Ashley Cheong

From: system@affinitylive.com on behalf of Maureen Anderson <andersonmaureen(88
@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, 18 December 2015 11:57 PM

To: Ashley Cheong

Subject: Submission Details for Maureen Anderson (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submifted by a Planner: no
Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Maureen Anderson
Email andersonmaureaenddfd@amail.com

Address:
318 Hickson Rd

The Rocks, NSW'
2000

Contenti:
I object to the application and am now submitling the web link {o a petition | put up on change.org

The petition is addressed to the Planning Minister, The Honourable Rob Stokes asking that he reject 88D 7056

This is the text of the letter:

We ask that you reject State Significant Development Application 7056 on the grounds that the glass building the developer wanis
to construct is fotally inappropriate on public-ownad land right next to the heritage-listed Campbell's Stores Building:

* 1t is totally at odds with the Hickson Road streetscape, of predominately 19th century buildings, which exiends from George Stto
Towns Place.

* It is right opposite the Opera House, from where visitors can currently look across at the remains of Sydney's everyday colonial
past. We cannot afford to lose this outlook.

* {s proposed uses - bars and upmarket retailing - are commmercial activities that do nof justify compromising the heritage
significance of Campbell's Stores.

* The location is public owned land within the space designated as part of the Stores’ heritage setting. We need to protect the
heritage value of Campbell's Sfores by not allowing a modem glass block building to intrude into the Stores' herilage setting and
hide the northern side of the building.

Please protect the hetitage of The Rocks' 19th ceniury streetscapes and reject approvat of this glass building. Any other decision
would create a precedent for ongoing compromises that would just turn The Rocks into a theme park for rampant commercialism
and destroy all that makes this area loved and appreciated.

It hias been on the net for 2 weeks and as of now (11.55 pm 18 December 2015) it has 175 signatures. Most are from people in
NSW: there are some from other states and also from people in the US, England and France.

Some will have lodged submissions; All of them have a valid viewpoint to offer
I will send a copy of the petition to Ashley Cheong via email.
P Address: bdv75-5-82-230-150-40 fox.proxad.net - 82.230.150.40

Submission: Online Submission from Maureen Anderson {object)
hitpaMmaiorprojecis. affinitylive.com/?action=view activitv&id=135322

Submission for Job: #7056 Remediation, Restoration and Adaptive Re-Use of Campbell's Stores
https /majorproiects.affiniivlive com/7action=view job&id=7056

Site: #3103 Campbeli's Stores
hitps imaiorprotects. affinitvlive com/7actionzview site&id=3103




GD

Ashley Cheong

From: Maureen Anderson <andersonmaureen088@gmai.com>

Sent: Monday, 11 January 2016 12:19 PM

To: Ashley Cheong

Subject: SSD 7056 'Remediation, Renewal and Adaptive Re-Use of Campbell’s Stores', The
Rocks

Attachmentis: Change.org petition.docx

Dear Ashley,

I have already submitted the results for the change.org petition which | launched on 6 December 20135, In
the following 12 days, 175 people signed it and so expressed their objections to
this DA. Attached is the word document outlining the petition. The petition itself can be accessed at

httos//www.change.org/p/the-honourable-robert-rob-stokes-minister-for-planning-nsw-government-act-
now-stop-the-box-save-the-
rocks?recruiter=44239851 8&uim source=share for starters&utm medium=copyLink

regatds,

Maureen Anderson (Sidoti)



()

Ashley Cheungﬂ

From: system@afiinitylive.com on behaif of Q<
Sent: Friday, 18 December 2015 12:51 PM

To: Ashley Cheong

Subject: Submission Details fo. .. {object)

Confidentiality Requested: ves
Submitted by a Planner: no
Disclosable Politicat Donation: no

Name; . -
Emailiy .

Address:
28

fempe, NSW
2044

Content:

Pepartment of Planning and Environment

Remediation, Renewal and Adaptive Re-Use of Campbell's Stores, The Rocks. 88D 7056

| strongly object to the four-storey buliding included as part of the Campbell's Stores Development Application. it is good o see
some plans for the Stores' renewal but NOT if

the cost is the long-term loss of the heritage setting for this important heritage-listed building. The grounds for my objection are:

* Campbell's Stores should be visible from all four sides and not partly obscured. This is 2 unigue opportunity fo achieve this.

* Having a building or any other structure between Campbeil's Stores and the Park Hyatt Hotel is entirely inappropriate. it is
publicly-owned fand and should only be used for landscaping and foreshore access.

* The design of the proposed building undermines and devalues The Rocks' heritage character.

* The proposed building interrupts the historic streetscape along this section of Hickson Rd and also the heriiage of Harbour
foreshore

* The proposed building contravenes the 2014 Campbell's Stores Conservation Management Plan which the Heritage Council
endorsed (esp. 7.5.5}. The pian clearly outlines the area that needs to be retained around Campbell's Stores. This includes the
area now proposed for this completely unsympathetic glass building. Approving it would destroy Campbeil's Stores historic setting.

* The Conservation Management Plan states that the one-storey structure that exists on this tand now should be removed (see
7.6.1). This was intended to free up the tand NOT {o create space for a building four times as high.

* A building like this is conrfrary to everything that people value about the 1960s and 70s campaign to save The Rocks, #tis also an
eyesore.

* We need to correct address the problems created by past poor decision-making in The Rocks, NOT compound them by alfowing
the construction of this unsympathetic glass buitding right next to one of The Rocks' most significant heritage buildings.

| have not made any polifical donations in the last two vears.

IP Address: c122-108-146-147 randw4.nsw.optusnet.com.au - 122.108.146.147
Submission: Online Submission fron (object)
htips:/imajorprojects affinitviive. comy racnon=view _aclivity&id=135251

Submission for Joh: #7056 Remediation, Restoration and Adapiive Re-Use of Campbell's Stores
htips//majororojecis. affiniivive.cony?action=view job&id=7058




e

Ashley Cheang

From: systerm@affinitylive.com on behalf ¢ < Nt
Sent: Friday, 18 December 2015 12:54 PM :

To: Ashley Cheong

Subject: Submission Details ford ohject)

Confidentiaiity Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no
Disclosable Politicat Donation: no

Name .. .
Emall; -

Addracc:

Pyrmont, NSW
2009

Content:

Adaptive reuse is one thing but building a complete new 'Glass Box' building on public land purely for someone o make a profitis
definitely not something { would support, How can you even consider something so cut of keeping with this heritage site? The open
space it would occupy is often so busy with people watching events like NYE, Aroma festival, Vivid etc Please leave this limited
space open for stich events which are so popular for Sydney,

IP Address: spacel.Ink.telstra.net - 203.45.198.140
Submission: Online Submission fron {obhject)
hitps:.//maiomrojects. affinitylive com/ racuon=view _achvity&id=135253

Submission for Job: #7086 Remediation, Restoration and Adaptive Re-Use of Campbell's Stores
hitps:/maiorprolects affinitvlive com/?action=view _joh&id=7056

Site: #3103 Campbell's Stores
hitps:fmziorproiects affinitvlive.com{?action=view site&id=3103




Ashley Cheeng

Fromm: system@affinitylive.com on behalf of Megan Hitchens
<mimhitchens@yahoo.com.au>

Sent: Friday, 18 December 2015 1:17 PM

To: Ashley Cheong

Subject: Submission Details for Megan Hitchens (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no
Disclosabie Political Donation: no

Name: Megan Hitchens
Email: mmhitchens@@vahoo.com.au

Address:
155 Britannia Drive

Watanebbé, NSW
2259

Content;

The restoration of Campbeli's stores is welcome and overdue, however, | write to oppose the building of the structure known as
Bay 12. it is completely inappropriate for the area where it is planned. It is not at all sympathetic to the surrounding buildings in
shape, form or materials. | understand the need 1o distinguish old from modern but this building is utterly at odds with the area and
does nothing to enhance its surroundings. That its partial obscuring by a large tree is counted as a plus proves that its negative
intrusiveness is recognised and understood. On this ground alone, it should not go ahead. The Rocks is an important heritage and
tourist area, Why build something that detracts from these? Please do not proceed with Bay 12

1P Address: - 101.175.155.9
Submission: Online Submission from Megan Hitchens {object)
hitesy/majorprojects. affinitvlive. com/Paclion=view aclivity&id=135263

Submission for Job: #7056 Remediation, Restoration and Adaptive Re-Use of Campbell's Stores
hiips/maiorprojects.affinitvlive comy/?action=view [ob&id=7058

Site: #3103 Campbell's Stores
htips:/fmaiorprofects. affinibvlive com/Pacton=viaw site&id=3103

Megan Hitchens

E . mmhitchensgyvahoo.com au




Ashley Cheong

From: system@atfinitylive.com on behalf of B
<

Sent: Friday, 18 December 2015 1:45 PM

To: Ashley Cheong

Subject: Submission Details fou _ {comments)

Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no
Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name::
Email; :

Address:

I

I

Content:

Re: Remediation, Renewal and Adaptive Re-Use of Campbell's Stores, The Rociks. SSD 7056

I strongly object to the four-storey building included as part of the Campbell's Stores Development Application. It is good to see
some plans for the Stores' renewal but NOT if

the cost is the long-term loss of the heritage setting for this imporiant heritage-fisted bullding. The grounds for my objection are:

* Campbell’s Stores should be visible from all four sides and not partly obscured, This is a unique opportunity to achieve this.

* Having a building or any other structure between Campbelf's Stores and the Park Hyatt Hotel is entirely inappropeiate. It is
publicly-owned land and should only be used for landscaping and foreshore access.

* The design of the proposed building undermines and devalues The Rocks' heritage character.

* The proposed buiiding interrupts the historic streetscape along this section of Hickson Rd and also the heritage of Harbour
foreshore

* The proposed building confravenes the 2014 Campbell's Stores Conservation Management Plan which the Heritage Council
endorsed {esp. 7.5.5). The plan clearly outlines the area that needs to be retained around Campbell's Stores. This includes the
area now proposed for this completely unsympathetic glass building. Approving it would destroy Camphell's Stores historic setting.

* The Conservation Management Plan states that the one-storey structure that exisis on this land now should be removed (see
7.6.1}. This was intended to free up the land NOT to create space for a huilding four times as high.

* A building like this is contrary to everything that people value about the 1960s and 70s campaign 1o save The Rocks.

* We need to correct address the problems created by past poor decision-making in The Rocks, NOT compound them by allowing
the construction of this unsympathetic glass building right next te one of The Rocks' most significant heritage buildings.

Declare whether or not you have made any reportable politicat donation (i.e. totalling more than $1000} in the last two years.

IP Address: eda-edb building. mg.edu.au - 137.111.13.41
Submission; Online Submission from Kcomments)
hiipsAmajorprojects. affinitylive .com cacnon=view _activity&id=135274

Submission for Job: #7056 Remediation, Resioration and Adaptive Re-Use of Campbell's Stores
hitps://majorprojects. affinitvlive. com/?action=view _oh&id=7058

Site: #3103 Campbell's Stores
httos/imaiorprojects. affinitvlive com/Paction=view site&igd=3103




o2

Ashley Cheong N

From: system@affinitylive.com on behalf ofi _ | - e
Sent: Friday, 18 December 2015 2:10 PM

To: Ashley Cheong .

Subject: Submission Details fort sbject)

Confidentiality Requested: ves
Submitted by a Planner: no
Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Emaily

Address’

Content:

This is an insane project to dump a glass hause among heritage buildings. If will stand out like a sore in this beautiful foreshore.
The drawings do not even look good an its own. Why are we even considering this project? A park in place will be wonderful if the
fig free is dead or dying and needed to be removed.

1P Address: 203-208-173-175.perm.linet.net.au - 203.206.173.175
Submission: Online Submission from (object)
htips/imaiorprojects. affinitvlive.com/ rucuon=view_activity&id=135276

Submission for Job: #7056 Remediation, Restoration and Adaptive Re-Use of Campbell's Stores
hitps:/imaiorprojects. affinitviive com/?action=view job&id=7056

Site: #3103 Campbell's Stores
https:imajorproiects affinityvlive com/Paction=view site&id=3103




Ashley Cheang

From: system@affinitylive.com on behalf of Gary Leahey <lezharch@bigpond.net.au>
Sent: Friday, 18 December 2015 3:17 PM

To: Ashley Cheong

Subject: Submission Details for Gary Leahey {object)

Confidentiality Reguested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no
Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Gary Leahey
Email: leaharch@bigpond.net.au

Address:
99 Beatlie S

Balmain, NSW
2041

Content:

1 The gap between the Hotel and Stores is necessary to differentiate between the two buildings and maintains the import scale
and architectural language of two buildings of two different periods of history

2 A gap between building shouldn't be an invitation fo build, gaps in a streetscape is part of the language of a cities development
3 The scale of the proposed building will overwhelm the Campbell Stores

4 the submission notes the glass box will be transparent. Services siructure blinds internal partitions and the like will result in
anything but a transparent building.

1P Address: - 121.212.17.114
Submission: Online Submission from Gary Leahey (object)
hitps:majorprojects. affinitviive comfPaction=view _aclivity®id=135286

Submission for Job: #7056 Remediation, Restoration and Adaptive Re-Use of Campbell's Stores
hitps.Amajorprolects, affinilviive.com/Paction=visw iob&id=7056

Site: #3103 Campbell's Siores
hitps:/majorprojects affinitylive com/Zaction=view_site&id=3103

Gary Leahey

E : leaharch@biapond.net.ay




=

Ashley Cheang

From: system@afiinitylive.com on hehalf of Laurie Brereton <lauriebrereton@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, 18 December 2015 4:12 PM

To: Ashley Cheong

Subject: Submission Details for Laurie Brereton of {object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: nc
Disclosable Pofitical Donation: no
Name: Laurie Brereton

Organisation: {
Email: lauriebrereton@amall.com

Address:
8 Pottinger St

- Sydney, NSW
2000

Content;

The preservation of this site as public cpen space was a vital part of the approval of the adjoining Hotel site and integral to the
detailed master planning undertaken at the time. To compromise it now for simple commercial gain would represent developrment

creep at its worst.
Laurie Brereton

1P Address: cpe-121-217-236-119.Inse3.cht.bigpond.net.au - 121.217.236.118
Submission: Online Submission from Laurie Brereton of (object)
hitps//majorprojecis. affinilylive com/Zaction=view_activitv&id=135304

Submission for Job: #7056 Remediation, Restoration and Adaptive Re-Use of Campbeli's Stores
hitnsmajorproiects affinitvlive. com/?action=view iob&id=70586

Site: #3103 Campbell's Stores

hitps:/majomreiects. affinitylive. com/?action=view siledid=3103

L.aurie Brerefon

E : lauriebrereton@ymail.com




Ashley theong

From: system@affinitutive ram ~e bapalf of )
< o

Sent: Friday, 18 December 2015 5:45 PM

To: Ashley Cheong

Subject: Submission Details for { (ohject)

Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no
Disclosable Political Donation: ne

Name:
Email:

Address:

t
@

Content:

| object to the submission on several grounds including the fact that it changes the streetscape of this unique, historical area and
that a private developer will benefit financially from using public land.

This sets a precedent for the future that the city does not want nor need,

iP Address: - 101.191.111.207
Submission: Onfine Submission fron >bject)
hitps://majorpreiects affinityiive. com/ : auuun=view aciivitySig=135318

Submigsion for Job: #7056 Remediation, Restoration and Adaptive Re-Use of Campbell's Stores
hitps.imajorprojects affinitvlive. com/?action=view job&id=7058

Site: #3103 Campbell's Stores
hitbsimaiotproiects affinitviive com/7action=view site&id=3103




MarionaL Trust

Upper Fort Street, Observatory Hill

Mitlers Point, NSW 2000

GPO BOX 518

. Sydney NSW 2001
° T+61 292580123 §461 292511130
wwnw nationaitrust.org.aun/usw

H
!
7 December, 2015 ' %

k}?{:{;ﬂi;?r‘ L f
s Carolyn McNally : SR |
Secretary

Department of Planning and Eavironment
SYDNEY NSW 2000

Attention: Ashiey Cheong, Planner
Dear Ms McNally,

58D 15_7056: Campbell’s Stores, 7-27 Circular Quay West, The Rocks
Remediation, Restoration and Adaptive Re-Use of Campbell's Stores

The National Trust has reviewed the Heritage Impact Assessment and Visual Impact Assessment reports
for the State Significani Development Proposal $SD 7056, currently on public exhibition and makes the
following commaents,

Firstly, the National Trust welcomes the proposed improvements in relation to Bays 1~ 11 of the State
Heritage Register listed Campbell’s Stores building and supporis the proposed works in this regard,
including the proposals in relation to the forecourt area.

However, the National Trust gquestions whether a new building proposed to be added as Bay 12 at the
northern end of the Campbell's Stores building is sympathetic in terms of architecture-in-context for this
significant site within the Buffer Zone for the Sydney Opera House World Heritage Listing.

it is of great concern to the Trust that a propaosal of this nature for such an important location has
progressed this far with little public knowledge. Certainly the State Significant Development Description
above which appears on the Department’s webpage for public comment on major projects gives no
indication whatsoever of a proposed new building of its size, scale, massing and materials at this iconic
site.

increasing our concerns is the fact that the relevant assessments within the Environmental Impact
Statement are inadequate in their treatment and responses to this aspect of the proposal. The
assessments presented bring the entire planning assessment process, if it is based upon so-called
independent assessments of this nature, into question.

When referring to the new building’s design the Visual Impact Assessment makes two apparently
contradictory statements:-

The proposed new building at Bay 12 is a clear, comtemporary counterpoint to the original
heritage. Like the highly canfemporary extension at the Museum of Confemporary Art, the Bay 12
building adds to the visuol variety ond interest that occurs along the Sydney Harbour Foreshore’.

and:

The proposed new bullding at Bay 12 s primarily obscured from view by the adjacent Fig tree
thus fimiting its degree of intrusion to the character of this zone’.
This amounts te saying that it is “different” but, mostly, it can’t be seen.

The National Trust of Australia {New South Wales)
ABN 82491 958 802



The question needs to be asked whether the proposed building in its immediate context will enhange the
historic character of the area that is the Rocks’ most valuable quality for tourism and for the commaercial
identity of local businesses,

People do not visit the Rocks to enjoy its ‘visual variety’; it is known for and promoted as a historic 'early
settlement’ zone (the only such area In Sydney).

The Heritage tmpact Assessment is equally deficient in this regard. The impact of the new building is
stated o be:

"Pasitive, with increased activotion threugh link and view lines from Hickson Road. Retaing
exposure of Bay 11 north elevation. Signifies urban renewn! for the precinct”

Later {page 64}, the Heritage Impact Statement asserts that the:

“design approach is to create @ fewel box’ that stands alone from the 15" century architecture of
the Stores to the south and the 20" century architecture io the north. The proposed design does
not mimic other structures in its vicinity but provides for a pure box that will be relatively neutral
in fts context”

Meither of these statements actually assesses the heritage impact of the proposed bullding, The
assessment of the visual impact of the “jewel box” upon the traditional nineteenth century sandstone and
slate context is glossed over. Assessment of the cumulative impact of the addition of this building, in
association with other buildings such as the addition to the MCA, upon the historic character of the Rocks
is also absent.

The Trust notes the “signifies urban renewal” comment above and suggests that a sense of ‘urban
renewal’ may not be beneficial for the Rocks. This is Sydney’s ‘Old Quarter’, its ‘Montmartre’, its Ciutat
Velia'; the fact that a building of very contemporary design is proposed for construction in this areais a
matter of great import which should not be brushed aside with platitudes about “urban renewa!”, and
“rontemporary counterpoint”.

An architectural approach which suggests that infili architecture in historic areas is acceptable just
because it is ‘different’ does not do the hard yards in designing a trely sympathetic extension to a major
historic building of State Heritage Significance.

The National Trust contends that this aspect of the Development Application requires further
consideration, on the basis that the proposed new bullding, in its present form may not be appropriate for
its surroundings and for the important historic context of the Rocks. Further, the accompanying planning
assessment documents are inadequate and inaccurate and do not perform their intended purpose of
providing professional, independent advice upon which reasonable decisions can be based.

Brian Scarsbrick am
Chief Executive Officer

The National Trust of Australia (New South Walesi¥T Submission - Campbells Store $SD 7056.docx Page 2 of 2
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Kathleen M. Harvey

30 The Manors

6 Hale Road

PCU6304 5 Mosman 2088
11" December 2015
Remediation, Renewal and Adaptive Re-Use of Campbell’s Stores, The Rocks. 55D 7056
Objection 1o proposed development.

No political donations made in the last two years.

I wish to oppose the proposed redevelopment of Campbell's Stores in The Rocks (55D 7056).

During the 19605 and 1970s the proposed redevelopment of The Rocks met with strong
opposition from Sydneysiders who recognised the importance of preserving the city’s heritage.

The currently proposed construction will detract from the area as a whole, a jarring addition at
odds with Campbell’s Stores . Australians travel abroad to see historic sites; visitors to Sydney
want to enjoy what The Rocks now offers: a view of Sydney that was fought for and won by people
who vajued history and heritage.

The proposed construction would not honour either,

Receved

16 DEC 200

C’%u) *jépmtﬂw&»-j | Department of Pianning—f

scanning Room
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Consnitans:

Clive Lucas, O.B L., B.Arch., D.Sc.{Avch.) fhonnris cansa}, Syduey,
LER.ALA.

Registered Architect Mo, 25G2

Frriaeis:

Yan Stapicton, B.Sc{Archl), B Arch., Grad. Dip Ervlavw, FRALA.
Registered Arclsivect No. 4032

Nominated Archivect

Sean Johnson, B.A., Dip.Arch,, MSc(Arch.Cons. ), RALA,

Architects & Heritage Consultants

Registered Architeer No. 4728 ACN. 002 584 189 ABN. 60 763 950 154
Associnte: Clive Lucas, Stapleton & Partners Pry Lid
Kave Denny, B-A., M.Herit, Cons. 185 Brougham Steeet, Kings Cross,
Sydaey, 2011 Amnstralia
Telephone: 61 (02) 9357 4811
Pacsimile: Al (02) 9357 4603

maithox@clsparchitects.com
www.clsparchitects.com
wwwwiraditionalstraliashouses.com

KD: '
15 December 2015

PCUOG3344

The Secretary
NSW Department of Planning and Environment Depariment of Planning
GPO Box 39 Recaivad

SYDNEY NSW 2001

Attn: Acting Director — Key Sites

Dear Madam,

Re: Objection fo State Significant Development Application and Variation of the
Sydney Cove Redevelopment Scheme for the “Remediation, Renewal and
Adaptive Re-Use of Campbell's Stores™, The Rocks {SSD 7856)

We write to object on herifage grounds to the above development application (DA) and request to
vary the Sydney Cove Redevelopment Authority Scheme (SCRAS) submitted to the Minister for
Planning by Tallawolodah Pty Lid for proposed works to the Campbell’s Stores at The Rocks.

This objection has been prepared on behalf of the awners and residents at § Hickson Road, The
Rocks, located directly opposite the Campbell’s Stores. This letter has been prepared for the Owners
Corporation {Strata Plan No. 70158).

The current proposal for alterations, additions and adaptation works to Campbeli’s Stores, a building
of Exceptional significance located on the foreshores of Sydney Cove has the potential to negatively
impact on the significance of this rare, surviving 19" century warchouse building, and is considered
to be inappropriate in relation to the level of significance of the place and its setting, and should not
be approved.

The following is an assessment of the potential negative impacts of the principle componends of the
current proposal for alterations and additions to Campbell’s Stores (the Stores):

1. The removal of the existing single storey northern pavilion and the erection of a new four
{4) storey glass box io the north of Bay 11, referred to as the “Bay 12 building™.

Comments:

The existing northern pavilion is identified as being *Intrusive’ within the endorsed CMP for
Campbell’s Stores (GML, July 2014} and the proposed demolition of this structure will have a
positive impact on the significance of the Stores and provides the opportenity to further reveal and
reconstruct the northermn elevation of Bay 11 (ranked as being of ‘High' significance). The removal
of this building will also reinstate the Stores building as a stand-alone building that is capable of
being viewed in the round, within iis maritime context on the foreshores of Sydney Cove.



]

The proposed construction of a new “glass box” building (Bay 12} to the north of the Stores building
te replace a building ranked as being ‘Intrusive’ negates sl of the positive attributes of the proposed
removal of the existing intrusive structure.

The proposed glass box is to be located within the defined heritage curtilage of the place and
guidelines for Pelicy 13 of the CMP for the place states: “The need to retain a suitable setting for
Campbell’s Stores should be considered when assessing any proposal for new development or
alterations within or around the site. No development that would deiract from the maritime seiting of
the property or ebscure key views to or from Campbell's Stores should be permitted.” (CMP, GML
2014, p.168)

As a large, glass and steel, contemporary siructure, the proposed glass box is not considered to be
subservient to the primary architectural features and composition of the Stores building, which is of a
strong 19" century industrial character of brick with dominant gabled roof forms. The form, scale,
materials and proposed focation of the new structure are at odds with the dominant architectiral
character of the Stores building and its setting and is considered inappropriate.

Locating the new glass box in place of the existing intrusive structure to the north of the Siores will
obiseure views of the northern elevation of Bay 11 and lessen the ability to view Campbell’s Stores as
4 stand-alone warchouse building within its maritime setting, particularly whesn seen from the north,
including from the northern end of Hickson Road and from the pedestrian pathway on the eastern
side of the Svdney Harbour Bridge (see Photomontages 6a and 7a).

In addition, the construction of the “glass box” involves infilling the area that cusrently holds the
intrusive pavilion structure at ground level in order to provide a store, switch room, a Hft and WCs.
‘This new ground level structure will adjoin the northern efevation of Bay 11, covering over the
ground level openings of Bay 11 on the northern elevation. Bay 11, constructed in 1895 as the
Government Printers” Offices, is vanked as being of *High® significance within the CMP (GML,
2014) and the northern elevation of this building should be reconstructed in accordance with its level
of significance and revealed to public view.

The proposed “glass box” is an ill-considered new addition to the Stores building and as the building
appears to have no discernible use, a justification for its construction is unable io be assessed. The
proposed new Bay 12 (glass box) does not form part of an approved interpretation strategy, nor does
it forva part of a re-use or cultural tourism requirement and as such does not comply with Policy 11 of
the CMP (refer to below).

The proposal for the construction of Bay 12 will have a negative impact on the significance of the

Policy 11: External alterations or additions should be discouraged: however, if requived ic meet
approved interpretation, re-use or cultural towrism requiremenis, these should be of a minor nature,
and subservient to the primary architectural features and composition of the existing structure. New
works should not abscure significance.

Policy 13: An appropriate physical and visual setting showld be mainiained for Campbell's Stores by
allowing no development within the setting that would adversely impact on the place oF on views to
and from the place.

Policy 18: dny new development must respect the cultural significance of the property and its setting
and not destroy or obscure historical associations. The introduction of new fabric should be
undertaken in such a manner that it does not result in a lessening of the cultural significance of the
place. New work should be identifiable as such and should, wherever possible, be capable of being
removed without damage to significant fabric or spaces.



2. Heconfiguwration and upgrade of the outdoor dining area, inciuding removal of the awnings

and non-heritage elements {e.g. boat masts) and the erection of new stand-alone
canopy/shade structure along the forecourt.

Corunenis:

Campbell’s Stores is a former maritime industrial building (warehouse) that is considered as being of
‘Exceptional” significance and is a rare, surviving example of mid-mineteenth century warehousing in
Sydney and the enly one of its type remaining on the foreshores of Sydrey Cove, As such, the
careful and sympathetic treatment of the building’s external elevations should be a primary
consideration for any new works to the place.

The current proposal involves the removal of the existing awnings and canopies adjoining the eastern
elevation of the Stores, the most visually prominent elevation of the place and this will have a
positive impact on the significance of the place.

Unfortunately, the proposal also includes replacing these awnings with a new, stand-alone
canopy/shade structure along the eastern forecourt and an additional new element: retractable vertical
wind screens along the eastern edge of the forecourt. The design for the new canopy/shade structures
and the new wind screens do_not_comply with the following conservation policy or the detailed
guidelines for sympathetic, replacement structures:

Policy 13: An appropriate physical and visual setting should be mainiained for Campbell's Stores by
allowing no development within the seiting that would adversely impact on the place or on views to
and from the place.

Guidelines:

The existing canopy, the non-authentic ship’s mast and the glazed pavilion structure in the porthern
forecourt should be removed. The existing canapy could be replaced with a new canopy that follows
the following principles (refer to Figure 7.1

® the position of the canopy should provide a generous gap between the canopy and building and
should provide sun and rain protection from above, but should have no fixed glass or plastic
pull-down sides;

® the canopy should he separafed inta segments to allow views to the building elevation, to allow
for a better appreciation of the facade of Campbell's Stores and should be visually permeable,
uncluttered and transparent;

The proposed new canopies include perforated precast concrete roofs that are neither visually
permeable nor transparent and will interrupt clear views of the whole of the eastem elevation by
intreducing a solid, built structure running horizontally across the principal elevation of the Stores
building.

Little detailed information has been provided in relation to the retractable vertical wind screens,
however they are proposed to be approximately 1.8 metres in height and will therefore introduce a
further element into the significant view catchraent of the Stores building, cluttering the setting and
obscuring views of the place.



3. Alterations to existing external openings and the introduction of new external openings.

Comments:

As stated above, Campbell’s Stores is of “Exceptional’ significance and Policy 1 of the CMP (GML,
2014) states: The future use of Campbell's Stores should be consistent with its outstanding cultural
significance, should not Impact on significant fabric and spaces, and should provide jor public
access to the building.

The current proposal involves alterations to three existing openings on the west elevation (Hickson
Road facade) and the infroduction of new openings to the original south elevation of Bay 1 and the
covering over of the ground level openings to the north elevation of Bay 11 (as discussed above).
The proposed works to the Hickson Road fagade not onjy will result in widening the existing
openings they will also introduce new, concrete entry portals incorporating back-lit signage
(Campbell’s Stores- Design Statement, JPW, p. 61).

These works should not be approved as they will have a major impact on the significance of the
place, dramatically altering the character of the western elevation of the Stores building and
introducing non-reversible intrusive elements into a building of “Exceptional” significance.

As a former, maritime industrial building {warchouse), the west elevation of Campbell’s Stores is a
simply detailed, functional elevation that still retains its 19" century industrial character. The form,
detailing and remnant original features of the west elevation of Campbell’s Stores as seen from
George Street and Hickson Road provides a clear understanding that this building is a former
warchouse building on the foreshores of Sydney Cove.

The Hickson Road fagade is the only clevation at the place that is not cluttered or obscured by later
additions and features related to the current uses of the place (i.e. restaurant signage, canopy
structares, the intrusive pavilion and the southern brick wall). As such, the retention and
maintenance of this elevation ag a simply detailed, functional elevation with no further alterations or
additions is critical to the conservation of the significance of the place as a whole.

The proposal also includes the removal of the later addition brick wall adjoining the original south
efevation of Bay 1, an element ranked as being of Little significance. The removal of this later
addition wall will have 2 positive impact on the significance of the place. However, the proposal also
involves the introduction of two new openings into the revealed original south elevidtion and the
closing over of an original/early opening. This work will have a negative imapact on the significance
of the place, resulting in the further loss of significant, original fabric and is considered to be an
unnecessary intrusion into the significant fabric of the place.

The opportunity to reconstruct the revealed original south elevation of Bay 1 has not been adopted as
part of this proposal and this is considered to be an inappropriate approach to the adaptation of this
building of Exceptional significance.

Likewise, although the existing, intrusive pavilion structure is to he removed, the proposal involves
replacing this structure with the new Bay 12 building (glass box) with ground level amenities and
services. The ground level construction will result in the covering over of the existing openings at
this level on the norihern elevation of Bay 11 and prohibits the reconstruction of the northern fagade
of this significant building.

The proposed alterations to the existing Hickson Road opening, the introduction of the new openings
to the south elevation of Bay 1 and the covering over of existing openings on the north efevation of
Bay 11 do not comply with the following conservation policies and guidelines:

Policy 8 Significant fubric should be conserved using conservation processes appropriate (o the
assessed level of significance, Restoration and reconstruction should aim to recover or reveal
significance.

Guidelines



e Yabric identified as being of Exceptional significance (fabric up to 1885); High significance (up
to 1915}, and Moderate significance {1970s conservation works) should be retained and
conserved.

s No conservation or maintenance work should alter or negatively timpact on the elements of the
external facades or internal fabric/space that have been identified as elements of high or
exceptional level of significance

¢  The existing building fabric of Campbelil’s Store both internally and externally, is highly
significant and in reasonabie condition given the building’s age and original and current
function. All original and early sandstone and brickwork shouid be retained and appropriately
conserved. No new openings or alterations should be made to the walls. Where possible the
openings in the sandstone walls created in the 1970s should be blocked up to aliow
interpretation of the way in which the Stores originally functioned.

Yoliey 11: External alterations or additions should be discouraged; however, if reguired to meet
approved interpretation, re-use or cultural fourism requirements, these should be of o minor nature,
and subservient to the primary architectural features and composition of the existing siructure. New
works should not obscure significance,

Guidelines

»  No new openings or alterations should be made to the walls and when the opportunity ariscs
existing, not original doorways, particularly between the Stores, should be infilled to reinstate
the original spatial qualities of the Stores

Policy 22: Signage and external lighting should have no adverse impact on significant heritage
Sfabric and the overall characier of the place.

4. lKnternmal alterations including forming new openings, introduction of new voids and closing
over of existing openings, introduction of 8 new lift and stairs.

Comments _

The current proposal involves the introduction of a number of new openings into the floors of the
building at Level 02 within Bays 3, 5, 8, 9 and 11 and the introduction of new internal stairs and lifis
into Bays 3, 6, 9 and 11. The details in relation to these works are unclear and do net acknowledge
the existing voids and stairs already located within the building. Based on the significance diagrams
provided within the CMP for the place (GML., 2014, pgs. 138-139) a number of openings in the
floors already exist within Bays 2, 3, 5. 7, 8 and 10 and all have been ranked as being Intrusive,

The proposal does not address these existing voids or provide for their reuse. Instead the proposal
involves the introduction of a series of new openings in the floors and it is assumed that the existing
voids are to be closed over. Again the opportunity to restore, reconstruct and/or interpret the original
internal spaces has not been adopted within this proposal and this is considered an inappropriate
approach to the ongoing conservation of the place.

As the original internal spaces and original internal fabric are ranked as being of ‘Exceptional’
significance, these works have the potential to negatively impact on the significance of the place
through the further loss of significant original fabric, by confusing or obscuring the original/early
internal configurations of the warehouse spaces and via the introduction of unsympathetic materials
and elements.



Policy 11 The future use of Campbell’s Stores should be consistent with its owtstanding culturel
significance, should not impact on significant fabric and spaces, and should provide for public
access to the building.

Guidelines
e Adaptation of the building's interior should ensure that the original fabric or significant
architectural and spatial features are retained and interpreted as far as possible.

@ The detailed requirements of the new uses should not generate undue changes to the existing
fabric that cannot be reversed in the long term, or which do not respect and work within the
existing architectural framework

Policy 8: Significant fabric should be conserved using conservation processes appropriate to the
assessed
level of significance. Restoration and reconstruction should aim to recover or reveal significance.

Gridelines

2 Fabrie identified as being of Exceptional significance {fabric up to 1885); High significance
{up to 1915), and Moderate significance {1970s conservation works) should be retained and
conserved.

e No conservation or maintenance work should alier or negatively impact on the elements of the

external facades or internal fabric/space that have been identified as elements of high or
exceptional level of significance

5. introduction of new uses and landscaping works fo the western elevation of the Stores
Bailding (activation of Hickson Road frontage)

Comments

As discussed above, the Hickson Road frontage of Campbell’s Stores is the only elevation at the
place that remains visually unclutiered and relatively unaltered, retaining its simply detailed 19"
century industrial character and is an important component of the overall significance of the place.

The current proposal involves the introduction of new restaurant uses to the Hickson Road facade
with the aim of ‘activating’ the Hickson Road frontage. The proposal involves unsyvmpathetic
alterations to existing openings including new concrete entry portals with back-lit signs (as discussed
above) and the introduction of chairs and tables, umbrelias and street trees. The end result will be
that the Hickson Road frontage will be cluttered, visnally obscured and the ability understand the
original form and use of this building of ‘Exceptional’ significance will be further reduced. This
component of the proposal for Campbell’s Stores has the potential to further erode the character of
the place and will negatively impact on the significance of the place as a whole.

The proposal does not comply with the following conservation policy:

Policy 11: External alterations or additfons should be discouraged; however, if reguired to meet
approved interpretution, re-use or cultural tourism requirements, these should be of o minor nature,
and subservient lo the primary architectural features and composition of the existing structure. New
works should not abseure significance,

Policy 13: An appropriate physical and visual setting should be maintained for Campbell's Stores by
allowing no development within the setiing that would adversely impact on the place or on views to
and from the place,



Policy 18: Any new development must respect the culiural significance of the property and ifs setting
and not destroy or obscure historical associations. The introduction of new fabric should be
undertaken in such a manner that it does not vesult in a lessening of the cultural significance of the
Place. New work should be identifiable as such and should, wherever possible, be capable of being
removed without damage to significant fabric or spaces.

6. The Syduey Opera House Buffer Zone

Comuments

The new ‘glass box” proposed to be constructed to the north of Campbell’s Stores is te be located
within the defined ‘Buffer Zone’ for the World Heritage Listed Sydney Opera House. As per the
Management Plan for the Sydney Opera House (20053), the buffer zone is in place to ensure that any
development within the buffer zone minimize the impact on views and vistas to and from the Sydney
Opera House and maintains, protects and enhances views to the Sydney Opera House (Management
Plan for Sydney Opera House, 2003, p. 9).

This buffer zone has been formalized within the Sydney Regional Environmental Plan (Sydney
Harbour Catchment), 2005 and the objectives for the zone include: “to recognise that views and
vistas between the Sydney Opera House and other public places within that zone contribute to its
world herttage value.™ {CL. 53(2)(b), SREP (Swiney Flarbour Catchment) 20053,

The proposed new ‘glass box” will diminish available public views of the Sydney Opera House from
the open space currently located between the northern end of Campbell’s Stores and the southern end
of the Hyatt Hotel. The documentation inchuded with the proposal does not provide an analysis of
existing views from tiis public space to the Sydney Opera House and what impacts there may be on
these views as result of the proposed new structure in this locality.

Conclusion

Based on the our anatysis of the proposal, it is considered that the proposed remediation, renewal and
adaptation works to Campbell’s Stores are incompatible with the heritage values and level of
significance of the place and its setting.

Further, the Campbell’s Stores proposal is considered to be deficient in the follow areas:

¢  The proposal does not comply with a large number of conservation policies contained within
the Campbell’s Stores Conservation Management Plan (GML, 2014)

= There is a lack of information contained within the proposal in relation 10 the architectural
detailing proposed for the alterations to the interiors and exteriors of Campbell’s Stores
including the closing over of existing openings, the introduction of new openings (internal
and external), the closing over of existing internal voids and the introduction of new voids,
alterations to windows on the east elevation.

e  There is an absence of any detailed fabric survey of the place including dating the fabric,
assessing its condition and ranking all components of the place for their level of significance.
Without this level of detail, a clear understanding of the potential impacts that altering the
existing fabric may have on the significance of the place as a whole is unable to be gained.

a  There is an absence of a views analysis with respect to the new ‘glass box” addition and what
impacts this will have on existing views to the Syduey Opera House from the western side of
Sydney Cove.

1 (
2 v e A
Wi b et 0

Clive Lucas & Kate Denny
Clive Lucas, Stapleton & Partners Pty, Ltd.
Architects and Heritage Consultanis
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14 Decamber 2015 Atin Acting Director Key Sltes
The Secratary, MSW Depariment of Planning and Ervirenmeni,

ERSEeeee Z% - 33 S oo SFFL

SBydnay, NSW 20015

He : Campbell's Stores, The Rooks - S6U 7058 - Propased varisBon of Sydney Cove Redevelopment Scheme
{the "Praposal™)

Dear Sirs,

Hive in Apartment §, § Hickson Road, Tha Rocks, direcily overlaoking Gampbelf's Gove and Campbell's Stores. | ob-
et to two particular slernents of the Propossal, viz.,

1. The erection of ihe glass box shaped building on what has been deseribed as 'Bay 127

Z. The medificstion o the existing opanings on the western sids of the stores and the widening of the footpath to
FETOVE existing parking spaces by the instalistion of vuidoor seating for what appesars 1o be a proposed coffes cafe.

! The glass box shaped building.

Reports have been submilted 1o you prepared by SAKE Develonment, Clive Lucas, Steplston & Pariners Py Lid and
Gl Urbrare Design & Archiltecturs which set out the numerous respects in which the Proposal offends consenation
policies, and guidelines, specifically, the Sydney Cove Redevelopmend Authartity Bchems SORAR) end the Conserva-
tion Managesment Pian {CMP) adopted in 2014, 1 adopt as if repaated in full iy this objociion the contents of each of
those reports.

Many of the premises for the Proposat are either il conceived or simply unirus as follows,

a. The Boxis presented es a substitute for the existing pavilion, implying that the pavifion has approval or integrity in
Hs own right. A cursory inspestion reveals that Is a temporary unauthorised stricture which does not even comply
with the Building Code of Australiz and which has simoly morphed info &s present position within the public domain
as I by steslth. Its lack of structurad integrity is recognised i the recommendation in the OMP that it be removed. 1t
is then & gigantic leap in logic 1o assume that it should be replaced and by a structure such as the box, aven though
the box shares the same 1asielessness in design as the pavilion has,

b, The analogy was drawn between the box and the Louvre Pyramids by the developers in a meeting {the brinfing)
attended with the developars on 17 September, 2015 In cur apartmant. This was attended by Susan Fudiand of
Urbig, Phillip Beauchamp of Dockside Group for Tallawoladah and Brendan Muorray of Johngon Pillon Walker, archi-
tects together with other residents of 8 Hickson Road.

The Louvre Pyramid and the minar and inverted pyramids were part of a project put Torward by then French presi-
dent Milterand in 1881, The Louwe was first constructed in the 12th century as a fortress and subsaquently expanded
and has been used as an art and sculpture gallery since before the French revolution. |t is now the world's most visited
gallery. The old huilding had been struggling for decades to cope with the sheer and increasing volume of visitars,
Each wing had a separale entrance and exit and the layout was so confusing that visiiors struggled to find exhibits and
cbizin access, Mitterand arranged for the refocation of the Ministry of Finance frorm the Richelisu wing which # hacl
oocupled since 1873 fo Beray, enabling the mussum [0 now occupy the entire three wings. The assigned architsst |
lech Pai, proposed excavating the Cour Napolron, the central courtyard, craating an underground entrance half
thereby providing gocess 1o each wing and space for shops resteurants and ofher amenitizs. This provided 50000
sguare feel of much nesded support spacss and allowsd the museun 1o expand s collecton and place more works

fanning




i, notwithstanding the deslrability of this oufcoms, it is T be used for bars and restaurants, the proposed giass box
must not be approved for o the good and numerous reasons set oul It the reports of the consulianis referred o
above,

{HiThe box is intrusive, ihappropriate and would be a folly,

{iviThe proposed axhaust stack for alf the restaurants must be moved elsswhare rathsr than directly in front of the
only residential site in Hickson Road in the Rocks,

{viThe hours of operation of any of the bars ard restaurants must be limited to 800 pm for outslde seating and 10.00
pin for inside,

| hawve no objection fo my name and the contents of this submission 1o being made public and | have never mads a
political donation, reportable or otherwise

Sincerely yours,
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&8 HICKSON ROAD, THE ROCKS, NSW 2600
TEL 0470434353

16 December, 2018 Attention Acting Divecior Kay Sites
The Secretary.
NSW Deparbment of Planning and Envirenment, By Hand

23 - 33 Bridge Strest
Syoruey, NEW, 200

Dear Sirs,
fe Campbell’s Stores, The Rocks, 88D 7056 - Proposed Yariation of Sydnay Gove Redevelopment Scheme

Fown and reside with my husband in apartiment 8, 8 Hickson Roaed, The Rogks. Ow apartment baloontes have 2
Morth Eastarly aspect from the Sydnay Harbour Bridge o Circular Quay across the roofs of Gampbells Stores and the
Paric Hyatt Hotel, o

After considarable difiicuity obtaining sowres documants, | finally accessed the Deparimenial notice of the above 850
and ihe pholomontages incorporated within,

Whilst acknowledging the impartance of maintaining the stores themselves, | object to four main slements of the pro-
posal, namely, the ereclion of the large glass box shaped struciure it what is described as Bay 12, the widening of the
eastern footpath of Mickson road Inip the road ilsell, expanded trading hours and noige disruption and the Installztion
of & central eaxhaust system for the entire bullding dirsctly across the mad frorm our building, the only residential buiid-
ing in Hickson Road belwesn the corner with Georgs Strest and the Sydney Harbour Bridge.

{rely an and repeat the numerous grounds of objection set cul in reports sent to your from SAKE Development, Clive
Lucas, Stapteton &Partners Py Lid and QMU Urban Design & Architecture,

A5 1o myy specific objections.:-

1. The Centralised Exhaust System. The proposal suggasts that the present under uiilised four restaurants wilf be
replaced by thirteen new restawrants and bars, presumably each having its own Kitchen. 1 also proposas sipanding
trading hours to end at 2.00 am each moming except Monday, The prevailing surmimer winds are generally Norih
Casterly to South Easterly which will daliver the fumes from the large exhaust system directly into our home. Father
than cur having to obiain an injunction against this pollution in the future, approval for this element should be with-
held until e suitably removed and filtered system is devised,

2. The Glass Box. | viewed the representations of the propesed box with incredufity. 11 is entirely inconsistent with
the present heritage struclures and is an affront to the existing streetscaps and roofscape. 1 actually obsowres the
Morthern end of the stores and covers most of the existing windows on the Northern end. Apart from its breach of
afl refovant planning instruments and principles a3 set out In our consultants’ reports, the sheer bullding process,
involving the pruning of ovar 4 melres of foliage as well as intrusions into the root system create & serious and pos-
sibly permanent danger te the protected Morten Bay fig tree. This risk is enfirely unaccepiable. The fig tres pres-
ently houses |, together with 1he adjacent tres, families of wiidlife, from Kookaburras o possums.

o

Expansion of rading Howrs and Natse Pollution, The expansion of hours referred 1o in paragraph 1 above will nec-
assariy substantially increase disruption to the area. Al present the public araas are aicohol free on malor event
ooeasions. The addition of 13 upgraded licensed venues irading untl 2.00 am will be a magnet for tate night revel-
lers of the type recently controlied by State Government legistation. This will necessarily give rise o significant noise
nofution, again a nssance which will require cowrt restraing,



recantly by the addition of twe GolGet spots directly outsids our building. On numercus Sruise ship days, this side of
the road is a colleotion point for ontse passengars as squadrons of taxis park there o collect travellers. The pro-
posed cafe will receiva scant palronage as it will be in & heavy Wraffic siresl, Heavy vehicles provistoning ships ofien
park there belching out exhaust, The suggestion is imisconcalved, schisving no pubic banefit but suffering slgnifi-
cart detriment o the public.

4. Fooipath widening / Aoad nanowing. Parking for the public including guests has baen steadiy whittled awey, most

Pleazs relect these oritice! aspects of the proposal and refain bay 12 for public use and access.

thizve no objection to my name and subrmissions being accessible to the public and have mads no poliicat donation
reporiable or otherwise.

:
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APARTRIENTE, & HICKBOM ROAD, THE RUCKS, ROW 2000
TEL G418700488

20 October 2015

s Gatherine Gallaghey,

Sydney Harbour Foreshore Authority
20, Box Na08,

Grosvenor Place

Daar Ms Gallagher,
Be {ampalils Stores, Sydney Cove

We own and reside in the top two fioors of 8 Hickson Reoad, The Rocks and have rzcartly been Informed of the pro-
posed e-devaiopment of the stores and the srection of new struciures adfzcent to the extsting stores. We are st a
disativaniage in the formulation of cur submissions as the irformation we have received from Uirbis, consulianis i the
developers, is sketohy as they have refused repeated requiests we have made for & copy of axisting concept drawings
and plans of their pronosal.

The critical elements as we have been abde to discern them involve (1) the removal of one of the axisting lerge rees at
the northern end of the stores with the erestion of a new gizss cubed four storey bullding in its stead and {23, the wid-
ening of the sastern footpath of Hickson Moad by removing 2 metres of the width of the roac for the purpnse of the
instatiation of exfes on the roadside.

As to (1), the erection of any extra bullding, et alone a struciure ag entirely incompatidle with the streetscans ssis
proposed, is incongstent with the histodcal enviconment as well as the current use and enjoyment of that space by the
public, Durng events such as Naw Years Eve, Australia Day and Vivid and, indeed, most weskends, this area s a ma-
jor viswing and assembly point for the public including international visitors, Almost daily, we see schoof groups of
ehildren dregsed as convdcts being shown through The Rocks and Campbells Cove with the wongerdully oresarved
colonial buildings. This aimosphere will be serously depleted by the erection of the proposed ulite modsm glzss
sbructure intended to be cecupled by commercial interests. The trees themselves are an important wildlite habitar,
housing birds and possums. Each moming we are serenaded by the families of Kookaburras who live in these trees as
wall as seeing the Parrots, Currawongs and sulphwr crested Cockatoos who are regular visitors. These trees are the
oy soitening presence in Sydney Cove which would otherwiss be solely concrete and glass. We have read and sup-
port entivaly the representations mads by Mr and Mrs Bowning in their Istier to you of @ October as fo the hedtags
importance of the area and as to published government poficles.

As o {2}, Hickson Road is a single lane access road which not only services residents and existing commarcial prem-
ises, restaurants, gallerdes and the migjor hotel, but, of serious iogistic Importance, is the route vsed by the convoys of
semi-raiters servicing cruise ships as they arive at the Cverseas Passengsr Termined, They regularly queus up next to
Campbells Stores walting to drop their supplies to the ships and depart the ares back towards the bridge to avoid the
traffic soar which clogs George Street Morth adjacent 1o Argyle Street whenaver a ship is In port. Nesdisss 1o say this
will only get worse when George street s soon totafly ciosed for construction of ihe light rail. These huge vehicles wili
simply not bg able i pass each other down a narrowed roadway. The use then of the widened footpath for cafas s
equally flawed. It is inconcefvable that visitors would choose to sit on the Eastern sids of Hickson Road garing at the
industrial buildings on the Western side when Sydney Harbour fies at the front of those same bulldings beckoning them
with its glisiening beauty, Sydney City's widening of the {ooipaths of Willlam Strest 1o accommodate cafes o s
Champs-Eiysees has proven 1o be & fotal failure.

Generatly, whilst we understand Tallawoladah's and Dockside Group's wishes to explolt the site commergially 1o the
fudl, their commerciat interests must not ba allowed to override the public interest in the tastefd and proper protection
ant restoration of this rreplaceable sita.



We havs a vital intsiest in maintaining the beauly and ntegrily of this area and will appreciate being kept meaningiully
informed of the proposat as 1 is developed amended and submitted to you and whichevsr suthority will repiace vou,

Sinceraly vowrs,

Liian Hotlason Jaohw Hollason
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@amgs%eé%‘s Stores

Peter Hutchison <Peter, Huichison@mitak.com. au> Fri, Oct 2, 2015 ai 6114 P
Tor Anthony J Pleia <gjpC@optusnet.com.au>, Lillian Rolfason <liian.rollason@gmail.com>, Victoria Downing
<victoria.downing3@gmatll. com>, Jan Denecke <jan.denecke@gmail.com>, WMaureen Sidoti
<maureen_sidoli@hotmail.com>, Viki Hutchison <viki huichisen@gmail.com>

Ce: Johin Sidol <johnvsideti@hoimaif.com>, John Rollason <jcrollason@amail.con>

FYi

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Susan Rudland <srudland@urbis.com.aus

Date: 2 Cctober 2015 at 18:06:02 ARST

Tor john <ichnvsideti@hotmsil. com>

Ce: Sarah Kelly <sarah_kellv@oniusnetoom.aus, Peter Hulchison <peterhuichison@miiek com.aus, John
Roltason <jorclimson@omai.coms>, "AMP Gmail" <ain1845@gmail.com>

Subject: RE; Camphbeli's Stores

Dear John,

Furiher t your request regarding the 1891 approval for the existing annese struciure, | am advised the
approval pre-dates the existing Lessee of the Halian Village and Tallawoiadan Piy Lid. | have no
information beyond that provided in response {o your earfier inquiry. | am sorry | cannot also clarify further
regarding the pergola structure vou recall.

o

ad echmcal studles wi
Exh;b{txon for detailed review and assessment. This will outline the proposal in detail, beyond the high level
draft concepls presenied al the brisfing. The Public Exhibition period will be for 2 minimum of 30 days.

The Department of Planning and Environment have the discretion fo extend this period if it deams
appropriate, particularly in view of seasonal and holiday pericds.

As discussed at the briefing, i is anticipated thai the application will be lodged before ihe end of November,
and residents and neighbouring businesses will be notified.

in the meantime, | have noled for the consultation summary report that residents attending the briefing on
17 September reserved their right to respond subject to an opporiunity to review the documendation in
detall. | have also noted the request for a copy of the praposal io review now, and the response outlined
above.

For the pumposes of the consultation report, | have noted three additional points people requested |
document at the brisfing:

¥ Arequest from Sarah Kelly, town planner on behalf of the Sidotis, to clarify the fitle and status of the
Hagsell document referred fo by Brendan Murray {JPW) - as per my subsequent email to Sarah, this was
calted the Campbell's Stores Architectural and Public Domain Study, underiaken by Hassel! for SHFA in
2012, This Is not a statutory document but outlines the vision and framework that has informed the wark
subsequently undertsken for the precinct. :
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* Arsquest asking what the budget of the project is - the Canital Invesiment Value will be dooumented in
the application as per the Depariment's reguirements,

¥ John and Maureen also asked that | note the following feedback - that the proposed buiiding at Bay 12
obscures the view o the herftage building at Bay 11; that the FIS should consider & 'no Bay 12 option; and
that open space at each end of the heritage buildings would most appropriately present the heritage form
arct character,

Vhite | am replying to all those who were cc'd on John's email to me, this information will also be relevant
{o others who afiended the brisfing. It would be appreciated if you are able to forward this on i those
others who atiended the brisfing byt for whom | have no email detalls for,

Please don't hesitate to be in contact at any Hme,

Best wishes,

Susan



