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MILSON PRECINCT MINUTES

DATE: Tuesday 23 JUNE, 2016
TIME: 7.30 pm - 9.00 pm
VENUE: Kirribilli Neighbourhood Centre, 16-18 Fitzroy Street, Kirribilli

1.METRO Stations for Crows Nest and Victoria Cross, post the presentation by
Brad Stafford on Tuesday 21.6.16.

A. MOTION: Milson Precinct request that Brad Stafford includes in the NS
submission, that all spoil and machinery items, especially if over-sized
items; should be barged away from McMahons Point; Nor should the
development be allowed to operate 24 hours per day, especially in the
evenings, as the noise elements could be too great for the nearby
residents, especially as noise travels over the water. CARRIED

B. MOTION: Milson Precinct suggests that NSC should try to ensure that the
development of the Hume Street Car Park & park area should be carried
out at the same time as the new Metro Station, so that there is synergy in
look, outcome for the community, and lessening the disruption to the
community if done at the same time. CARRIED

C. MOTION: Milson Precinct is concerned with Victoria Cross Metro Station
disbursing people onto Dennison Street, due to the small lane way system,
we would suggest they look at Berry and Walker St. to open up for the new
residential holdings of Berry, Pacific Highway, the schools, etc. even if this
was in addition to the other pedestrian access points, as this is higher up
the topography of the site. CARRIED

1. TRAIN NOISE over the Harbour Bridge & thru residential areas of
Wollstonecraft to Waverton - as there will be an increase in the number of
trains from Chatswood, until the completion of the Metro section in 2024, as
explained by Brad Stafford at the CPC,

MOTION: Milson Precinct request that State Rail record noise levels from
Bradfield park, both Alfred and Broughton Streets, for Bridge trains, as well
as near the turns etc. thru the residential areas between Wollstonecraft and
Waverton. Since the track work that has been undertaken over the past
several years, the level of noise has increased quite dramatically. Milson
Precinct would request that State Rail record over a weekly period the noise
levels, and then propose some dampening mechanisms / baffles to be used to
alleviate this level of disruption to the peace and tranquil amenity to people
within their homes, public spaces etc. CARRIED

Jillian Christie, Chair, Milson Precinct, jillian.Christie@gmail.com. Ph: 0412 99 58 58
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LABSONICS

16" June 2016

Officer-In-Charge

Sydney Metro Community Consultation
Planning Services

Department of Planning & Environment
GPO 39

SYDNEY. NSW. 2001

X post & email

Re: L awson House
10-12 Clarke Street Crows Nest, NSW. 2065

Dear Sir/Madam

| wish to formally register the interest, concern and objection of Labsonics Australia Pty Ltd to the
construction of the Sydney Metro Chatswood to Sydenham project.

More specifically, the concern relates to the likely noise generation related to the works.

We note with some degree of comfort that the construction conduct is subject to the Sydney Metro
Integrated Management System.

And further, that as a component of that IMS there is a* City and Southwest Construction Noise
and Vibration Strategy”. (Report NO. 610.14213-R3.)

Labsonics Australia Pty Ltd isamajor Commercial Recording Studio. It isone of the share
owners of Lawson House, 10-12 Clarke Street Crows Nest, which is where the Studios are located.

The Studios serve and make major contribution to the National Television and Radio Broadcasting
networks as well as the Australian Film Industry, and have been successfully established at the
above address for over 20 years.

Labsonics Australia Pty. Ltd.
Suite 503 - 10 Clarke Street Crows Nest NSW 2065
Ph: 612 9906 1020 - www.labsonics.com



LABSONICS

Under the terminology and definition of the IMA Report, this company is the most sensitive of
“senditive receivers’, and have the absolute need to retain our current Studio background noise
level of 25dB (as correctly reported in table 4 of the report), and need to do so with zero
intermittent, nor any other kind of increaseto it.

The recommended “acceptable” level of LAcq + 5dB is UNACCEPTABLE to the function of the
Studios.

Furthermore, the ICNG recommendation for higher levels of noise intrusion during working hours
is precisely OPPOSITE to those that serve our functional needs.

We note that it is proposed for “special sensitive receivers’ such as ourselvesto receive the “site
specific” assessment attention required. However, our acoustic consultants are warning us that
excessable air-borne, and especially structure-borne ground noise intrusion, as generated by
blasting, rock breaking, jack hammering, excavators, bulldozers, pile drivers etc., will be almost
impossible to “mitigate” if it is proximate.

We note under Table 13 that as a possible “additional mitigation measure” Sydney Metro may
provide “aternative accommodation” in cases such as ourselves.

However, we know of NO vacant commercial standard recording studios of matching size
elsewhere in the city and consequently regard the proposal as likely impossible to forfill.

In which case, we remain exposed to the very real possibility of total commercial extinction at
worst, or major commercial damage at |east.

Given that works are scheduled to start at the end of this year/early next, and that we will need a
major lead time of 12 months minimum to make any alternative arrangements — provided the
assumed Government compensation allows it — the matter is now URGENT.

Accordingly, in addition to registering our objection, we need your advice, with genuine urgency,
asto how * Sydney Metro proposes to manage, compensate, assist or otherwise deal with the
potentially massive commercial damage the project will cause to our organization.

Labsonics Australia Pty. Ltd.
Suite 503 - 10 Clarke Street Crows Nest NSW 2065
Ph: 612 9906 1020 - www.labsonics.com



LABSONICS

Please be clear that this objection is not focussed on temporary loss of amenity — it is spurred by
the real threat of the complete commercia demise of the organisation together with the
consequential deleterious impact on the wellbeing of its employees and impact on the Australian
broadcasting and film industries.

Y ours apprehensively

Mr Gerald Duffy
Managing Director
Labsonics Australia Pty Ltd.

cc LHOG

Labsonics Australia Pty. Ltd.
Suite 503 - 10 Clarke Street Crows Nest NSW 2065
Ph: 612 9906 1020 - www.labsonics.com
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Submission to the Sydney Metro City
& Southwest Environmental Impact
Statement

Prepared by the Office of Jenny Leong, Member for Newtown
June 2016



The Greens’ Response to the Sydney Metro City &
Southwest Environmental Impact Statement

This submission to the Sydney Metro City & Southwest Environmental Impact Statement has
been prepared by the office of Greens MP Jenny Leong, the Member for Newtown. It
addresses the impacts of the Sydney Metro project on residents within the Electorate of
Newtown.

A more extensive response to the broader project has been prepared by the office of Dr
Mehreen Farugi MLC, the NSW Greens spokesperson on Transport.

The key issues discussed in this submission are:

e Support for publicly owned public transport

e The future of Erskineville and St Peters stations

e Redfern Station Accessibility

e Residential density and public amenity in Waterloo
e Public housing impacts in Waterloo

e Impacts from construction

e Compulsory Acquisitions



Support for Publicly Owned Public Transport

Public transport is a vital public asset that brings immeasurable worth to a city. It allows
mass transit, promotes social inclusion, and plays an indispensable role in reducing energy
consumption and greenhouse gas emissions.

Studies conducted in global cities around the world show that well-considered integrated
public transport planning and implementation has resulted in economic growth around
public transport corridors which has revitalised neighbourhoods and increased public
transport uptake. Investment in an effective and affordable integrated public transport
system has significant public benefit.

However, it is not in the public interest to invest billions of dollars of public money in a
privately operated transport project that will funnel profits to private corporations. The
Sydney Metro will be run by the private sector. NSW has a long history of public-private
partnership fiascos, such as the Cross City Tunnel and the Airport Line, where corporations
get the benefits, while the public underwrite the risk and foot the bill. There is no reason to
believe that the Sydney Metro will be any different.

The Greens are supportive of publicly funded public transport solutions that remain publicly
owned and operated. We do not support the on-going privatisation of our essential public
services. It is alarming to consider that construction of the Sydney Metro comes at the cost
of existing publicly owned rail lines — the Bankstown line and the Epping to Chatswood line.

There is no evidence to suggest that privately operated mass-transport services are more
efficient, affordable or reliable.

The Sydney Metro will be a privately operated monopoly service, funded by public money —
the result of a regressive NSW Government privatisation agenda.

Erskineville and St Peters: the future of services at these
stations

The Sydney Metro will replace the Bankstown line on the Sydney Rail network. All of the
stations currently on the Bankstown line will be serviced by the Metro, other than
Erskineville station and St Peters station. The future of train services to those stations has
still not been confirmed.



Residents have been told that Erskineville station and St Peters station will be incorporated
into a different existing line, however no further details have been given.

Local residents, workers and other users of those stations are rightly concerned about on-
going services to those stations. Under the existing timetable, Erskineville station is serviced
by 4 trains per hour during the morning peak. St Peters is serviced by 6-8 trains per hour.
Users of both stations consistently report that trains are over-crowded and that there are
occasions when they cannot fit within carriages and must wait for later services. It is
essential that train services to these stations are maintained at an equivalent level or
increased.

Residents have also seen the route of bus services from Erskineville cut short in recent
months, due to construction of the light rail in the CBD. Some bus routes now terminate at
Central Station, requiring commuters to change services and face extended travel times.

Our office has been contacted by many residents concerned by a downgrading of their
public transport services. Many point out that Erskineville Station has adequate physical
infrastructure to accommodate a significant increase in train services.

We request that a firm commitment is made to maintain or increase train services to both
Erskineville and St Peters stations.

Redfern Station Accessibility

Redfern Station is one of the ten busiest stations on our rail network. It is used by tens of
thousands of travellers each day. It services not only local residents, but also many users of
the Sydney rail network who transit between services at Redfern.

It is astounding that the vast majority of platforms at Redfern remain inaccessible.

After years of community pressure, the State Government finally installed a single lift at
Redfern last year, which services Platform 6/7, giving access to the Inner West line.
However, this does not answer on-going community calls for a fully accessible station.

The construction of new transport services like the Sydney Metro cannot come at the
expense of improving the accessibility of existing services. Accessibility at Redfern must be
made a priority, to allow equitable use of our train network by all.



Residential density and public amenity in Waterloo

As Sydney’s population continues to grow, we face increasing strain on our housing supply,
particularly our supply of affordable housing. The Electorate of Newtown was created by a
redistribution of electoral boundaries at the 2015 NSW state election, to accommodate
inner Sydney's rapidly growing population. It encompasses a number of densely populated
inner-city suburbs and continues to attract new and expanded residential developments.

Residences within Sydney’s inner-city suburbs are highly sought after, due to their proximity
to jobs and services, arts and cultural precincts, and other public amenities. Measures that
increase the supply of residential dwellings within our inner-city suburbs are welcome,
provided that they come with proper consideration of affordable housing needs, density,
public services, sustainability and smart design.

Green space, sporting fields, schools, health facilities, libraries, community spaces and
cultural facilities all need to be factored in to the planning and approval of residential
developments.

Residents in and around Waterloo are rightly concerned by reports of the residential density
planned for the area. While the Metro may address some of the transport needs of an
increased population, there are many other needs that must be properly considered and
accommodated.

This EIS only addresses the immediate construction implications of the Metro rail corridor
and Metro stations. It does nothing to allay concerns around the associated development
and population increase in Waterloo. Those concerns must be properly addressed, with
thorough and meaningful community consultation throughout the planning process.

Public housing impacts in Waterloo

Two thousand public housing residences are set to be demolished to make way for the
development built around the Waterloo Metro train station.

Many Waterloo public housing residents have lived in the area for years, some for decades.
They have created close-knit networks, with many residents relying on their neighbours for
support, day-to-day assistance and a sense of security. They are understandably worried
about the impending redevelopment and the likelihood that their community will be torn
apart.



While we acknowledge the Government’s commitment that public housing will be rebuilt in
Waterloo and existing residents will have the opportunity to move back to the area once the
development is complete, there are a number of concerns that have not yet been
addressed. For example, many residents are in their 60s, 70s and 80s, and face the very real
possibility of never returning, given that the construction timetable will take many years.
Many residents rely heavily on local medical and support services and are apprehensive
about accessing them in a new environment.

Our office has raised the concerns of Waterloo Public Housing residents with the Minister
for Social Housing Brad Hazzard but we are yet to receive adequate information about the
future for public housing residents in Waterloo, due to the complexity and number of
agencies involved in delivering this project.

This EIS does not address the public housing redevelopment, however the concerns of
Waterloo’s public housing residents must receive an appropriate response, given that they
will be removed from their homes to make way for the Metro and the associated
redevelopment of the area.

Impacts from construction

The Sydney Metro corridor passes through the Electorate of Newtown at two points. The
first is at the Marrickville dive site where residents in South Newtown will be affected. The
second is around the Waterloo Station site, where the underground tunnel will continue
under Redfern towards Central Station.

Our office has been contacted by local residents concerned by the impacts of construction
work. Some of the issues raised with our office include:

e Concerns that adequate testing of the geological conditions of the proposed tunnel
route has not been undertaken.

e Concerns that residential properties will be affected by vibration, subsidence or
other associated impacts.

e The need for thorough condition reports on existing residential properties, to ensure
that any damage caused by construction can be properly assessed, with property
owners properly compensated for any remediation works needed.

e Impacts from construction on local residents in terms of noise, pollution, and
increased traffic.



Compulsory Acquisitions

During a briefing with the Sydney Metro Project Team, our office was advised that all
property owners whose properties would be subject to compulsory acquisition to
accommodate the construction of the Sydney Metro had already received notification. We
were further advised that very few residential properties would be acquired along the
Sydney Metro route between Sydenham and the CBD. We have not been informed that any
properties will be acquired within the Electorate of Newtown and we have not yet received
any contact from local residents who are subject to compulsory acquisition.

We have raised concerns with the methods used to determine compensation for properties
compulsorily acquired to make way for State Government infrastructure projects in the
past. A parliamentary committee chaired by a Government MP found the compulsory
acquisition system is "unfair and inadequate". We continue to advocate for the
implementation of the key recommendations of that committee, which will ensure that the
process of compulsory acquisition will be more fair and equitable.
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