public transport need to be objectively made.  The City South Eastern Suburbs Light Rail project is a recent example of poor decision making.  The downside predicted by this author in December 2014 is now becoming glaringly evident.  This includes 

hindrance to other transport facilities, reduction in capacity compared with current systems, reduced accessibility to homes, businesses, parks and other facilities along the route, the elimination of parking spaces, the cutting down of hundreds of street trees, 

increased greenhouse gas emissions and a cost exceeding that of alternative metrorail.    11.	Medium density  Medium density is to be considered as complying development in single residential areas. The result will be increased traffic congestion, reduction in on 

street parking, greater demand on sewerage and stormwater infrastructure, schools, sporting fields as well as decimation of urban greenery and wildlife. There will be a loss of backyards with detrimental effects on spaces in which children can safely play (see 

below).    12.	New communities in land release areas  It is encouraging that the focus is more on land release areas than has been the case in the recent past.  Greenfield land release had been reduced from an historic 10,000 lots per year to less than 2,0006.  The 

cumulative effect of this consistent undersupply has resulted in a huge backlog the effects of which on housing unaffordability will take a prolonged effort to counteract.    I agree that  1.	it is beneficial to try and collocate homes with jobs and encourage business 

to locate to business districts other than central Sydney.  2.	That knowledge and skills in the workforce should be increased.  Yours sincerely,  
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