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No comment - in theory a no brainer but I do not
agree with the proposed outcome.
See comments below.

The problem is why wasn't this done years ago.
Will the framework be designed to ensure
high levels of growth?

I suspect this will be an expensive public
relations machine promoting politicians of the
government of the day.

Local planning is very poor. The local strategic plan
considers issues in one dimension only.
Accountability is a joke. And a report will achieve?

"Economic development" is code for privatisation
of public space, loss of amenity (noise,alcohol
related crime etc) and further congestion.

Strongly disagree. How about promoting a healthier
society and fibre to the premises?  Commercial floor
space is so last century.  Congestion is already
appalling. Bondi Junction is a jungle.

Yes.  Every current indication is that it is property
developers, construction, alcohol, cafes and nail
salons that form the basis of the new economy.

Surely the health and education needs are further west.

Weird action - what's the alternative?  Maximise
manual labour?

Strongly oppose.  The visitor economy currently means
alcohol and Airbnb. Our local area is infested with
both. The record on protection of indigenous sites is
poor.



What does this mean? Grow local centres into bigger
centres - such as the recent Council vision of the
future for Bondi Beach? No community consultation and
done in the merger proposal period.

What does this mean?  Expand local centres into
surrounding residential areas?

Two different issues here.  Is this code for further
development of open space? Or development of what are
currently crown lands and about to be transferred to
councils?

A second attempt at gaining support for the development
of open space and what are currently crown lands?

Is this code for light rail accompanied by massive
property development is the surrounding area?
Such as being discussed for Bondi Road?

Perhaps it might be better to try fixing the current
congestion. Eg anywhere around the airport.

WestConnex is shaping up as such a success so far ..
NOT. WestConnex is destroying amenity and so is the
problem. Sydney needs more public transport.

Presumably this is code for increased density, more
traffic congestion, and further loss of amenity.

The goal posts for increased population keep shifting.
There is never never any talk of limits. After five
years there will be a new higher target.

OK time for the elephant to appear.  Currently
population growth is seen as something like gravity
and not questioned.  Successive state govts and their
local government lackies are on the growth koolaid.

That would be the councils that are dominated by
politicians financed by the property development and
construction industries (see ICAC and local govt
campaign finance laws for details).

There is little diversity now.  It's all about
maximising profits.  This won't change.

How much diversity? Dense/denser/densist?
At what cost and paid for by who?

Good luck .. or are the targets very low.



This hasn't been done as part of the prep
for the grand plan?

By how much?  Paid for by ...?

Please read Don Watson's "Death Sentence" and
then check out his "Dictionary of Weasel Words".

This means nothing.  See Don Watson's Dictionary.

By how much? At what cost? Paid for by whom?

Currently there is a massive backlog.  The federal
government sets the population growth policy but
does not do any planning or provide extra funds. Oh
yes...and we must have lower taxes and smaller govt.

...and then keep raising the population targets
for Sydney without any discussion of limits?

... such as in Bondi Junction for example where the
State Goverment is imposing high rise/density at west
Oxford Street.

... except for noise and the alcohol industry.  And
don't mention compliance and enforcement.

.... except for noise and the alcohol industry.  And
don't mention compliance and enforcement. Consider
Bondi Beach as a case study.

Suggestion: local roads to have 30 kph speed limit as
they are promoting in Europe.

What's the priority of this? My guess is low.

What's the priority of this?  My guess is low.

As much as property developers and the construction
industry is being fostered?



Implementation? Cost? Increase in parkland commensurate
with increase in population?  Financial support for
Waverley ratepayers who currently pay for looking
after Bondi Beach?

Code for more privatisation of public spaces?

More code for privatisation of public spaces?

Code for 'we sold off the school sites and now we
have a shortage of schools for the recent population
growth'?

Code for 'we have drunk the exponential population
growth koolaid for years and now need to catch up on
the basic facilities'?

Calling Don Watson.

 ... after we've caught up with the backlog of
essential infrastructure and services.

... after we've caught up with the backlog.

My understanding is that the scientists and emergency
services peak bodies have been saying more is needed
for several years now. Is the Greater Sydney Commission
aware of climate change?

Such a good idea it gets mentioned twice.

Another no brainer.  More people means more funerals.
On current trends the 14% open space will be all
cemeteries and crematoria surrounded by congested
high density retail outlets and high rise apartments.

Such a good idea it gets mentioned twice. How much
thought has gone into this survey? Is there a rush
to get it locked in by the next state election?



Are we going to see any mention of the threat of
sea-level rises driven by climate change?

As distinct from protecting and conserving Sydney
Harbour ...

Ah .. this is where climate change sea-level rise
gets a mention.

This wording allows for a lowering of monitoring
criteria.

And the priority of this is ...?  All the evidence
suggests this would require a massive reversal of
many federal state and local government policies.
See the most recent State of the Environment report.

For what purpose?  There's less and less of it about.
 How about 'retain'?

What is needed is an outcomes focus ie align reality
to the vision of the Green Grid.

Code for development of open space.

 Laudable ... good luck with that one.

The Commission should immediately get in touch with
the Land and Environment Court and ask them what
laws need to be changed.

How else will they be delivered? A big cheerio to Don
Watson here.

These aren't available now? Or more code for
further privatisation of public space.

The Commission certainly has it in for the golf
courses.

How is this consistent with protecting the urban
canopy? A wicked problem that is an outcome of the
addiction to growth.



Perhaps an economy that isn't based on growing
consumption by an exponentially growing population
might make this task easier.

Is this an innovative use for golf courses?

The framework needs significant work to meet the
existential threat of climate change. But yes ...
our local strategic plan mentions sustainability
nearly 100 times but the outcome is the opposite.

How about reducing our environmental footprint, one
of the highest per capita in the world? Exponential
population growth and a focus on growing consumption
will drown any initiatives.

For more or less environmental degradation?
Mitigation is acceptable elsewhere where the
environment is concerned.

By embracing an exponential population growth strategy
for Sydney?  'Mitigate' acknowledges defeat.

Evacuate to where?  Mars? The planet is on track for
self destruction as we enter the Anthropocene.
Population growth and consumer capitalism are the key
drivers.

Politicians should be the target audience. Is climate-
change driven sea-level rise a 'natural hazard'?

Mitigation implies defeat.  And the solution is way
more concrete and airconditioners and 'clean' coal
and the destructive fossil fuel 'natural' gas?

Two separate issues. Yes, but for all Sydney not just
near rail corridors and busy roads. Where I live the
sirens associated with the alcohol driven nighttime
economy disturb the sleep of thousands.

Two separate issues. Haven't these been identified
under current arrangements? There is a conflict of
interest for local govt, the primary local agency
 for noise and often the authoriser of it.



Exponential population growth is the elephant in the room. Dimensionally it is like climate change:
global, regional, national and local in impact and cause. Couple this with a transnational economic
system that is based on consumption and requires growth for a chance of stability, and the planet
has a recipe for environmental disaster. According to the evidence it is not a case of if but when.
We are half-baked already.

In Australia both major parties are addicted to exponential population growth (one of the highest
in the developed world) accompanied by ever increasing economic growth typically consumption-based.
Our per-capita environmental footprint is one of the highest in the world. The latest State of the
Environment Report is very negative in many if not most aspects. Mainstream debate about limits to
growth is rarely heard.

Why no debate? The major drivers are:
* politicians love quoting growing absolute figures as a sign of competence
* business thrives in growing markets
* the for-profit media love this as it means lots of advertising revenue
* sufficient people prioritise the short-term, don't engage with the longer term and so vote for
  the two major parties
* our lax political donation laws legalise the corruption of policy.

ICAC has outlined the industry capture of politicians. One fifth of the previous NSW Government
were badly tarnished. ICAC has described, despite memory loss by key witnesses, donation pathways
that circumvent NSW laws. The two major parties oppose meaningful federal donation reform and a
federal ICAC. I'm told NSW electoral laws allow uncapped local government election campaigns with
little/nil accountability and transparency of the source of funds. Our property development laws
favour wealthy developers, the best money can buy. Views, heights, density, open space, parking,
zoning, un-solicited proposals are all negotiable.

Each successive Metropolitan Strategy has presented populuation increase as a given, not the
deliberate policy choice that it is. Our LGA was once ahead of the projected imposed increase by
several years. The next Strategy simply moved the goal posts.

The Greater Sydney Commission is the latest iteration. The political connections are stark,
particularly the eastern Sydney connections.  The benefits for property developers and the
construction industry are clear, long lasting and massive. As WestConnex already shows the process
is flawed and the impacts on local residents callous.

The above survey is poor, as I have tried to show. It appears to have been done in a rush.
Priorities favour uncriticised growth, not restoring amenity impacted by previous growth.

It is simply bizarre that projected sea-level rise does not feature in the plan for Sydney Harbour
and Sydney's famous beaches.  Again a question of when not if.

The other serious omission is the negative impact of automation/robots/artificial intelligence on
employment over the coming decades.  Where are the jobs going to come from for all these extra
people?

History will show the implementation of this plan as one of Sydney's greatest failures.

Thank you for your submission. The Greater Sydney Commission will consider all issues raised in this submission as the draft
District Plans are reviewed and a new regional plan is prepared.

Submit your submission by email:
engagement@gsc.nsw.gov.au




