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e properties close to the railway line will be impacted by extra noise during construction,
sometimes at night and by noisy heavy machinery. This includes many schools and child care
centres, as well as homes and businesses. The EIS has flagged that construction is likely to
occur outside standard hours.

e some properties, including heritage-listed properties, close to the project may suffer
"cosmetic" damage from vibration. This includes the Sugar House and the new units backing
onto Canterbury Rd

e streets in Hurlstone Park acting as “haulage routes”, such as sections of Crinan, Garnet,
Kilbride, and Melford Streets will have heavy truck traffic, noise and dust during
construction periods.

e The lack of a clear strategy for the already congested Canterbury Rd which will be rendered
almost impassable for many months.

Community consultation has been inadequate and information biased and misleading. The
brochures and EIS do little to explain the negative impacts of the EIS such as the huge disruption for
commuters. The EIS is largely inaccessible to the public due to its length, complexity and the short
time allowed to make a consultation, only 2 months. Community information sessions have been
poorly attended, reflective of a lack of community engagement.

The environmental impacts are unacceptable, including:

e increased greenhouse gas emissions
e the environmental cost of demolition of structures that have stood for more than 100 years,
and new construction with a significantly reduced life span and aesthetic.

The planned heritage destruction and diminution along the line is reckless:

e the demolition of rare, exceptional and high-value heritage-listed items is wasteful
e station designs do not represent local character and reflect a branding exercise by the NSW
Government

In summary, the plans to replace the existing, historic Sydenham-Bankstown rail line represents a
missed opportunity to highlight the corridor’s heritage, to celebrate its diversity, and to explore and
develop public transport options in other areas lacking this facility.

The metro is not in the public interest but is enabling the over development of the corridor.

Signature_,
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Content:
The Hurlstone Park Association's submission is uploaded.

!ubmission: !nline !ubmission !rom company Hurlstone Park gsociation !org_objeci)
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hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501










Hurlstone Park is a small suburb of 1km?. Built and social heritage is important to the
residents of Hurlstone Park, and there has been great community support for the
establishment of Heritage Conservation Areas within the suburb, as recommended in the
Hurlstone Park Heritage Assessment Study conducted for the Canterbury Bankstown
Council.? The Hurlstone Park railway station, already listed locally with Rail Corp and under
the Canterbury LEP 2012, was recommended for inclusion on the State Heritage Register in
2016.

2 Hurlstone Park Heritage Assessment Study, Stage 2 Report, September 2016, Paul Davies Architects.






and south-west corridors; in addition, the government had inappropriately favourably
compared it with London’s Crossrail, which is in fact a heavy rail line.

An improved “customer experience” and “door-to-door”, “seamless” travel is not likely to be
accomplished by the loss of the most popular destinations along this current line (ie Redfern
and the City Circle stations). Commuters from Bankstown and beyond will have several
changes instead of a single trip to the city. People will now need to change trains or walk to
previously handy, direct destinations. With reduced seating capacity, there will be many more
people standing for longer periods along the 33km line.

At Hurlstone Park, TINSW has shown little interest in improving rail services. In 2013, two
trains were cut from our station in the morning peak, and a further one will be cut with the
new timetable coming into effect in November 2017 (with eight instead of nine trains stopping
at Hurlstone Park between 7.40 and 9.40am). This is despite Hurlstone Park being a popular
commuter stop.

A metro conversion is not required to address accessibility issues. Five out of the ten stations
along the line already have lifts, and lifts can be installed at other stations without a metro
conversion.

A commitment to safety should occur across the rail network and does not depend on a
metro.

The crash-worthiness of the significantly more light-weight metro trains has not been
addressed, especially when running close to goods trains. The narrowness of walkways in
tunnels, in case evacuations are required, has similarly not been addressed.?

Automated trains, without drivers or guards, present new safety issues, especially when
electrical systems fail or evacuations are needed. The lack of guards trained in evacuation
and safety procedures is likely to impact more greatly on people with disabilities and mobility
issues.

A major justification for the Metro is to increase development (intensification) around stations.

Planning for infrastructure and amenity should be in anticipation of growth, not a mechanism
to force growth. While encouraging the use of public transport is in everyone’s interest, the
flawed assumptions and mechanisms of the Draft Urban Renewal Strategy for the corridor
and the draft South District Plan have been embraced by developers and investors but not by
the community. A high volume of negative submissions to these draft proposals were
generated from residents, community organisations and councils. It appears that millions of
dollars in advertising and promotional material have failed to convince communities of the
merits of these plans, as re-zoning has been prioritised over liveability criteria. The
identification of Priority Precincts is underpinned by developer-led planning which is contrary
to the interests of current residents and potential owner-occupiers, and to the principles of
good urban design. The recent Canterbury Road review by the Canterbury-Bankstown
council highlights some of the problems that arise when development is allowed without
community control or attention to liveability and amenity*.

3http://www.catalyst.com.au/Public_files/Fixing_the_trains_in_Sydney_1855_revisited_Sandy_Thomas_August_2013_landsc
ape_format.pdf

4 Canterbury Road review, Canterbury Bankstown Council, July 2017















the most significant along the line and the platform buildings are exceptional. They are
listed on the State Heritage Register as well as locally (like all stations along the line)
under the council LEPs and Rail Corp.

o Hurlstone Park Station group was recommended for State Heritage listing in 2016. Loss
of most of the heritage items at Hurlstone Park will therefore have state as well as local
significance.

o 2 stations (Wiley Park and Punchbowl) will be totally demolished which will result in their
de-listing as heritage items. Wiley Park station has “social and rarity values”.

o The overhead booking office at Dulwich Hill is rare and will be demolished against expert
advice.

o TfNSW has ignored the advice of many experts, and heritage laws, and opted for
heritage destruction and diminution over preservation.

o Contrary to statements in the EIS, heritage items will not be rendered more visible for
greater appreciation. At Marrickville, ribbon canopies will obscure the heritage platform
buildings. Canopies at Canterbury will have visual impacts, and the only remaining
platform building at Hurlstone Park will be less visible.

o The function of many of the heritage buildings will be removed instead of enhanced. The
Hurlstone Park platform buildings have functional toilets, an attractive original waiting
room and shading canopies, for instance.

The heritage impacts will be felt locally, regionally and across the historical NSW rail network.
We_question the methodology underpinning the heritage assessment. There was no overall
heritage analysis conducted:

“Unlisted built heritage items were not assessed as part of this investigation as it was
assumed existing heritage studies which informed inclusion on LEP schedules and the s170
register would have captured all relevant items.” (Section2.1.2 Heritage Impact Assessment)

This is a flawed assumption, as the state, councils and organisations have showed
considerable inertia in identifying and retaining heritage items.

As a local example, the former Canterbury Council failed to endorse a heritage study some
years ago that identified several potential items and possible Heritage Conservation Areas
(HCASs) in the locality. More recently, new items were recommended though the 2016
Hurlstone Park Heritage Assessment Study.

The Metro Heritage Impact Assessment also basically ignores draft or potential heritage
items and conservation areas for Marrickville and Canterbury areas. (point 1.6 “limitations”).
This is a further inconsistency in the EIS, as draft heritage proposals are ignored, while the
draft Urban Renewal Strategy is deemed a strategic context.

Heritage “mitigation” measures are out of touch with community expectations. A photo, a
rescued brick, or a mural, (“heritage interpretation”) will not compensate for the heritage
destruction of our historical buildings.

It is contradictory that the heritage architects who undertook the Impact Assessment,
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- should be “of a minimal size and simple contemporary design that is sympathetic to the
character of the precinct. They should not imitate the original design details; however it is
preferred that similar building materials are used in the external finishes where
appropnate.” (EIS)

- colours should be dark so not to detract from heritage items, orientation should reflect
the original alignment and geometry

The designs for the Metro offer clashing colours (especially lots of blue and white), clashing
materials and forms, such as “pods”, inappropriately large foot-prints and ribbon canopies
and other obtrusive structures. All of these design elements will further negatively impact the
station precincts and local character.

Hurlstone Park should have a more low key design approach than the metro stations at the
larger centres. In particular, the footprint of the new structures at Hurlstone Park is extensive,
with the platforms, stairs and entry all being roofed. Whilst this may mean that someone can
get from the train to the station entry without getting wet, that person would get wet once they
leave the station, so the benefit of the roofing is questionable. The visual impact of the
structures would be minimised if the roofing was not as extensive.

Four lifts are proposed at Hurlstone Park. There will be more patronage at Marrickville and
Dulwich Hill and yet only two lifts are proposed at these much busier stations. The effect of
the two extra lifts is to make the building footprint much larger than necessary. Hence, the

need for four lifts at Hurlstone Park should be reassessed.

Pedestrian crossings

We support the new pedestrian crossings on Crinan Street and Duntroon Street (south).
However, the crossing on Duntroon Street should be in the same location as the existing
traffic island as this location provides a direct pedestrian connection between the station and
the shops, in particular the bottle shop. Fig 8.6 (Vol 1A) shows that the proposed crossing is
further south and skewed to the geometry of the street making it further for people to walk
and possibly more dangerous.

Disabled parking spaces

Currently there are three disabled parking spaces in Hurlstone Park shops — two in the Floss
Street car park and one outside the barber shop on Duntroon Street. Fig 8.6 shows that the
two spaces in the car park are retained and a new disabled space is provided in the
residential area in Duntroon Street. We note that this new disabled space is located at a
considerable distance from the station entry. Fig 8.6 does not show the current disabled
space in front of the barber shop. It would be preferable to retain this existing space on
Duntroon Street (north) and delete the proposed space in Duntroon Street (south) as it is
closer to the station.

Loss of heritage

The attractive heritage buildings along the line are in good condition and have stood for over
100 years. The buildings to replace them will have a much reduced life-span and will look run
down and out-dated within a few decades. The HPA requests that the design be modified so
that existing heritage buildings be retained. If Dulwich Hill does not require line straightening,
then surely the design for Hurlstone Park can be modified.

Mitigation measures are again inadequate.” Heritage interpretations” will in no way
compensate for the heritage destruction planned.
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Submission electronically signed by Kathryn Lumley, President, Hurlstone Park Association,
6 November 2017
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From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfJudith Sinclair
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To: I
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Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Judith Sinclair
Address:

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:
| have attached my submission via pdf document.

Submission: Online Submission from Judith Sinclair (object)
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230699

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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From: |
Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 6:41 AM

To: DPESYDMET Email

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Sally Pertsinidis (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfSally Pertsinidis
Sent: 07 November 2017 06:41:14 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

To: I
Subject: Submission Details for Sally Pertsinidis (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Salli Pertsinidis

Address:

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:

| object to the Sydney Metro. It is expensive, will be very inconvenient to residents for years whilst under construction
and appears to be being used to justify massive overdevelopment along the Sydenham to Bankstown line, which |
also object to. The T3 Bankstown line is perfectly good, and all that is needed is upgraded stations and surrounds,
and greater frequency of trains. | am also concerned that there is a huge gap in the line after Sydenham, which
seems inefficient. People will have to change trains to join the City Circle, decreasing convenience. Also, please don't
wreck heritage railway stations and their precincts with this folly.

!u!mission: !nline !ubmission !om !ally Perlsini!is !object!

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230708

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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From: I

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 8:32 AM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Fran Peaston (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfFran Peaston
Sent: 07 November 2017 08:32:11 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

To: I

Subject: Submission Details for Fran Peaston (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Fran Peaston
Address:

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:
Sydney Metro

| am a regular commuter on the Bankstown-Sydenham railway line. The trains on this line are often crowded and the
journey time from my stop, Hurlstone Park, to the city is excessive. Therefore, | welcome government initiatives to
improve the service.

| do not believe, however, that the proposed Metro is the best option to deliver a befter service.

It simply defies logic and plain old common sense to build a bespoke track for a bespoke train. It's impossible to
believe that the business case for the Metro is more favourable than upgrading existing rail track and stock. The
Metro means two sets of rolling stock which, in turn, means separate drivers and driver training programs, separate
parts and maintenance, and total lack of interoperability. It's hard to avoid the conclusion that The Metro will become a
financial burden on NSW tax-payers.

Then there is the cost of building the Metro. The disruption to existing services while the new track is being built will
hugely inconvenience commuters. The resultant noise and traffic congestion will be absolutely intolerable for local
residents. The families that will lose their homes will be dislocated and struggle to find affordable replacement
housing.

And who will be the winners? The property developers aided and abetted by the government who will erect high rise
apartments that rob neighbours of light and amenity, and destroy the charm of the local community.

| want to register my strong objection to the proposed Metro. | urge the govemment to seek altemate solutions and
spend my tax dollar in a more responsible way.

!ubmission: !nline !ubmission !om Fran Peaston !objeci!

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230716

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
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From: e

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 10:08 AM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Marie Wickens (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfMarie Wickens

Sent: 07 November 2017 10:07:10 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Marie Wickens (object)

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

Name: Marie Wickens

Address:

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content:
| wish to express my deep concerns about the proposed Sydenham to Bankstown Metro.

The anticipated disruption to the the residents and business owners along this corridor has been seriously
underestimated in the EIS. Roads in and around Marrickville are already congested and the addition and constant
movement of numerous construction vehicles and workers will only make matters worse. The hundreds of extra buses
required daily to transport thousands of commuters to work and school ( for at least a year ) while the existing very
efficient passenger service is withdrawn for track, station and bridge modifications can only make movement around
the area even more difficult than at present. Commutes and incidental joumeys will be slower and much more
stressful than at present.

There is no indication in the planning for additional educational and health services to cater for the addition of the
thousands of new residents to be housed in these new apartments. There will be children - lots and lots of them. They
will need to be schooled locally because the traffic and bus services will be too slow for schooling at any distance
from their homes. Hospital services in the west are already streiched, so where are these additional residents to go
when they need medical attention.?

The destruction of numerous heritage buildings (public and private ) is detrimental to the local area. There will be a
huge discord between the traditional and the modern, often poorly designed and constructed, with little care for
outdoor recreational space - a need often neglected but very necessary when thousands of people will be living in
apartment tower blocks. Residents will need additional parks ....where are they?

The loss of thousands of trees along this corridor will be detrimental to the environment in many ways . Tree lined
streets assist in cooling the city by protecting hard surfaced roads and footpaths from reradiating the sun's heat back
into the atmosphere. Even if trees are replaced they will takes years to reach maturity and provide protection. The
destruction of backyard trees in all those houses being resumed wil not help the environment. Swathes of hard
surfaces will ensure that what rain we do get in the area will be lost to stormwater drains.

A much more sensible and practical use of taxpayer funds would be to build a rail link to Badgery's Creek to service
the new airport. The existing Sydenham to Bankstown line works.



!ubmussnon: !nline !ubmission from Marie Wickens (object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230739

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf Oflulie Rudnicka

Sent: 07 November 2017 10:53:10 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Julie Rudnicka of Community member (object)

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

Name: Julie Rudnicka

Oﬁanisation: Communiti member ()

Address:

Belfield, NSW
2191

Content:
Submission for Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade EIS

During construction of the Metro the EIS indicates that there will be significant disruption in the corridor. This will be
caused by rail possessions, full and partial road closures, increased traffic from replacement buses, project related
haulage, works compounds and infrastructure reconfiguration. This disruption will be amplified by the commencement
and completion of residential construction works, related to the Urban Renewal Corridor, between 2019 and 2024.
Additionally, the Metro Project will result in the extensive loss of heritage and other infrastructure across the entire
area.

The conversion of the Sydenham to Bankstown rail line is opposed, for reasons including the following -

+ This is a lost opportunity to extend Sydney's rail network to parts of Sydney that don't currently have a rail service,
* the decoupling of the Sydenham to Bankstown line from the Sydney heavy rail network & the city circle,

+ the reduction in seating per train from 896 to 378,

+ the rail service being leased to a private operator and reducing the public interest & the reinvestment in NSW,

- and the residential over development associated with the introduction of the Metro line.

The response of the Greens NSW Transport Spokesperson, Mehreen Farugi to the Metro EIS, as follows, is agreed
with:

"People living on the Bankstown line should not be subjected to daily chaos while the Liberal-National Government
spends billions on a privately-run Metro that they cannot show offers any benefit to the people of Sydney. The
Government should go back to the drawing board and invest in expanding the public transport network, not handing it
over to corporations.”

Recommendations

That;

- The Sydenham to Bankstown rail service not be converted to a Metro service

- Any extension of the Metro line beyond Sydenham be to suburbs not currently serviced by rail

- Station upgrades and other necessary works be carried out as part of the works schedule for City Rail

That should the Metro construction between Sydenham to Bankstown proceed:

1



- An embargo be placed on planning "upzonings” in the Sydenham to Bankstown Urban Renewal Corridor (SBURC)
until after the proposed completion of the of the Metro Line

- Any residents affected by vibration, noise, light and dust during the construction periocd be appropriately
compensated and facilities made available to ensure they can maintain healthy lives

- Dilapidation reports be done for all properties possibly affected by construction works

Conclusion
Public infrastructure is a good thing that should be encouraged and sustained. Generally, the community is supportive
even when there will be significant imposts. However, the proposed Metro line is not such a case.

The Metro will not be a new rail line. Rather it is the conversion of an existing world class service that will miss the
opportunity to extend Sydney's rail network.

This conversion will come at a price. That price includes disruption, chaos and loss due the nature and impact of the
works, from road bridge removal and congested streets to rail line possessions to loss of built heritage.

Coupled with the massive proposed overdevelopment promoted by the Sydenham to Bankstown Urban Renewal
Corridor it is no wonder that that many residents along the Sydenham to Bankstown Corridor do not think that the pain
of this project is worth the gain to the community.

There are better places to build rail lines & more equitable distribution of increased development & population density!

Julie Rudnicka November 2017

!u!m!ssnon: !nlllne !u!mllss!on !om !ullle !u!mlc!a ol gmmun!ty mem!)er (object)

hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230744

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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From: I

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 11:11 AM
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Subject: FW: Submission Details for Sally Mair {object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfSally Mair

Sent: 07 November 2017 11:10:13 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Sally Mair (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Salli Mair

Address:

HURLSTONE PARK, NSW
2193

Content:
| believe we need to see a complete plan with cost benefit analyses for the proposed residential developments in our
area together with the proposed changes to transport.

The trains are crowded now, and we will see how the new timetables help. The roads are so congested buses don't
have much chance, but it would be good to see a plan assisting with co-ordinated bus/rail/light rail timetables for our
commuting residents. People want to use public transport, and we are not buying the suggestions that the new
"metro" will do anything more than look different.

The changes in our very successful railway system seem to be prioritised above building new comparatively short,
new lines that would help make the whole network more efficient. It would also help get some cars off the roads.

If the money that's going into West Connex had been more thoughtfully allocated we might have had some chance to
consider the future. It will be very different. | have just come back from Japan and note how calm and uncongested
Tokyo is: people do not drive SUVs. The cars are tiny, and are all that's needed by most of the 68 million who live
there.

This State Govt's approach is reactionary not forward thinking. The promises never come true.l walk down George
Street every day and am angry at the lack of apology from the Govt for the disruption to our lives. They have shown a
disregard for what we care about - and the cutting down of tress has been a brutal example of this.

| do not believe that the approved developments - now built in our region - have shown concern for any of the
evidence-based conclusions on what constitutes a liveable, peaceful and environmentally sound lifestyle. Clover
Moore was right when she described our city as a series of unique villages and we need to celebrate the unique
character and heritage where possible to preserve the soul of each area: as we are a country of immigrants gives us
our home and history.

This State Govt shows no sign of meaningful future planning. Building Westconnex is an outstanding example. Roads
will be used very differently in the near future. Let's look at increasing public transport where it is needed, and
reducing care ownership. Offer cheap travel to those on lower incomes wha prabably use the toll roads more that
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those living in :the harbour city".

Rather than concrete, and unbridled cost increases, | would like to see how green space is preserved, and increased
if possible, as the green space becomes even more vital for people living in apartments. Why aren't environmental
new developments including mandatory future proofing e.g. solar panels, grey water recycling etc?

The fact that this is not in place indicates to me how easy the Sate Govt makes it for developers, and | regard the
proposed structural changes with resulting chaos for the residents, and commuters, as more evidence of this.

Please show us the cost benefit analyses, and also show us considered future planning for discussion, and
implementation in an orderly non-disruptive manner.

!U!I‘I’llSSIOI’II !nllne !u!mission from Sally Mair (object)

hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=230754

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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DPESYDMET Email

From: o
Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 12:07 PM

To: DPESYDMET Email

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Lynne Phillips (comments)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfLynne Phillips
Sent: 07 November 2017 12:06:13 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

To: TN

Subject: Submission Details for Lynne Phillips (comments)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Linne Philliis

Address:

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content:

This submission is area specific. It relates to the area from Kays Avenue East to Randall Street Marrickville and takes
in to account the Albermarle Street over rail bridge replacement. Specifically, the area referred to in page 185 of the
Summary of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

The EIS has set out details as to what is expected to occur within this area and in particular, the proposals regarding
the mature vegetation within this area.

Protection before and during construction

It appears from the EIS that it is contemplated that any vegetation remotely inhibiting the construction will be
removed. It is noted that Construction compounds and worksites are to be installed mainly on the southern side of the
railway corridor and that these proposals will have an impact on that area.

There are simply too few mature trees within this area now for this not to be a significantly negative impact. What is
less clear from the published document is that the area already suffers from a significant loss of habitat for animals
and birds. The proposals do not in any way assist in this regard. For example, within the area from Kays Avenue East
to Albermarle Street overbridge there are only three trees of any real size. There are two Grevillea Robusta and a
Camphor Laurel. Regardless that one of these frees is not a native the loss of these trees during the construction
process would be devastating on the local bird and animal life as they are the only trees providing shade, nesting
habitat and shelter for the wildlife in that side of the corridor. The bird life in the railway corridor is substantial,
including such species as wrens, honey eaters, thornbills etc. These bird species themselves may not be endangered
but their local environment is very much threatened and the removal of vegetation within this area will devastate the
already struggling population. Some priority must be given to retaining the existing vegetation in this area wherever
possible - this priority must be recognised and addressed before construction commences and variations made where
necessary.

Shrubby heath plants such as Kunzea ambigua & Lomandra longifolia are located in this area and are believed to be
the remnant of indigenous plants of the area. These will be lost if no protection is offered.

It is clear that for the Albermarie Street bridge extension trees will need to be remaoved from the northern boundary of
the bridge extension site. These include Callistemon and a large Grevillea Robusta. What is again less clear is how
far such tree removal will go. The removal of any mature trees should be restricted to the bare minimum to ensure
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that the amenity of the locality is not lost. There is no point in removing 80 year old trees and replacing them with
month old plants. There must be a commitment to replace with these trees with similar species and with plants of a
substantial size as well as an ongoing arrangement to see them established.

Similarly, with the proposals for the Randall Street area it appears that the existing Camphor Laurel trees will be
removed to enable trucks to access to location. Again, these trees are the only mature trees in the immediate area
and provide nesting and shelter for animals and birds alike. This is also a small residential street, so consideration
must be given to the impact these proposals have on these areas. The area for the proposed substation has already
been cleared of any trees- including trees that may have been able to provide shelter for construction huts and
privacy for the adjoining owners.

Maintenance during construction

Similarly, during construction there needs to be a commitment to maintain the environment so far as it is possible- this
should be a priority rather than an afterthought or by product of some other activity.

It is understood that circumstances will change once construction commences but a proposal that includes the
maintenance and protection of what little vegetation is there now will enhance the area and the ongoing relationships
with the adjoining community.

Remediation following construction

The proposal that the southern area of the corridor be returfed at the end of construction is a negative one. The turf
will not grow without ongoing maintenance and that includes regular mowing and a large use of water. A better
approach for the environment would be to have the area remediated by the planting of native species suitable to the
area. These could be intense plantings of bushes and ground covers which would have the effect of retaining the sail,
stabilising the area and providing the habitat necessary for the local wildlife. This benefits the residents and would
likely also reduce any noise from the railway and, once established, would be more cost effective as ongoing
maintenance would be reduced. The Development Control plan devised by the Inner West Council lists the relevant
species of plants that are preferred for this area, so the information and skill base for deciding what to plant is
available already.

Our community has many groups willing to work with the Government and independent contractors to better improve
our bushland. The technology and skill base is readily available to advise the Department and the Contractors on the
best ways of joining both the proposed construction with the immediate environment and the remediation of the
railway corridor as a whole. This area appears to be an overlooked opportunity for restoration of a lot of habitats for
plants and animals - with such restoration benefiting locals and all residents of the inner west alike.

This an opportunity. We get one go at this - the area after the installation of the railway needs to be enhanced, not left
in a worse state than it is now. There is an obligation on all of us to do better, to see that improvements are made and
to generally progress the area, not just in the provision of updated transport, but the general remediation and
reinstatement of the nature habitat for wildlife in general. This cannot fail to have a beneficial effect on all Sydney
residents.

It is unrealistic to approach the development of the Sydney Metro Sydenham to Bankstown upgrade as if it was a
series of unrelated events, all the works relate to each other and the use of the corridor has to take into account that it
is currently a natural habitat, albeit a degraded one, for many plants and animals. The will be no way to regain what is
lost if the issues are not addressed at the commencement of construction phase and with a remediation commitment
at the end of construction.

As referred to above there are community groups and individuals willing to work with the contractors to achieve these
results.

Albermarle Street Bridge extension

In addition to the above as Albermarle Street is a small residential street the bridge design must be of a low impact
design. The approaches to the bridge should not be so large as to deflect from the heritage conservation area that it is
located in but blend into the surroundings as much as possible. The design of this bridge cannot have the same visual
impact as would be required for a bridge located on a major road. There can be no “one design fits all' concept.

Due to the difficult nature of the approaches to both sides of the bridge traffic calming measures may be required in
the approaches on both sides.

ubmission: Online submission frrom Lynne Hlips (comments
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DPESYDMET Email

From: .

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 12:32 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Malcolm Fraser of Personal (comments)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfMalcolm Fraser

Sent: 07 November 2017 12:31:12 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
;:;Jject: Submission Details for Malcolm Fraser of Personal (comments)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Malcolm Fraser

Orianisation: Personal iNot Aiilicable)

Address:
Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content:
This submission relates to Marmrickville Station

Could there be car parking provisions. At present car parking is not provided in contrast to Sydenham & Tempe
stations whose car parks are always well patronised.

Could there be provisions to set down & pick up both at the lower street level & the lllawarra Rd level

!u!mission: !nline !u!mllss!on !om Halcolm !raser o! !ersonal !comments)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230781

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501




000123

DPESYDMET Email

From: .

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 2:24 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Katie Hendry (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfKatie Hendry
Sent: 07 November 2017 14:23:13 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

To: I
Subject: Submission Details for Katie Hendry (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Katie Hendi

Address:

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:

The Metro conversion of this line is not justified because: Capacity and congestion issues are over-stated and could
be resolved by alternative means including signalling and timetable upgrades, tunnelling for short lengths in the
existing system, and improving (not privatising) bus services.

The temporary transport strategy set out in the EIS is insufficient and will cause delays and stress to the 100,000
commuters who travel the corridor each day during the construction period. The EIS notes that the estimated 101
extra buses per hour required will not be feasible as they would cause traffic congestion through Marrickville and
Sydenham

In summary, the plans to replace the existing, historic Sydenham-Bankstown rail line represents a missed opportunity
to showcase the corridor's heritage, to celebrate its diversity, and to explore and develop public transport options in
other areas lacking this facility. The metro is not in the public interest but is enabling the over-development of the
corridor.

!u!mission: !nline !u!mission from Katie Hendry (object)

hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230840

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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DPESYDMET Email

From: -

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 4:17 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Kevin Cheng (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfKevin Cheng

Sent: 07 November 2017 16:17:13 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
;::i:iject: Submission Details for Kevin Cheng (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Kevin Cheni

Address:

Campsie, NSW
2194

Content:
As the chairperson of the Owner's Corporation of 49-51 Anglo Rd, Campsie, we object to the location of the
substation on Lilian St. It is in close proximity to our properties and others.

We believe the substation should be relocated further along Lilian St towards Campsie RSL, as there are no
residential properties impacted by it. This would make the most sense.

Another suggestion would be to build it to the east of the "access to services building", so it is directly opposite the
RSL carpark. Then the two buildings "access to substation" and "access to services building" would be "swapped".

As for the design of the substation, we believe it should be appropriately fenced off and covered, with neutral colours.
Size (especially height) should be minimised so it is not able to be seen from the street. Landscaping, including trees,
shrubs and grass, should also be a priority in that area.

As residents, we understand that the substation must be placed somewhere but it doesn't make sense for it to be built
so close to residential homes.

As Lilian Lane, Campsie is already a crowded area with no clear pathway for pedestrians, I'd like to see the "shared
path" be clearly marked for pedestrian and cyclist use.

In terms of construction and impacts, we disagree with the construction hours during possessions. To have 24-hour
construction periods during this time (which are usually weekends) are not appropriate. It should be limited to the
same times as standard hours. This will minimise impacts on residents.

Furthermore, 18 truck movements per hour between 6pm-7am is totally unacceptable.

!ubmission: !nline !ubmission from Kevin Cheng (object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230853

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
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DPESYDMET Email
From: - |

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 5:54 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Peter Manning (comments)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfPeter Manning
Sent: 07 November 2017 17:53:10 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

To: I
Subject: Submission Details for Peter Manning (comments)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Peter Mannini

Address:

Dulwich Hill, NSW
2203

Content:

When | bought in to Dulwich Hill eight years ago, the close availability of public transport was a key factor that
attracted me fo the suburb, along with the cottage typed of housing, the backyards, local heritage values and the
multicultural community.

| have been served extremely well by the existing Bankstown line. It is a pleasure to travel on. It saves me time and
money, whether | am going to work at UTS or to the Opera House for a concert. The regularity and reliability of the
line is a feature and there is never a need to wait longer than 20 minutes for a train, usually much less.

| could not believe it when | heard that the State Government declared that they would replace the existing line with a
new one that would cut waiting times further. There is, in my opinion, no demand for changing this line in my district.

To understand the rational behind this decision | attended community consultation sessions devoted to the gains to be
had from the new Metro line. i was extremely underwhelmed. | heard of replacing the historic Dulwich Hill station with
something that looked like Chatswood! | saw stupid drawings of people mixing happily on a hill and no-one could
show me the data that showed community demands for change. | was appalled and wondered why the government
was wasting its money on replacing a perfectly good train line.

The tone of the meeting was also "fait accompli” - this was what was coming whether you liked it or not but "we"
would consider amendments to the proposal if they fitted "our" vision. This made a mockery of community
consultation.

Finally, | saw leaflets and the exhibition of the line. Again, | saw inaccuracies, false promises and contradictions - for
example, a denial that the line would be privatised in the near future, the alleged 66 kilometres of new track (a lie) and
the claim of trains every 10 minutes (it could simply be done now).

Then came the late revelation in an official leaflet to end any possibility of support for this "Metro" line: Dulwich Hill
residents would be the worst affected by construction companies for the line, would suffer the greatest decibel
volumes throughout the days and nights of works, buses and trucks would be racing through our streets at double the
current capacity and the carpark near the station would be halved. ALL THIS FOR FIVE YEARS in to the future!

| find it extraordinary, even politically, that any government could try this project on with the people of south west
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Sydney. Are they trying to lose the next election, destroy the inner city or both?

| am yet to see the figures on the cost of building this white elephant. | am sure the funds could be better spent in
areas of Sydney that are desperate for cheap, public, train travel. Save the money and spend it where its needed!

ubmission: Uniline submission m Feter ivianning (comments
htps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230889

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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DPESYDMET Email

From: |

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 6:15 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Vivienne Martin (cbject)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfVivienne Martin
Sent: 07 November 2017 18:15:13 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To: I

Subject: Submission Details for Vivienne Martin (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Vivienne Martin
Address:

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:

| wish to make a submission about the Sydenham to Bankstown corridor. | believe there has not been adequate
thought given to infrastructure such as traffic, schools, health services if the private transport developer is also the
developer for up to 25 story appartment blocks.

As an early childhood educator | am particularly concerned about outdoor space for children to play. As we know
there is an epidemic of obesity. | am worried that although Lakemba, Bankstown and Belmore may not have the same
'voice' as Dulwich Hill, Marrickville and Hurlstone Park ends, that the more disadvantaged areas will be further
disadvantaged.

| am also worried about public assets put in private hands. We know that planning that has a monetary motive is
rarely in the public interest. We have a well functioning railway line that take commuters to and from the city on double
decker trains on a good railway line. Why disrupt life for 100,000's of residence for 2 years in order to downgrade a
service?

All this goes to make Sydney a more and more unattractive and unlivable city. Its such a shame.

ubmission: Online Submission from Vivienne Martin (objec
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230891

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=B256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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From: |

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 6:31 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Jeannie Messer (comments)

F_rnm: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfJeannie Messer

Sent: 07 November 2017 18:31:15 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
;3i:|ject: Submission Details for Jeannie Messer (comments)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Jeannie Messer

Address:

Marrickville, NSW

2204

Content:

| am making a submission about the substation to be built behind Albermarle and Randall Streets in Marrickville. |
have the following concerns about this facility:

The proposed height of 4.5 metres is too high. 3 Metres is more in keeping with the surrounding buildings.

| also have concerns about the noise - both during construction and during its operation after construction when, |
believe, it will make a constant humming noise which will have a considerable negative impact on the residents.

To mitigate these above issues, | request that a screen of trees be planted to minimise the visual impact and absorb
some of the noise.

!u!mission: !nline !ubmission |rom !eannie Iaesser !comments!

hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230895

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view site&id=3501




000128



000129

DPESYDMET Email

From: S
Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 8:20 PM

To: DPESYDMET Email

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Maggie Galley (comments)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfMaggie Galley

Sent: 07 November 2017 20:20:10 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Maggie Galley (comments)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Maiiie Gallei

Address:

Dulwich Hill, NSW
2203

Content:

My concerns are below:

- Access to each of the stations

- Alternative Energy infrastructure
- During the build

- Timetable beyond the peak hour

1. Access to the the station

| don't believe that access has been dealt with appropriately. The very flashy document says that all stations will be
fully accessible however | cannot see in any of the development plans of each of the stations that will be upgraded
adequate access. | have noticed that underground stations have escalators but travelators take everyone including
elderly and mothers with children.

If the number of commuters are increasing then one lift to go up to street level and down to the station in my view is in
adequate. | believe travelators should be installed at each of the stations that are being upgraded. This would clearly
take the transport system into the future.

2 Alternative Energy

There is no mention of a plan for alternative energy. Why is this so? Do we not need to plan for the next 20 years??
Surely Solar Panels could be installed now on each of the stations with planning to add battery technology when that
technology is more advanced. In the meantime the solar energy from the solar panels could be directed at the very
least for use on the station.

3. During the build

| understand that to build and develop such a plan will mean inconvenience. | am unclear just how this will be
managed | am hoping the disruption will not happen on work days as this will add quite significant travel time to some
commuters that probably can ill afford the additional time for their travel on their work days.

4. The information says that there will be trains every 4 minutes however | curious to know what will be the train
timetable at other times?

!ubmission: !nline !ubmission !om Maggie !alley ,comments!

hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/7action=view activity&id=230900
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DPESYDMET Email

From: I

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 8:27 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Horst Thiele (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfHorst Thiele

Sent: 07 November 2017 20:27:12 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Horst Thiele (object)

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

Name: Horst Thiele

Address:

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content;

Personal Submission to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Sydney Metro Sydenham to
Bankstown Upgrade

Name: Horst Thiele

Address: 17 Hurstone Ave Hurlstone Park 2193

Application number: SSI 17_8256

| consent to my name being published

| have no reportable donations to disclose

| object to the proposal to upgrade the Bankstown Line from Sydenham to Bankstown to metro standards.

The Metro conversion of this line is not justified because:

Capacity and congestion issues are over-stated and could be resolved by alternative means including signalling and
timetable upgrades, tunneling for short lengths in the existing system, and improving (not privatising) bus services.
Accessibility (including lifts) and safety issues can and should be addressed now, without a Metro conversion.
Marmrickville station has recently been upgraded with lifts and lifts can be installed at Dulwich Hill and Huristone Park
stations without a Metro.

Justifications based on growth and the need for increased housing supply are contested particularly because this
corridor is already densely populated.

The temporary transport strategy set out in the EIS is insufficient and will cause delays and stress to

the 100,000 commuters who travel the corridor each day during the construction period. The EIS notes that the
estimated 101 extra buses per hour required will not be feasible as they would cause traffic congestion through
Marrickville and Sydenham. How will people travel to work and school in reasonable time?

The construction process will be enormously disruptive to the residents of Hurlstone Park. These disruptions include:
&#61623; potential vibrational damage to dwellings

&#61623; properties close to the railway line will be impacted by extra noise during construction, sometimes at night
and by noisy heavy machinery. This includes many schools and child care

centres, as well as homes and businesses. The EIS has flagged that construction is likely to occur outside standard
hours.

&#61623; some properties, including heritage listed properties, close to the project may suffer damage from vibration.
This includes the Sugar House and the new units backing onto Canterbury Rd

&#61623; streets in Huristone Park acting as "haulage routes”, such as sections of Crinan, Garnet, Kilbride, and
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Melford Streets will have heavy truck traffic, noise and dust during
construction periods.

&#61623; The lack of a clear strategy for the already congested Canterbury Rd which will be rendered almost
impassable for many months.

Community consultation has been inadequate and information biased and misleading. The

brochures and EIS do little to explain the negative impacts of the EIS such as the huge disruption for commuters. The
EIS is largely inaccessible to the public due to its length, complexity and the short time allowed to make a
consultation, only 2 months. Community information sessions have been

poorly attended, reflective of a lack of community engagement.

The environmental impacts are unacceptable, including:

&#61623; increased greenhouse gas emissions

&#61623; the environmental cost of demolition of structures that have stood for more than 100 years,

and new construction with a significantly reduced life-span and aesthetic.

The planned heritage destruction and diminution along the line is reckless:

&#61623; the demolition of rare, exceptional and high-value heritage-listed items is wasteful

&#61623; station designs do not represent local character and refiect a branding exercise by the NSW Government

The Bankstown Line is a functioning rail line, which can easily be removed from the City Circle by means other than
disconnecting it from the Sydney Trains network., e.g. the Bankstown Line could terminate in Redfern or Central
(easy change options in all directions in Redfern (Redfern could be converted to a major interchange, offloading the
passengers from the Bankstown Line to the Northem Line, Western Line, Inner West and South Line, Eastern Subs
and lllawarra Line and City Circle), then the Bankstown Line could terminate at one of the superfluous ‘country’
platforms at Central Station).

Creating capacity as described above would allow increased services on the City Circle by the Inner West and East
Hills Lines AND would allow to increase the capacity of the Bankstown Line, which is only constrained by the City
Circle. The Bankstown Line could be split in half like the East Hills Line with 10min interval all station services to say
Belmore and 10min interval services not stopping until Belmore - creating REAL time savings for travellers from
suburbs west of Campsie. AT PRESENT the proposed services ARE WORSE than those currently enjoyed by
commuters (The glossy brochure is misleading declaring current travel times as 'up to' - meaning the "all stations' train
- and claiming a 'up to 7 minute' gain for Bankstown - there is actually no gain to the current express services and the
aim should be to provide ALL DAY and FASTER express services by splitting the line as suggested above a la the
East Hills model 'all stations to Revesby' and 'first stop Revesby' and the lllawarra line's 'all stations to Hurstville' and
‘frist stop Hurstville'.

There are many districts under-serviced by fast public fransport in Sydney - the Sydenham to Bankstown corridor is
not one of them. It is a waste of public funds, which could be much better used to extend the metro into an area
without current train connection and to keep the Bankstown Line unchanged. This would be a much better retum for
taxpayer funds.

In summary, the plans to replace the existing, historic Sydenham-Bankstown rail line represents a

missed opportunity to showcase the corridor's heritage, to celebrate its diversity, and to explore and

develop public transport options in other areas lacking this facility.

The metro is not in the public interest but is enabling the over development of the corridor.

ubmission: Online Submission from Horst Thiele (obje:
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230904

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=B8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view site&id=3501
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Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no
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Name: Martin Thiele

Address:

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:

Personal Submission to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Sydney Metro Sydenham to
Bankstown Upgrade

Name: Martin Thiele

Address: 17 Hurstone Ave Hurlstone Park 2193

Application number: SSI 17_8256

| consent to my name being published

| have no reportable donations to disclose

| object to the proposal to upgrade the Bankstown Line from Sydenham to Bankstown to metro standards.

The Metro conversion of this line is not justified because:

Capacity and congestion issues are over-stated and could be resolved by alternative means including signalling and
timetable upgrades, tunneling for short lengths in the existing system, and improving (not privatising) bus services.
Accessibility (including lifts) and safety issues can and should be addressed now, without a Metro conversion.
Marmrickville station has recently been upgraded with lifts and lifts can be installed at Dulwich Hill and Huristone Park
stations without a Metro.

Justifications based on growth and the need for increased housing supply are contested particularly because this
corridor is already densely populated.

The temporary transport strategy set out in the EIS is insufficient and will cause delays and stress to

the 100,000 commuters who travel the corridor each day during the construction period. The EIS notes that the
estimated 101 extra buses per hour required will not be feasible as they would cause traffic congestion through
Marrickville and Sydenham. How will people travel to work and school in reasonable time?

The construction process will be enormously disruptive to the residents of Hurlstone Park. These disruptions include:
potential vibrational damage to dwellings

properties close to the railway line will be impacted by extra noise during construction, sometimes at night and by
noisy heavy machinery. This includes many schools and child care

cenfres, as well as homes and businesses. The EIS has flagged that construction is likely to occur outside standard
hours.

some properties, including heritage listed properties, close to the project may suffer damage from vibration. This
includes the Sugar House and the new units backing onta Canterbury Rd

streets in Hurlstone Park acting as "haulage routes”, such as sections of Crinan, Garnet, Kilbride, and Melford Streets

1



will have heavy truck traffic, noise and dust during
construction periods.

The lack of a clear strategy for the already congested Canterbury Rd which will be rendered almost impassable for
many months.

Community consultation has been inadequate and information biased and misleading. The

brochures and EIS do little to explain the negative impacts of the EIS such as the huge disruption for commuters. The
EIS is largely inaccessible to the public due to its length, complexity and the short time allowed to make a
consultation, only 2 months. Community information sessions have been

poorly attended, reflective of a lack of community engagement.

The environmental impacts are unacceptable, including:

increased greenhouse gas emissions

the environmental cost of demolition of structures that have stood for more than 100 years,

and new construction with a significantly reduced life-span and aesthetic.

The planned heritage destruction and diminution along the line is reckless:

the demolition of rare, exceptional and high-value heritage-listed items is wasteful

station designs do not represent local character and reflect a branding exercise by the NSW Government

The Bankstown Line is a functioning rail line, which can easily be removed from the City Circle by means other than
disconnecting it from the Sydney Trains network., e.g. the Bankstown Line could terminate in Redfern or Central
(easy change options in all directions in Redfern (Redfern could be converted to a major interchange, offloading the
passengers from the Bankstown Line to the Northem Line, Western Line, Inner West and South Line, Eastern Subs
and lllawarra Line and City Circle), then the Bankstown Line could terminate at one of the superfluous ‘country’
platforms at Central Station).

Creating capacity as described above would allow increased services on the City Circle by the Inner West and East
Hills Lines AND would allow to increase the capacity of the Bankstown Line, which is only constrained by the City
Circle. The Bankstown Line could be split in half like the East Hills Line with 10min interval all station services to say
Belmore and 10min interval services not stopping until Belmore - creating REAL time savings for travellers from
suburbs west of Campsie. AT PRESENT the proposed services ARE WORSE than those currently enjoyed by
commuters (The glossy brochure is misleading declaring current travel times as 'up to' - meaning the "all stations' train
- and claiming a 'up to 7 minute' gain for Bankstown - there is actually no gain to the current express services and the
aim should be to provide ALL DAY and FASTER express services by splitting the line as suggested above a la the
East Hills model 'all stations to Revesby' and 'first stop Revesby' and the lllawarra line's 'all stations to Hurstville' and
‘frist stop Hurstville'.

There are many districts under-serviced by fast public fransport in Sydney - the Sydenham to Bankstown corridor is
not one of them. It is a waste of public funds, which could be much better used to extend the metro into an area
without current train connection and to keep the Bankstown Line unchanged. This would be a much better retum for
taxpayer funds.

In summary, the plans to replace the existing, historic Sydenham-Bankstown rail line represents a

missed opportunity to showcase the corridor's heritage, to celebrate its diversity, and to explore and

develop public transport options in other areas lacking this facility.

The metro is not in the public interest but is enabling the over development of the corridor.

ubmission: Online Submission from Martin Thiele (obje
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230910

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=B8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view site&id=3501
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Address:

Hurlstone Park, NSW
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Content;

Re: The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Sydney Metro Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade

| object to the proposal to for the "Metro” upgrade to the Bankstown Line from Sydenham to Bankstown.

The Metro conversion of this line is not justified. There are other ways to resolve the capacity and congestion issues
such as signalling and timetable upgrades, tunnelling for short lengths in the existing system, and by improving light
rail, and bus services. We have beautiful heritage buildings on our stations that should not be destroyed. The
government of the 1960s short-sightedly destroyed the tram network in Sydney and 50 years later, it seems the
government is again making short-sighted and irreversible decisions that will impact the liveability of the city by, for
example, burdening a small part of Sydney with an unfair increase in population, and by privatising the bus system in
the misguided belief that a private operator will be able to make their way faster through congested streets.

The justifications based on population growth and the need for increased housing supply is nonsense. This corridor is
already densely populated and lacks adequate green space for healthy living. Numerous objections have been raised
in response to draft plans to increase the population density of the Sydenham to Bankstown corridor and this has not
been resolved. There are no plans for increased green space and parks, no plans to improve the capacity of
Canterbury Road, and the only way to increase the capacity of schools is to build towers in the tiny patch of open
space that we called playgrounds in the public schools of these suburbs. There is no master planning to control
design and green space, outcomes are in the hands of developers motivated by profit and not by the enhancement of
the liveability of this part of Sydney.

In summary, the plans to replace the existing, historic Sydenham-Bankstown rail line is a poor decision that needs to
be reconsidered.

The metro is not in the public interest but is enabling the over development of the corridor.

ubmission: Online Submission from Genevieve object
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view _activity&id=230914

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view _job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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is already an existing substation housing further to the west in a much appropriate site as it is screened by trees, is
opposite a parking lot to the south and a park to the north and is geographically set down from residential houses.
Again no modelling or information on the location, size, built characteristics and impacts of the proposed substation
has been provided in the EIS.

*Vibration effects from new service - Currently residents along the existing corridor *feel' when a train passes via its
vibration effects in passing. Where we live, at most this is every 15 minutes, as both up & down lines tend to pass
each other at the same time. What are the vibration impacts of the new train? We will have trains vibrating past our
house every 4 minutes, possibly every 2 minutes if they are not synced in front of our house. Once again there is no
clear discussion on significantly increased vibration effects of the proposed new trains to residential properties (and
resident sanity) along the corridor.

*Fencing - The EIS mentions installation of fencing along the corridor, but there is no further explanation on this
subject. Where is this new fencing to be located? What is wrong with existing fencing? What height and
characteristics will proposed new fencing have? Will the existing low fencing - where present - be replaced by tall
eyesores with the visual amenity of a detention centre? In addition, will existing screening vegetation and cover be
destroyed in this process? No information is provided on fencing impacts to suggest otherwise.

*Worksites - a worksite is planned for opposite our house but the actual reality of what that will entail is not detailed in
the EIS i.e. it is described in vague terms....there may be this done to the area or may be that done....which makes it
hard to comment on!

For these above reasons and more we believe the EIS is poorly developed and inadequate for this advanced stage of
public consultation.

Why replace the existing line? - As an existing user, capacity and congestion issues appear over-stated and could be
resolved by alternative means including signalling and timetable upgrades and improving (not privatising) bus
services. We believe the Metro conversion of this line is also not justified overall because:

* Accessibility (including lifts) and safety issues can and should be addressed now, without a Metro conversion.

* Justifications based on growth and the need for increased housing supply are contested particularly because this
corridor is already densely populated.

* The Government has not considered other infrastructure options such as decentralisation, and rural investment or a
strategy for Parramatta Rd with a rapid bus transit system.

* The temporary transport strategy set out in the EIS is insufficient and will cause delays and stress to the 100,000
commuters who travel the corridor each day during the construction period. The EIS notes that the estimated 101
extra buses per hour required will not be feasible as they would cause traffic congestion through Marrickville and
Sydenham. How will people travel to work and school in reasonable time?

* The environmental impacts are unacceptable, including increased greenhouse gas emissions and the environmental
cost of demolition of structures that have stood for more than 100 years, and new constructions with a significantly
reduced life-span and aesthetic.

* The planned heritage destruction and diminution along the line is reckless because of its wasteful demoilition of rare,
exceptional and high-value heritage-listed items and station designs do not represent local character and reflect a
branding exercise by the NSW Government

Locally the Metro construction process will be enormously disruptive to the residents of Huristone Park. These
disruptions include:

&#9679; potential vibration damage to dwellings from construction processes.

&#9679; properties close to the railway line will be impacted by extra noise during construction, sometimes at night.
This includes many schools and child care centres, as well as homes and businesses. The EIS has flagged that
construction is likely to occur outside standard hours.

&#9679; streets in Hurlstone Park acting as "haulage routes”, such as sections of Crinan, Garnet, Kilbride, and
Melford Streets will have heavy truck traffic, noise and dust during construction periods.

&#9679; The lack of a clear strategy for the already congested Canterbury Rd which will be rendered almost
impassable for many months.

Community consultation has been inadequate and information biased and misleading. The brochures and EIS do little
to clearly explain the short and long-term negative impacts of the Metro on residents and how mitigation will actually
counteract these. The EIS looks pretty but is largely inaccessible to the public due to its length, complexity and the
short time allowed to make a consultation.

The Sydney Metro is not in the public interest as it politically enables the over development of the Bankstown corridor.
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Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Kate Daiii

Address:

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:

| can not understand why the existing rail line is being replaced at considerable expense and disruption. It is not as if
the current system is not working. The inner western suburbs of Sydney are suffering from development fatigue. It
never seems to stop - the noise, the traffic issues during and after development, the loss of community, heritage and
green spaces is relentless. | have friends who live on the North side of Sydney - they seem not to suffer what we do in
the Canterbury area. | though the elected government was meant to act for all not just where their majority lives. This
is negligent behavior and spending of taxpayers (so mine) money!

!u!mission: !nline !ubmission !om Kate Dally !object!

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230924

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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From: ]
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From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfRehana Azhar
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To: IR

Subject: Submission Details for Rehana Azhar (support)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Rehana Azhar
Address:

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:

Personal Submission to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Sydney Metro Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
Name: Rehana Azhar

Address: 36 Canterton Street, Huristone Park NSW 2193

Application number: SSI 17_8256

| object to the proposal to upgrade the Bankstown Line from Sydenham to Bankstown to metro standards.

The Metro conversion of this line is not justified because:

Capacity and congestion issues are over-stated and could be resolved by alternative means including signalling and
timetable upgrades, tunnelling for short lengths in the existing system, and improving (not privatising) bus services.
Accessibility (including lifts) and safety issues can and should be addressed now, without a Metro conversion.
Marrickville station has recently been upgraded with lifts and lifts can be installed at Dulwich Hill and Huristone Park
stations without a Metro.

Justifications based on growth and the need for increased housing supply are contested particularly because this
corridor is already densely populated.

The Government has not considered other infrastructure options such as decentralisation, and rural investment or a
strategy for Parramatta Rd, in need of renewal and a rapid bus transit system.

The temporary transport strategy set out in the EIS is insufficient and will cause delays and stress to the 100,000
commuters who fravel the corridor each day during the construction period. The EIS notes that the estimated 101
extra buses per hour required will not be feasible as they would cause traffic congestion through Marrickville and
Sydenham. How will people travel to work and school in reasonable time?

The construction process will be enormously disruptive to the residents of Hurlstone Park. These disruptions include:

* potential vibrational damage to dwellings

* properties close to the railway line will be impacted by extra noise during construction, sometimes at night and by
noisy heavy machinery. This includes many schools and child care centres, as well as homes and businesses. The
EIS has flagged that construction is likely to occur outside standard hours.

* some properties, including heritage listed properties, close to the project may suffer "cosmetic” damage from
vibration. This includes the Sugar House and the new units backing onto Canterbury Rd

* streets in Hurlstone Park acting as "haulage routes”, such as sections of Crinan, Garnet, Kilbride, and Melford
Streets will have heavy truck traffic, noise and dust during construction periods.

* The lack of a clear strategy for the already congested Canterbury Rd which will be rendered almost impassable for
many months.



Community consultation has been inadequate and information biased and misleading. The brochures and EIS do little
to explain the negative impacts of the EIS such as the huge disruption for commuters. The EIS is largely inaccessible
to the public due to its length, complexity and the short time allowed to make a consultation, only 2 months.
Community information sessions have been poorly attended, reflective of a lack of community engagement.

The environmental impacts are unacceptable, including:

* increased greenhouse gas emissions

* the environmental cost of demolition of structures that have stood for more than 100 years, and new construction
with a significantly reduced life-span and aesthetic.

The planned heritage destruction and diminution along the line is reckless:

* the demolition of rare, exceptional and high-value heritage-listed items is wasteful

* station designs do not represent local character and reflect a branding exercise by the NSW Government

In summary, the plans to replace the existing, historic Sydenham-Bankstown rail line represents a missed opportunity
to showcase the corridor's heritage, to celebrate its diversity, and to explore and develop public transport options in
other areas lacking this facility.

The metro is not in the public interest but is enabling the over development of the corridor.

Signature ...Rehana Azhar..........cccceeiiceeieciiiccccen.

ubmission: Online Submission from Rehana Azhar (support
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230928

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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From: |

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 9:35 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Mary Nikolakopoulos (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfMary Nikolakopoulos
Sent: 07 November 2017 21:35:09 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

To: NN
Subject: Submission Details for Mary Nikolakopoulos (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Mai Nikolakoioulos

Address:

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content:

Strongly disagree building already oversupplied units is want we need .. far too many unoccupied units in Sydney
already ..bedrooms far to small as developers trying tk squeeze more units intto limited space ..some just about
unlivable especially fod families illawarra rd already showing signs of cracks, strain from current units being built
without adding more ...

Overshadowing also a major issue ..my mum is legally blind ..has become increasingly difficult for her to freely walk
(been doing so for over 45 years) with units already on illawarra rd ..shadows from buildings casting bark
patches..feels gloomy with skylinew blocking sun etc...

Proposal also has units on corner lllawarra Rd & Renwick St..why punishing residents...black spot so no right tum
towards illawarra rd ..Renwick Street basically single storey houses why forcing visual pollution of units on a
dangerous Street on an incline..what do we get for all the noise & traffic?

NO benefits to residents, just more traffic, reduced sunlight, noise ..major disruptions ..only winners are developers
...need to stop & swing support for any proposal to the residents not just developers ... stop ruining our area for selfish
developers $$$ ..yes need peogle need housing ..how about actually asking the types people want Eg townhouses
etc keep in line with character of neighbourhood...weren't downtown Hong Kong..

ubmission: Online Submission from Mary Nikolakopoulos (obje
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230932

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no
Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Jane Bardell
Address:

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content;

There is no need to replace a well functioning heavy rail line with a different rail line. The Metro is being used as a
pretext to upzone and overdevelop areas near railway stations.

| am certain the cost of building the new line will outweigh the benefits. The journey from marrickville into the city is
set to decrease by a maximum of 4 minutes, which will have little effect on our lives.

| would much prefer to see the money put towards improving high speed long distance public transport options to
encourage the population growth in less built up and more affordable areas.

The new line will no longer stop directly at St Peters, Erskineville and Redfern stations decreasing access to these
areas including Newtown's entertainment and restaurant district. This is a reduction in our current services.

| am concemed about the incompatability of all these new trains with existing lines increasing the nees to change
trains and thereby delay cross city journeys.

| strongly disagree with the privatisation of the operation of the Metro .

The heritage of our railway stations needs to be respected and preserved. No loss of historic railway stations is
acceptable.

| am concemed about the impact on the commercial businesses on lllawarra Rd

| am concemed about the closure of a significant portion and disruption to the rest of McNeilly Park during
construction. It is an important greenspace for an already densely populated area.

!U!I‘nISSIOI‘lZ !nlme !U!mISSIOD |!om !ane !ar!e" !0!]9!“

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230940

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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Name: Andrei Fedoseev

Address:

Waverton, NSW
2060

Content;

The Metro project is being used as a pretext to and overdevelop areas near railway stations. The proposed change
affects the least busy T3 train line, which does not require capacity increase.

The change-over from the current railway line to the metro will involve massive and unwarranted disruption to rail
services and traffic as the new line, new stations and new bridges are built.

The possessions of the line during 10 school holiday periods plus an unspecified time for final possession is
extremely disruptive to all communities along the line.

The new line will no longer stop directly at St Peters, Erskineville and Redfern stations decreasing access to these
areas including Newtown's entertainment and restaurant district. This is a reduction in our current services.

The Alexandria / Erskineville station between proposed Sydenham and Waterloo stations is missing - currently there
is a 5km gap between stations which is never the case in the cities with metro systems in place.

| am concemed about the traffic congestion, traffic delays, diversion, access and parking restrictions during
construction and possession. It will be very difficult to navigate Marrickville when the lllawarra Rd railway bridge and
the Charlotte St underpass are being upgraded.

| am concemed about the impact on the commercial businesses on lllawarra Rd as well as the closure of a significant
portion of McNeilly Park during construction.

!u!m;ssmn: !nllne !U!mISSIOD |!0m !n!rey !e!oseev !o!ject!

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230948

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
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Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no
Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Fiona Rimes

Address:

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content;
Attention, Director Transport Assessments
| object to the conversion of the current railway line from Sydenham to Bankstown to a Metro Line.

The current Railway Line can be maintained without the conversion by allowing trains to terminate at Sydenham and
passengers transferring to the Sydney/ Northwest Metro. This is an unwarranted conversion that is expensive and will
have a negative environmental impact for the residents living along the rail corridor. As a resident of Marrickville | will
focus my arguments on this Suburb.

During construction of the Metro there will be significant disruption in Marrickville. This will be caused by rail
possessions, full and partial road closures, increased traffic from replacement buses, project related haulage, works
compounds, construction noise til 10pm at night and infrastructure reconfiguration. This disruption will be amplified by
the commencement and completion of residential construction works, related to the Urban Renewal Corridor, between
2019 and 2024.

The Metro Project will result in the extensive loss of heritage and other infrastructure.

There is no confidence that the 2024 deadline will be met. This concern is justified given the delays on the City to
Eastern Suburbs Light Rail and WestConnex and the complexity of the conversion works. There are similar concerns
regarding the project's ability to meet its forecast budget.

The concerns with the EIS as presented are as follows:

1. Proposed Works Compounds

Residents in Marrickville will be severely inconvenienced due fo the works compound. Buildings from 2 to 12 Station
Street and 1 Leofrene Street, Marrickville will be demolished and used as a long term compound for the Metro
construction . Long term use means between 18 months and the entire construction period. The works compound will
also include Station Street.

Access to this compound - either via Schwebel St or lllawarra Rd will be difficult, if not impossible for equipment such
as semi trailers or cranes.

2. Bike parking at the Station
Already exists and appears to be a marketing ploy rather than an EIS. This is insulting to residents as it is presented
that we are gaining something by having the Metro. Not the case.



3. The Metro will relieve congestion.
The justification for the upgrade is the congestion with the City Circle. The extension of the Metro from Sydenham to
Bankstown will has nothing to do with the City Circle. Stop the Metro at Sydenham.

4. Flooding
Will cease in the Marrickville Station area once the Metro is built??. Is this through some miracle or an actual building
technique not disclosed in the EIS.

5. Noise levels
Appear to be unacceptable as they will be often at night in a dense residential area. Rock breaking and ballast
temping til 10pm or sometimes all night is not acceptable.

6. Tree remaoval.
This is hard to comment on as 'the final number of trees is not known.' Again this is not an EIS but a marketing ploy to
sell the Metro. The number of frees to be removed should be known at this point, or at least where and why.

7. Landscaping at Stations.

Artist's impression of Marrickville Station are false and very misleading. It shows a taxi, two lanes that are as wide as
the lane the taxi is on, a garden with trees and then space before the retail area. In reality, the width of the space here
is 9 metres approx. There is simply not enough space here for what is drawn.

8. Better access to education .
It would have if it went to Sydney University as planned

9. More job opportunities
After 5 years of rail disruptions, buses in gridlock | doubt whether many people will still be able to access their current
jobs rather than more jobs!

10. Economic productivity
Again will be reduced to residents not being able to move around their suburb

11. Health Benefits
How on earth can there be health benefits when there is noise, dust, pollution and traffic gridlock?

12. Temporary Bus Services

In the EiS it states that these will keep customers moving but the EIS doesn’t state how. How will they do it when
roads are already choked now. Only the Princes Highway has multiple lanes and this is already gridlocked in peak
hours.

13. Possessions
Dont hide reality - they are closures not possessions.

Conclusion

Public infrastructure is a good thing that should be encouraged and sustained. Generally, the community is supportive
even when there will be significant imposts. However, the proposed Metro line is not such a case. The Metro will not
be a new rail line. Rather it is the conversion of an existing world class service that will miss the opportunity to extend
Sydney's rail network. This conversion will come at a price. That price includes disruption, chaos and loss due the
nature and impact of the works, from road bridge removal and congested streets to rail line possessions to loss of
built heritage. Coupled with the massive proposed overdevelopment promoted by the SBURC it is no wonder that that
many residents along the Sydenham to Bankstown Corridor do not think that the pain of this project is worth the gain
to the community. There are better places to build rail lines!

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230956
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-x | do not consent to my name being published

-x- | have no reportable donations to disclose

| object to the proposal to upgrade the Bankstown Line from Sydenham to Bankstown to metro standards.

The Metro conversion of this line is not justified because:

Capacity and congestion issues are over-stated and could be resolved by alternative means including signalling and
timetable upgrades, tunnelling for short lengths in the existing system, and improving (not privatising) bus services.
Accessibility (including lifts) and safety issues can and should be addressed now, without a Metro conversion.
Marmrickville station has recently been upgraded with lifts and lifts can be installed at Dulwich Hill and Huristone Park
stations without a Metro.

Justifications based on growth and the need for increased housing supply are contested particularly because this
corridor is already densely populated.

The Government has not considered other infrastructure options such as decentralisation, and rural investment or a
strategy for Parramatta Rd, in need of renewal and a rapid bus transit system.

The temporary transport strategy set out in the EIS is insufficient and will cause delays and stress to the 100,000
commuters who travel the corridor each day during the construction period. The EIS notes that the estimated 101
extra buses per hour required will not be feasible as they would cause traffic congestion through Marrickville and
Sydenham. How will people travel to work and school in reasonable time?

The construction process will be enormously disruptive to the residents of Hurlstone Park. These disruptions include:
* potential vibrational damage to dwellings

* properties close to the railway line will be impacted by extra noise during construction, sometimes at night and by
noisy heavy machinery. This includes many schools and child care centres, as well as homes and businesses. The
EIS has flagged that construction is likely to occur outside standard hours.

* some properties, including heritage listed properties, close to the project may suffer "cosmetic" damage from
vibration. This includes the Sugar House and the new units backing onto Canterbury Rd

* streets in Hurlstone Park acting as "haulage routes”, such as sections of Crinan, Gamet, Kilbride, and Melford
Streets will have heavy truck traffic, noise and dust during construction periods.

* Congested traffic around Canterbury Station which is already at capacity with the addition of several hundred units.
* The lack of a clear strategy for the already congested Canterbury Rd which will be rendered almost impassable for
many months.

Community consultation has been inadequate and information biased and misleading. The brochures and EIS do little
to explain the negative impacts of the EIS such as the huge disruption for commuters. The EIS is largely inaccessible
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to the public due to its length, complexity and the short time allowed to make a consultation, only 2 months.
Community information sessions have been poorly attended, reflective of a lack of community engagement.

The environmental impacts are unacceptable, including:

* increased greenhouse gas emissions

* the environmental cost of demolition of structures that have stood for more than 100 years, and new construction
with a significantly reduced life-span and aesthetic.

The planned heritage destruction and diminution along the line is reckless:

* the demolition of rare, exceptional and high-value heritage-listed items is wasteful

* station designs do not represent local character and reflect a branding exercise by the NSW Government

In summary, the plans to replace the existing, historic Sydenham-Bankstown rail line represents a missed opportunity
to showcase the corridor's heritage, to celebrate its diversity, and to explore and develop public transport options in
other areas lacking this facility.

The metro is not in the public interest but is enabling the over development of the corridor.

In addition it is not creating any new rail corridors to service other areas of Sydney.

Signature......ccocoieciiiiieciiirieecens
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Re- Sydneham to Bankstown Environmental impact
Statement Overview. September. 2017.

Name; Michael Vincent.
Address; 12 Myall Street, punchbowl. N.S.wW. 2196.
Name of Application; Upgrade of Punchbowl| Station.
Application No; SS117- 8256.
Non support of the above proposal.
| do not support the above punchbowl station development. There is a once in a lifetime
Opportunity to create a usable improvement biueprint to drag the punchbow! C.B.D. out of
The stagnant backwater it has become.
The most obvious issue is the lack of commuter access to this proposal. By design/ intent, itis
To move vast numbers of people in the most effective method possible. Given, the planners
Must be aware of the massive high rise developments approved along this rail corridor including
That of the punchbow! C.B.D. which is landlocked by the rail corridor and a major arterial road.
The station should be moved north towards the broadway commercial area and an off street
Bus interchange be constructed each side of the rail {ine. There must be provision for multi level
Vehicle parking stations for the present and future demands. The proposal to construct a signal
Controlled pedestrian crossing between the major traffic pinchpoint of punchbowl road,the
Boulevard and the intersection of punchbowl road and acacia avenue on a reguiar gridiocked

Maijor arterial road is insane. Congestion at this level should be avoided not increased.



Recommendation.

North side of punchbowl station.

The main entrance to the station should be alongside the baby health centre area and

Warren reserve. There is an existing traffic light controlled intersection at punchbow! road
Acacia/ Rickard street with a wide access to Urunga parade where adeguate space is available
To construct a bus / transport facility interchange that would be removed from the main arterial
Punchbowi road. { removing bus stops from the inside lane of punchbowl| road at the lights,
Punchbowi road and the boulevard }.

East side of punchbowl station.

The main entrance to the station should be in the area of Mathews street. And a bus/ transport
Facility be constructed off road and not taking a traffic lane of the boulevard through road which
At present is congested to a single lane most of the time. This road is the main C.B.D. artery

Of punchbowl. There is a chronic shortage of vehicular parking to serve both the commercial
And commuter needs and requirements for the present and future.

The station should be developed around the needs and reguirements of the commuters and
Passengers. And that means providing access and vehicular parking, 24/7.

it would appear that no planning personnel has tried driving to this station at peak and off peak

Times and tried to park to catch a train or to simply shop in this restricted parking C.B.D.

Michael ancent. '

12 Myall Street. punchbowl. N.S.W.  2196.
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Content:

The present plan is to provide a long-distance "all stops' metro service from the northwest, which will be slow and
unattractive as users on the periphery of the London metro network would attest. In addition, most passengers would
have to transfer to Sydney Trains or other carriers to reach their destinations. However, it has never been established
how many northwest metro users would have in mind any destinations along the Bankstown line. Thus the case for
extending the metro from Central to Bankstown has not been made and it is likely that such a plan would not
compensate for the original strategic mistake and would involve even more transfers to and from Sydney trains, this
time by the inner west commuters who never asked for all that. The only other justification for chopping up the
Bankstown line into a chimera of metro and Sydney Trains is that it would free up some of the latter's rolling stock for
use on other lines. This is dubious because the frenzy of infrastructure spending on the chimera could equal if not
exceed the cost of rolling stock. Which brings us to wasteful spending.

Wasteful spending

It appears that the metro conversion of the inner west stations is wasteful and out of character with the Federation
style of building along that part of the line. We welcome modern styles at points where previously there has been no
station (as on the light rail line) or where it would compliment the prevailing style of the surrounding development
(such as at Rhodes). We do not advocate fake heritage styling but we do object to wasteful spending in replacing
essentially functional and well preserved heritage infrastructure just because new items such as ramps and lifts are
desirable when the latter can be installed as modern items with little disruption and without any visual detriment.

Expensive and disruptive re-alignment of platform edges can be avoided by installing adjustable ramps for prams,
wheelchairs and disabled pedestrians. These would be required at the only one or two points that would be needed
for smooth and timely boarding and disembarking at those train doors that would be aligned with those points.

Some new access infrastructure such as car and bike parking has just been installed at some stations and does need
not demolishing and re-building.

The need for costly re-building of road bridges along the route of the chimera is obviously an essential consequence
of it. On the other hand such re-building would not be needed if the chimera were not built.
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Inner West and the Metro
Attention: Director, Transport Assessments

www.majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au
and follow the ‘on exhibition’ links

Strategic confusion

The present plan is to provide a long-distance ‘all stops’ metro service from the
northwest, which will be slow and unattractive as users on the periphery of the
London metro network would attest. In addition, most passengers would have to
transfer to Sydney Trains or other carriers to reach their destinations. However,
it has never been established how many northwest metro users would have in
mind any destinations along the Bankstown line. Thus the case for extending the
metro from Central to Bankstown has not been made and it is likely that such a
plan would not compensate for the original strategic mistake and would involve
even more transfers to and from Sydney trains, this time by the inner west
commuters who never asked for all that. The only other justification for
chopping up the Bankstown line into a chimera of metro and Sydney Trains is
that it would free up some of the latter’s rolling stock for use on other lines. This
is dubious because the frenzy of infrastructure spending on the chimera could
equal if not exceed the cost of rolling stock. Which brings us to wasteful
spending.

Wasteful spending

It appears that the metro conversion of the inner west stations is wasteful and
out of character with the Federation style of building along that part of the line.
We welcome modern styles at points where previously there has been no station
(as on the light rail line) or where it would compliment the prevailing style of the
surrounding development (such as at Rhodes). We do not advocate fake heritage
styling but we do object to wasteful spending in replacing essentially functional
and well preserved heritage infrastructure just because new items such as ramps
and lifts are desirable when the latter can be installed as modern items with little
disruption and without any visual detriment.

Expensive and disruptive re-alignment of platform edges can be avoided by
installing adjustable ramps for prams, wheelchairs and disabled pedestrians.
These would be required at the only one or two points that would be needed for
smooth and timely boarding and disembarking at those train doors that would
be aligned with those points.

Some new access infrastructure such as car and bike parking has just been
installed at some stations and does need not demolishing and re-building.

The need for costly re-building of road bridges along the route of the chimera is
obviously an essential consequence of it. On the other hand such re-building
would not be needed if the chimera were not built.



Wasteful infrastructure and the NSW economy.

The current orgy of simultaneous spending on multiple motorways and railways
tunnels and interchanges will no doubt boost the NSW GDP and will appear to
improve its economic performance. However, this is being bought at the cost of
an enormous blow-out in the debt-to- GDP ratio. If we do not keep this as low as
possible, we could all be worse off.
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Community consultation has been inadequate and information biased and misleading. The
brochures and EIS do little to explain the negative impacts of the EIS such as the huge disruption for
commuters. The EIS is largely inaccessible to the public due to its length, complexity and the short
time allowed to make a consultation, only 2 months. Community information sessions have been
poorly attended, reflective of a lack of community engagement.

The environmental impacts are unacceptable, including:

e increased greenhouse gas emissions
¢ the environmental cost of demolition of structures that have stood for more than 100 years,
and new construction with a significantly reduced life-span and aesthetic.

The planned heritage destruction and diminution along the line is reckless:

¢ the demolition of rare, exceptional and high-value heritage-listed items is wasteful
e station designs do not represent local character and reflect a branding exercise by the NSW
Government

In summary, the plans to replace the existing, historic Sydenham-Bankstown rail line represents a
missed opportunity to showcase the corridor’s heritage, to celebrate its diversity, and to explore and
develop public transport options in other areas lacking this facility.

The metro is not in the public interest but is enabling the over development of the corridor.

Signature
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Please see 2 pages PDF attachment as my submission.

Thank You.

P J Durkin.
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7 November 2017

Maijor Projects Assessment

Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY, NSW 2001

Attention: Director, Transport Assessments

Dear Director,

Sydney Metro City & Southwest T3 Bankstown Line - Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade - SSI 17_8256

The National Trust makes the following submission on the Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown
upgrade Environmental Impact Statement which has been exhibited for public comment.

The Trust is deeply concerned that the environmental assessment requirements of the Secretary of the Department of
Planning and Environment ("The Secretary's environmental assessment requirements") have not been addressed
with regards to "environmental heritage" in the preparation of this Environmental Impact Statement and associated
Technical Paper 3 - Non-Aboriginal Heritage Impact Assessment.

In terms of Heritage the Secretary's Environmental Assessment Requirements include the requirement

7. Heritage

1. The Proponent must identify and assess direct and /or indirect impacts (including cumulative impacts) to the
heritage significance of:

(a) Aboriginal places and objects, as defined under the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 an in accordance with
the principles and methods of assessment identified in the current guidelines;

(b) Aboriginal places of heritage significance, as defined in the Standard Instrument - Principal Local Environmental
Plan;

(c) environmental heritage, as defined under the Heritage Act 1977; and

(d) items listed on the National and World Heritage lists.

The National Trust particularly notes that while (d) above specifically states items listed on the National and World
Heritage lists (National Trust bolding), (c) above does not state items "listed on local environmental plans" and "listed
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on the State Heritage Register".

The Heritage Act 1977 defines "environmental heritage” -

"environmental heritage™ means those places, buildings, works, relics, moveable objects, and precincts, of State or
local heritage significance.

The Heritage Act 1977 defines "local heritage significance” -

"local heritage significance” , in relation to a place, building, work, relic, moveable object or precinct, means
significance to an area in relation to the historical, scientific, cultural, social, archaeological, architectural, natural or
aesthetic value of the item.

The Heritage Act 1977 defines "State heritage significance” -

"State heritage significance” , in relation to a place, building, work, relic, moveable object or precinct, means
significance to the State in relation to the historical, scientific, cultural, social, archaeological, architectural, natural or
aesthetic value of the item.

As items of local heritage significance are identified they are progressively added to Council's Local Environmental
Plan (LEP) Schedules of Environmental Heritage.

As items of State heritage significance are identified they are progressively added to the State Heritage Register.
The T3 Bankstown Line - Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade Environmental Impact Statement and Heritage Impact
Statement have only addressed "heritage-listed” items not "environmental heritage” as defined under the Heritage
Act, 1977 (the Secretary's requirement).

While the National Trust notes the rationale for this proposal it is vital that impact on the "environmental heritage” is
minimised and this can only occur if the "environmental heritage” is correctly identified.

When recently commenting on the Sydenham to Bankstown Urban Renewal Corridor the National Trust made the
following comments and re-iterates them as they may have relevance for the Metro proposal: -

The corridor traverses three former local government areas - Marrickville, Canterbury and Bankstown. There appear
to be major differences in the way that these Councils recognised and protected their heritage.

The Marrickville Local Environmental Plan 2011 has 36 Heritage Conservation Areas listed on Schedule 5 -
(Environmental Heritage), of its Plan. By contrast, the Canterbury Local Environmental Plan 2012 Schedule 5
(Environmental Heritage) has only one Heritage Conservation Area and the Bankstown Local Environmental Plan
2015 has no Heritage Conservation Areas listed on its Environmental Heritage Schedule.

Deep community concern has been expressed to the Trust on the impacts of proposed rezonings on the heritage in
some of these Station Precincts. The Trust is also aware that many residents of these areas are unaware of the likely
impact of the rezonings on their heritage and their locality's sense of place and of the very limited time to now
comment and influence this process.

The Trust notes that, for the Dulwich Hill and Hurlstone Park Station Precincts, there appears to have been
recognition of the significance of the Heritage Conservation Areas, with a corresponding reduction in the density and
height of new development proposed. However, with some other Station Precincts there appear to be major impacts
on a number of Urban Conservation Areas which had been identified and listed on the National Trust Register in
1998/1999.

These listings in 1998 were the consequence of a major study "Housing in NSW - Between the Wars - A Study of
Housing and Housing Estates constructed and developed in NSW between World War | and World War II".

This study was prepared in February 1996 for the National Trust of Australia (NSW) by Robertson & Hindmarsh Pty
Ltd, Architects. The study was funded in two stages under the National Estates Grants program, at that time
administered in NSW by the Heritage Branch of the NSW Department of Environment & Planning. The study
examined interwar period housing in twenty Sydney local councils and two NSW country local government areas. The
two Sydney local government areas with the highest number of identified precincts were Ku-ring-gai (23 precincts)
and Canterbury (24 precincts).

Eighteen Urban Conservation Areas in the Canterbury Local Government Area were listed on the National Trust
Register in 1998 and 1999. The three precincts identified in the 1996 Housing Study in the former Bankstown Local
Government Area were also listed on the National Trust Register in 1998 and 1999.

The Trust raises its concerns in regards to the impacts of the proposed rezonings in the following Station Precincts
where National Trust Register listed Urban Conservation Areas are sited : -

Belmore Station Precinct
Within the circled areas for the Belmore Station Precinct there are three National Trust Register listed Urban
Conservation Areas: -

Canterbury Urban Conservation Area Precinct 15 - Paxton Avenue, Belmore



Canterbury Urban Conservation Area Precinct 16 - Redman Parade, Belmore
Canterbury Urban Conservation Area Precinct 17 - Belmore

Precinct 15 (Paxton Avenue, Belmore) is proposed for low rise housing. It has not been designated as a Heritage
Conservation Area and consequently is under threat of major redevelopment without regard for its heritage values.

Precinct 16 (Redman Parade, Belmore) is proposed to be zoned to its east as low rise housing and to the west of
Cecilia Street as medium rise housing. No Heritage Conservation Area has been designated to protect the heritage
values identified by the National Trust.

Precinct 17 (Belmore) is proposed for rezoning for a combination of “Main Street Shop Top Housing' and High Rise
and/or Mixed Use. No Heritage Conservation Area has been designated to protect the heritage values identified by
the National Trust.

Bankstown Station Precinct
Within the circled areas for the Bankstown Station Precinct, there is the National Trust Register listed Urban
Conservation Area: -

Bankstown Urban Conservation Area Precinct 2 - Bankstown

Precinct 2 (Bankstown) is largely proposed for rezoning for medium / high rise housing. No Heritage Conservation
Area has been designated to protect the heritage values identified by the National Trust. This is particularly
disappointing given that almost the entire inner circle area has been proposed for high rise and mixed use
development.

Punchbowl Station Precinct
Within the circled areas for the Punchbowl Station Precinct, there are two National Trust Register listed Urban
Conservation Areas: -

Canterbury Urban Conservation Area Precinct 27 - Punchbowl
Bankstown Urban Conservation Area Precinct 1 - Mt Lewis

Precinct 27 (Punchbowl) is proposed for low rise housing. It has not been designated as a Heritage Conservation
Area and consequently remains under threat of major redevelopment without regard for its heritage values.

Precinct 1 (Mt Lewis) has a large area with proposed zoning for Main Street Shop Top Housing, medium high-rise
housing, medium rise housing, low-rise housing and single dwelling areas. No Heritage Conservation Area has been
designated and Precinct 1 (Mt Lewis) remains under threat of major redevelopment without regard for its heritage
values.

Wiley Park Station Precinct
Within the circled areas for the Wiley Park Station Precinct, there is the National Trust Register listed Urban
Conservation Area: -

Canterbury Urban Conservation Area Precinct 26 - Defoe Street, Punchbowl

Precinct 26 (Defoe Street, Punchbowl) is proposed for low rise housing. It has not been designated as a Heritage
Conservation Area and consequently remains under threat of major redevelopment without regard for the heritage
values identified by the National Trust.

Lakemba Station Precinct
Within the circled areas for the Lakemba Station Precinct, there is the National Trust Register listed Urban
Conservation Area: -

Canterbury Urban Conservation Area Precinct 19 - Dennis Street, Lakemba

Precinct 19 (Dennis Street, Lakemba) is proposed for low rise housing. It has not been designated as a Heritage
Conservation Area and consequently remains under threat of major redevelopment without regard for the heritage
values identified by the National Trust.

The National Trust would be pleased to provide detailed information on the 1998 Study - "Housing in NSW Between
the Wars - A Study of Housing and Housing Estates constructed and developed in NSW between World War | and
World War II" and copies of the National Trust Register Listings referenced above to the planners dealing with the
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Urban Renewal Corridor Strategy.

There are also individual National Trust Register listed places within the Station Precincts that may be under threat
from redevelopment due to proposed rezonings. The Trust is concemed about following places which are affected by
proposed changes to their existing zonings:

1. White House Bakery, 2 Wilson Avenue, Belmore, listed on the Trust Register in 1982. Proposed to be rezoned to
Main Street Shop Top Housing.

2. Campsie Fire Station, Beamish Street, corner Hill Street, listed on the National Trust Register in 1993. Proposed to
be rezoned to Main Street Shop Top Housing.

3. Hotel Canterbury, 208 Canterbury Road, Canterbury, listed on the National Trust Register in 2013.

Proposed to be rezoned to Main Street Shop Top Housing.

4. Canterbury Post Office (1909), 193 Canterbury Road, Canterbury, listed on the National Trust Register in 1991.
Proposed to be rezoned to Main Street Shop Top Housing.

5. St Pauls Church of England (1858) & Graveyard (1861), Church Street, Canterbury, listed on the National Trust
Register in 1975. Proposed to be rezoned to Low Rise Housing.

6. Public School House (1878), Church Street, Canterbury, listed on the National Trust Register in 1975.

Proposed to be rezoned Schools and Community Facilities.

7. Beulah Vista (1885), 15 Church Street, Canterbury, listed on the National Trust Register in 1975.

Proposed to be rezoned to Low Rise Housing.

8. ASC Sugar Mill (1839), Church Street cnr Hutton Street, Canterbury, listed on the National Trust Register in 1979.
Proposed to be rezoned Medium Rise Housing.

9. House (Victorian Period), 61 Warren Road, Marrickville, listed on the National Trust Register in 1989, proposed to
be zoned Low Rise Housing.

10. Former General Motors Holden Ltd Car Assembly Plant (mid 1920s) listed on the National Trust Register in 2015,
proposed Carrington Road Precinct.

Whilst the Trust has these specific concerns, we acknowledge that many properties have been recognised as
heritage items and their proposed future zoning is appropriate. These include:

Dulwich Hill and Hurlstone Park: -

1. Gladstone Hall (1870), 114 Ewart Street, Dulwich Hill, listed on the National Trust Register in 1974, proposed to be
zoned Single Dwelling Areas.

2. Former Hercules Furniture Factory (Fagade), 3 Terrace Road, Dulwich Hill, listed on the National Trust Register in
1986, proposed to be zoned Low Rise Housing.

3. Carmelite Convent Chapel, 194 Wardell Road, Dulwich Hill, listed on the National Trust Register in 1987, proposed
Schools and Community Facilities Zoning.

Marrickville Station Precinct:-

1. Marrickville Sewage & Stormwater Pumping Station SPS271, listed on the National Trust Register in 1988,
proposed zoning Industrial Areas.

2. Beauchamp Villa (1883), 48 Carey Street, Marrickville, listed on the National Trust Register in 1988, proposed
Single Dwelling Area zoning.

3. Sydenham Pit Stormwater Detention Basin and Pumping Station (late 1930s), listed on the National Trust Register
in March, 2017, proposed zone Reservoir.

4. Marrickville Police Station, 4-8 Gladstone Street, Marrickville (1895 & 1920), listed on the National Trust Register in
March, 1979, proposed for Main Street Shop Top Housing zoning.

5. House, 209-211 lllawarra Road, Marrickville, listed on the Trust Register in March, 1979, proposed Single Dwelling
Area zoning.

6. House, 294 Livingstone Road, Marrickville, listed on the Trust Register in 1989, proposed Single Dwelling Area
zoning.

7. Marrickville Fire Station (1914), 309 Marrickville Road, Marrickville, listed on the National Trust Register in 1993,
zoned Single Dwelling Area and within the Civic Precinct Heritage Conservation Area (C30) on Schedule 5
(Environmental Heritage) of the Canterbury Local Environmental Plan 2011.

8. Marrickville Post Office (1890), 274A Marrickville Road, Marrickville, listed on the National Trust Register in 1991,
zoned Main Street Shop Top Housing.

9. St Brigids Catholic Church and Monastery (1918-1921), Marrickville Road, Cnr Livingstone Road, listed on the
National Trust Register in 1986, proposed School, Church and Private Recreation Zoning and within the Civic
Precinct Heritage Conservation Area (C30) on Schedule 5 (Environmental Heritage) of the Canterbury Local
Environmental Plan 2011.

10. St Clements Church (1899), Petersham Road, cnr Marrickville Road, Marrickville, listed on the National Trust
Register in 1980, proposed Recreation Zoning and within the Civic Precinct Heritage Conservation Area (C30) on
Schedule 5 (Environmental Heritage) of the Canterbury Local Environmental Plan 2011.

11. St Clements Church Hall, Petersham Road, cnr Marrickville Road, Marrickville, listed on the National Trust
Register in 1980, proposed Recreation Zoning and within the Civic Precinct Heritage Conservation Area (C30) on
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Schedule 5 (Environmental Heritage) of the Canterbury Local Environmental Plan 2011.

12. St Clements Rectory (1885 & 1956), 90 Petersham Road, Marrickville, listed on the National Trust Register in
1980, proposed Private Recreation Zoning and within the Civic Precinct Heritage Conservation Area (C30) on
Schedule 5 (Environmental Heritage) of the Canterbury Local Environmental Plan 2011.

13. Ferncourt Public School (Original House) (c1860), 74 Premier Street, Marrickville, listed on the National Trust
Register in 1979, zoned School, within a Single Dwelling Area Zoning.

14. Sewer Ventilation Stack and Two Associated Cottages (1898 - 1900), 22-24 Premier Street, Marrickville, listed on
the National Trust Register in 1983, zoned Single Dwelling Area.

Sydenham Station Precinct: -
1. Sydenham Railway Station - Platform Buildings, Gleeson Street, on lllawarra Railway Line, listed on the National
Trust Register in 1986.

The National Trust would be pleased to provide more detailed information on the National Trust Register Listings
referenced above to the planners dealing with the Metro Proposal.

Yours sincerely

Graham Quint
Director, Advocacy

!ubmission: !nline !ubmission !om company The National Trust of Australia (NSW) (org_comments)

hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230819

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps:/majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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Personal Submission to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Sydney Metro Sydenham to
Bankstown Upgrade

Application number: SS1 17_8256

* | do not consent to my name being published
* | have no reportable donations to disclose

| object to the proposal to upgrade the Bankstown Line from Sydenham to Bankstown to Metro
standards.

The Metro conversion of this line is not justified because:

Capacity and congestion issues are over-stated and could be resolved by alternative means including
signalling and timetable upgrades, tunnelling for short lengths in the existing system, and improving
bus services.

The project disregards existing rail system amenity, wastefully and expensively replicating what is
already a functioning line.

Accessibility (including lifts) and safety issues can and should be addressed now, without a Metro
conversion. Marrickville station has recently been upgraded with lifts and lifts can be installed at
Dulwich Hill and Hurlstone Park stations without a Metro.

Justifications based on growth and the need for increased housing supply are contested particularly
because this corridor is already densely populated, and large scale increases in density will result in
the destruction of established suburban character; taking Sydney further away from its heritage and
toward the same bland cities you can find anywhere in the world.

The Government has not considered other infrastructure options such as decentralisation, and rural
investment or a strategy for Parramatta Rd, in need of renewal and a rapid bus transit system.

The temporary transport strategy set out in the EIS is insufficient and will cause delays and stress to
the 100,000 commuters who travel the corridor each day during the construction period. The EIS
notes that the estimated 101 extra buses per hour required will not be feasible as they would cause
traffic congestion through Marrickville and Sydenham. How will people travel to work and school in
reasonable time?

The construction process will be enormously disruptive to the residents of Hurlstone Park. These
disruptions include:

* Potential vibrational damage to dwellings

* Properties close to the railway line will be impacted by extra noise during construction,
sometimes at night and by noisy heavy machinery. This includes many schools and child care
centres, as well as homes and businesses. The EIS has flagged that construction is likely to
occur outside standard hours.

* Some properties, including heritage listed properties, close to the project may suffer
"cosmetic" damage from vibration. This includes the sugar house and the new units backing
onto Canterbury Rd



s Streets in Hurlstone Park acting as “haulage routes”, such as sections of Crinan, Garnet,
Kilbride and Melford Streets will have heavy truck traffic, noise and dust during construction
periods.

* The lack of a clear strategy for the already congested Canterbury Rd which will be rendered

almost impassable for many months.
Community consultation has been inadequate and information biased and misleading.

The brochures and EIS do little to explain the negative impacts of the EIS such as the huge disruption
for commuters. The EIS is largely inaccessible to the public due to its length, complexity and the
short time allowed to make a consultation, only 2 months. Community information sessions have
been poorly attended, reflective of a lack of community engagement.

The environmental impacts are unacceptable, including:

* |ncreased greenhouse gas emissions
* The environmental cost of demolition of structures that have stood for more than 100 years,
and new construction with a significantly reduced life-span and aesthetic.

The planned heritage destruction and diminution along the line is reckless:

* The demolition of rare, exceptional and high-value heritage-listed items is wasteful
* Station designs do not represent local character and reflect a branding exercise by the NSW
Government

In summary, the plans to replace the existing, historic Sydenham-Bankstown rail line represents a
missed opportunity to showcase the corridor’s heritage, to celebrate its diversity, and to explore and
develop public transport options in other areas lacking this facility.

The Metro is not in the public interest and is enabling the over-development of the corridor.

Yours sincerely

7 November 2017
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From: ]

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 8:45 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Jim Morris (object)
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Name: Jim Morris

Address:

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:
Personal Submission regarding the Sydenham-Bankstown Metro EIS

Application No. SSI 17_8256
I'm Jim Morris at Hurlstone Park and | object to the proposal for the following reasons:

1. THE LOOMING TRADE IN SERVICES AGREEMENT (TISA)

| attended the public consultation on 28th October at Hurlstone Park RSL and was pleased to hear the NSW
government would own all the rail infrastructure, but am not pleased that a private company would be running the
service. | mentioned to the Transport NSW representatives the Trade in Services Agreement (TISA) which Australia is
negotiating. The TISA would make any contracted service permanently privatised. The government would have to
trade an equivalent government service for a privatised service to be again government run. This is the ugliness of
new-liberalism, an ideology that is increasingly discredited. This consideration goes beyond the work of the Transport
NSW representatives so there was nowhere to go with it last Saturday. Accordingly, there should be nowhere to go
with the Metro. It should terminate at the point where it is completed. Just 40cm larger tunnels would allow double
deckers through. Damage is done there, nowhere else please!

2. THERE IS NO COHERENT INFRASTRUCTURE PLAN FOR SYDNEY.

What should concern Transport NSW representatives is the distance between Bankstown and Cudgegong Road. No-
one wants to find themselves that far from the evening meal because they'd dropped off to sleep. Far better to be on
a loop through the CBD that takes us back to our home stations in reasonable time. It was Transport Minister
Berejiklian's plan to extend the Metro to Liverpool. On the other hand the Greater Sydney Commission released a
couple of weeks ago it's three 30 minute commute cities (Harbour-Parramatta-Westemn) plan. The exact opposite
agenda is being followed by the Sydenham-Bankstown Renewal Corridor plan which would turn the Carrington Road
industrial area into high rise residences, as has happened in the Mascot industrial area and many other inner Sydney
locations. Not good for an integrated Harbour City. Then there are the Sydney CBD bound motorways. Any maore
conflicting grand plans?

3. GIVE THE SYDENHAM-BANKSTOWN LINE AN UNDERGROUND CBD LOOP.
Sydenham-Bankstown already has a 30 minute commute through St Peters and on through the CBD! | suggest a new

1






hitp://mysydney.nsw.gov.au/sites/default/files/user-files/uploads/rail-future-web.pdf

P23 "The new infrastructure would be integrated into the existing Sydney rail network and operate with all double
decker trains with a focus on seated capacity and timetabled services"

"with a focus on seated capacity” Absolutely! Anyone who catches peak hour trains knows the importance of relaxing
in a seat. P13 has the title "PUTTING THE CUSTOMER FIRST". Customer comfort is a priority. WE DON'T WANT
GLORIFIED CATTLE TRUCKS. A valuable feature of our frains in that seats can be aranged for groups of four and
six to face each other and chat.

P25 Description of The Differentiated Service Model includes "Conventional service double deck trains with seating
and mixed service patterns on lines with a high percentage of longer suburban trips." Doesn't the North-West line
qualify as having a 'high percentage of longer suburban trips'? Liverpool is a 35.68km and is under consideration for
the Metro (SMH 16th Nov 15). As the WestConnex and M5 plans indicate, roads are preferable to rail, in the
government's thinking, and frain travellers should be content with minimum service and comfort.

| take it that the long term model is for the eventual privatisation of the Sydney network using metros. The current
proposal is a foot in the door. The Independent Option on P24 "would create a separate system that would divert
funding away from improvements on the existing rail network”. When would the Metro be put up for sale, on complete
conversion of the whole of City Rail? | mention again the profitable NSW government owned goods line that was sold
off.

2. From http://www.sydneytrains.info/travelling with/trip tips/

In the case of motion sickenss, Trip tips' stresses sitting towards the middle of the carriage and remaining seated
while the train is moving. More reason for plenty of seating and seating towards the carriage centre.

3. If the North West line is too far advanced to retrofit for double deckers, let it terminate at its present completion
point and stay with the current system and improving it. Profits from NSWGR's goods service covered our passenger
services losses till it was all sold off. That sell-off was a massive oppartunity cost to the people of NSW. The last thing
we should be doing is continue making that same sort of mistake.

4. The long overdue Very Fast Train should be considered when proposing harbour tunnels, but I've found nothing on
it's intended route through Sydney, whether it would be going through the City or further west.

Yours sincerely

Jim Morris
4 Watkin Street

iidﬁne Park 2193
!u!m!ssnon: !nllme !u!mlssu)n from Jim Morris (object)

hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view _activity&id=230912

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501







which has comments from residents related to the railway. Not one mention was made about
improving our existing heavy rail passenger service. It is adequate for the task and can be improved
with platform safety barriers, more efficient signalling, better internal designs of carriages lifts at all
stations. We have put up with frequent weekend rail bus services for decades because we've known
they were necessary for the rail's continuing good service. Survey comments focused on:

north-south rail services to complement the current east-west service;

better feeder services (buses, light rail) to all stations;

the necessity of better commuter parking at all stations;

lifts at all stations;

noisy goods trains - solutions suggested: use only electric locomotives and put them underground

With the limited resources available, we need to focus on much needed improvements to
Sydnemham-Bankstown livability rather than replace the current rail service.

The Metro is directly linked to the Sydenham-Bankstown Urban Renewal Corridor and no doubt
relies on it for viability. Till the goods line was privatised it had subsidised the passenger line. For
the Metro to make profits the massive concentration of high rises near stations would be necessary.

The nightmare and worsening congestion at Canterbury Station and along Canterbury Road are
clear warning signs of what the Corridor would become. The September EIS Overview is deceptive.
Graphics of proposed Metro stations are superimposed on existing street maps, not the nightmarish
high rise clutter that is hoped to complement the stations. Clearly the planned for high rises are
intended to create a sufficient demand for rail services, in other words, the Metro is a solution
looking for a problem.

The 413 responses to the above-mentioned Urban Renewal Corridor survey focused on some really
important infrastructure improvements, such as

More local schools for the growing population, not long train commutes for students.

Better community facilities regarding town centres (shops, community centres, libraries and
entertainment), sport activities, parks, children's playgrounds, cycleways, more salubrious public
toilets, growers markets, more native flora in streets and parks.

Proper community consultation about new high rise developments, more affordable housing, greater
setbacks from the street for high rise residences and better quality architecture in those buildings -
not the ghettos currently being built.

Much adverse comment about Punchbowl] and Sydenham roads and the approaches to their
respective stations.

The mess resulting from poor planning at Canterbury station and neighbouring local roads received
much comment, as did the Canterbury Bowling Club, which must become publicly owned and
developed into a community centre.
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Introduction

No sane Government would cannibalise two existing heavy rail lines with high
quality double deck trains and convert them to a single deck metro with less
than half the number of seats. This is however, what is happening in Sydney
with the Epping to Chatswood Line and the Sydenham to Bankstown Line being
consumed into the Sydney Metro.

The Government is not doing this to improve public transport and get
commuters out of their cars and on to public transport, the Government is doing
this to provide developers the opportunity to over develop areas of Sydney,
thereby destroying communities and destroying heritage.

The Government doesn’t want commuters to leave their cars in the garage and
catch trains instead; this would destroy the business model of the Toll Road
Operators, who donate significant sums of money to political parties. The whole
raison d’étre for the Sydney Metro is to provide transport for families who will be
crowded into high-rise developments along its route, providing huge profits for
developers and causing the destruction of communities in suburbs such as
Waterloo, Marrickville, Campsie, Belmore, Lakemba and Bankstown.

Prior to the 2019 Election the government will be endeavouring to have
contracts signed and TBMs (tunnel boring machines) in the ground, for the
second section of the Metro from Chatswood to Sydenham. They will also be
trying to have contacts let and work started on the third stage from Sydenham to
Bankstown. If the second stage has been progressed to a point where it is not
possible to vary the contracts, it will be inevitable that it will be built at least as
far as Sydenham.

Spin and deceptions

The Government has promoted the Metro through a series of lies and
misinformation, the biggest of these is that; “double deck trains can not be run
as frequently as single deck metro trains.” This is clearly false as double deck
trains already run more frequently (every 3 minutes during peak periods) than
the proposed 4 minute service on the Metro.

The proponents of the Metro will argue that the service can be increased to a
train every 2 minutes, which would be a 50% increase over what is possible
double deck trains. This is total misinformation as it is possible to run double
deck trains every 2 minutes, as is regularly done on the Paris RER. In fact, the
Paris RER are planning to increase the number of services on some of their
lines to a train every 90 seconds i.e. 40 trains per hour.

The next biggest lie is that: “the Metro will increase capacity across the
Network.” The truth is that if the NWRL and the Chatswood to Sydenham line
had been built for double deck trains and integrated with the Sydney Network,
there would have been a general increase in capacity across the whole
Network. The only increase in capacity will be from Cudgegong Road to
Bankstown and if the service were to be operated by double deck trains, the



capacity would be 22,500 passengers per hour, compared with only 15,000
passengers per hour with single deck metro trains. These figures are based on
a train every 4 minutes and at “crush” capacity.

The difference between double deck trains and single deck metro trains is more
stark when seating capacity is compared. Double deck trains would have a
seating capacity of 14,250 seats per hour whereas single deck metro trains will
have only 5,940 seats per hour!

It is clear that had the NWRL and its approved and proposed extensions been
built to accommodate double deck trains, the capacity of the line would have
been far greater than that of the Metro.

The third biggest lie is that: “commuters will save up to 60 minutes per week on
the Metro when travelling from Bankstown to the City.” This claim can not be
supported when comparing the current timetable with past timetables and with
26 minutes that Sydney Metro claim for the travel time between Bankstown and
Central. It is also untrue for people travelling from beyond Bankstown who will
have to add a minimum of 5 minutes to their journey, as they will be forced to

change trains at Bankstown!

The following table shows comparative travel times between Bankstown, Central

and City Circle Stations:
Bankstown | Change | Bankstown | Bankstown | Bankstown
to Trains to to to Circular
Train Type Central Museum | St James Quay
Metro 26 mins 5 mins 34 mins 36 mins 39 mins
Double
Deck at 29 mins 32 mins 34 mins 37 mins
1987 times
*Double
Deck at
1987 times 27 mins 30 mins 32 mins 35 mins
with higher
frequency

* Assumes a 2 minute saving by reducing dwell times at busy stations.

The 1987 times were chosen for comparison as these times are more realistic
than the current slow timetable.

It will be noted that the maximum time saving on the Metro will be 30 min (based
on a five day week in two directions) between Bankstown and Central. However,
between Bankstown and City Circle Stations, the Metro will actually add 20
minutes to commuter’s travel time when compared to the realistic times of the
1987 timetable!




The next biggest lie is that by taking Bankstown Line service out of the City
Circle, it will free it up for additional services from the West. The Government
has committed to maintain the existing services from St Peters and Erskineville.
To achieve this, there will have to be short services from lllawarra Line or the
East Hills Line via St Peters and Erskineville, which will use the existing time
slots that Bankstown services use.

There are already two spare time slots around the City Circle during peak
periods. It is interesting to note that these two spare time slots will be taken up
by additional Bankstown Line services in the new timetable.

Destruction of communities

The Government is using the Metro to justify the overdevelopment of the
suburbs between Sydenham and Bankstown. There is some scope for
increasing densities within the corridor however, the plan to turn suburbs such
as Belmore and Lakemba into mini Hong Kongs with 25 storey buildings, will
destroy existing communities and force many long term residents out of their
homes and the suburbs that some have lived in for 60 plus years.

The Government seems unconcerned with the feelings and rights of the current
residents in the Sydenham to Bankstown corridor and only concerned with the
profits of developers and the construction industry.

Destruction of heritage

The conversion of the Bankstown Line to metro will necessitate the destruction
of many valuable heritage buildings and platforms. These buildings and
platforms are in many cases over 100 years old are significant examples of
irreplaceable railway architecture.

Many of the claimed “upgrades” to stations that the Government spruiks are not
necessarily part of a metro conversion. Some of the stations have already
undergone major upgrades with the addition of lifts and improved facilities.
These same upgrades could be carried out at all of the existing stations without
converting the line to metro.

This is just another example of Government spin meant to confuse people and
gain support for what will be a downgrade to rail services on the Bankstown
Line.

Bankstown “all change please”

Commuters who currently catch Bankstown Line serves from stations between
Liverpool and Bankstown will be put at a significant disadvantage, having to
change trains at Bankstown. This will add at least 5 minutes to their travel time,
when they are forced to change trains.



The new timetable to be introduced in November will have 6 services per hour
during the peak period from Liverpool to the City via Bankstown. There is no
alternative route for these services as most of the spare capacity on the
Western Line will be taken up by new services from Western Sydney, which
rules out replacing the Bankstown Line services with services via Regents Park
or via Granville.

The announcement “Bankstown all change please” will become a regular
feature of the commute to the City from stations beyond Bankstown.

Saving the Bankstown Line from destruction

To save the Bankstown Line and the communities that stretch out along it, the
Metro should be diverted from Sydenham on a route that currently does not
have a rail service. This would actually expand Sydney’s rail network and not
just replace one service with another inferior service.

EcoTransit has identified an alternative route that would not only provide a rail
service to an area that currently has none but would also be an alternative to the
F6 tollway to the Sutherland Shire. The route would take the Metro south
through Sans Souci, across the Georges River to a terminus at Miranda, where
there would be an interchange with the Cronulla Line.

There would be significant commuter benefits provided by changing the route of
the Metro from Sydenham to Bankstown to Sydenham to Miranda. The current
T4 timetable has the fastest service from Miranda to Central taking 39 minutes
and the slowest taking 54 minutes. On our suggested route for the Metro, we
estimate that all services (stopping at each station) would take 28 minutes from
Miranda to Central. This would give time savings between 11 and 26 minutes for
commuters.

The distance from Sydenham to Miranda is approximately 19 kilometres. Based
on known costs of rail infrastructure in Sydney, EcoTransit estimates the cost of
building the Metro from Sydenham to Miranda to be approximately $5.5 billion.
Building the Metro along this route would be significantly cheaper than tunnelling
for the F6 along the same route and would probably be a similar cost to the
conversion of the Bankstown Line to metro!

Conclusion

The conversion of the Bankstown Line to metro operation will not achieve what
the Government claims that it will. It will not improve travel times for the majority
of commuters; it will in fact increase their travel time! It will not add extra capacity
across the network and it will not provide additional time slots on the City Circle
for Western Line services.

The conversion of the Bankstown Line will be a disaster for Sydney’s rail
network and a disaster for the communities along its corridor.
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DPESYDMET Email
From: -

Sent: Monday, 6 November 2017 8:10 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Melinda Leves-Isted (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfMelinda Leves-Isted

Sent: 06 November 2017 20:10:13 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Melinda Leves-Isted (object)

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

Name: Melinda Leves-Isted
Email:

Address:

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content;

The Environmental impacts of this project far outweigh the benefit.

The existing line provides sufficient coverage and could be improved without the huge expense of a completely
different operating system.

The inconvenience caused for such large periods of time when you consider 100,00 people will be forced onto
already congested roads in the inner west and more people in their cars.

Public transport needs to be improved, no one would argue with that point, but to spend vast amounts of money to
replicate a single track line when vast parts of Sydney still have very few transport options, is a complete waste.

| object to this project and the environment impact it will have on communities across the area.

!u!mission: !nline !ubmission !om aelinda !eves-l sted !o!ject!

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230685

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view site&id=3501




000177

DPESYDMET Email

From: I

Sent: Monday, 6 November 2017 8:16 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Michael Isted (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfMichael Isted

Sent: 06 November 2017 20:16:10 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Michael Isted (object)

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

Name: Michael Isted
Address:

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content:

| object to the application on many grounds. Building the line will include lengthy periods of time (even if on schedule)
when there is no train, people will be forced onto the roads but the new rail line will mean significant road closures on
underpasses/bridges. The inner west is already crippled with traffic congestion and none of these plans adequately
deal with the huge numbers of people that need to get to work and school when there is no frain line.

The train line is a working line that does not require a wasteful amount of money spent replicating another single train
line.

I'm sure the people of Sydney would prefer to see public transport in areas where there is none.

ubmission: Online Submission from Michael Isted (object
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230687

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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DPESYDMET Scanned

From: I

Sent: Wednesday, 1 November 2017 12:08 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Kathleen Murphy (object)

Attachments: 230014 _Objection to Hurlstone Park Station Kathleen Murphy_2017Nov01_1203.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfKathleen Murphy

Sent: 01 November 2017 12:03:44 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
;::i:ject: Submission Details for Kathleen Murphy (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Kathleen Ml.li ihi

Address:
Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:
Please see attachment

Submission: Online Submission from Kathleen Murphy (object)
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=230014

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501




Kathleen Murphy

Hurlstone Park Station

SS117_8256

| object to the suggested upgrades to Hurlstone Park station.

Hurlstone Park area has undergone extensive investigation regarding Heritage Listing and is
waiting for final approval to be listed as a Heritage area

The suggested impression has no reference, connection or likeness to the surrounding older
style buildings

The suggested impression and description make no mention of the heritage platform
buildings. Loss of these is unnecessary and destructive

The suggested impression have no reference to the common building materials used in the
older style buildings that surround the station and on the platforms

The suggested impression is totally incongruous to the surrounding architectural style and
manner and makes no contribution to the reason why many residence choose to live in this
area

The suggested impression has no reference to the traffic needs and particular pedestrian
movements of the area, especially in relation to bus movements and protection of
pedestrians

The suggested impression has no reference to the fully grown flowering gum on the south
side of the current station. Loss of this superb tree is unnecessary

The suggested impression has limited and mean tree coverings

The suggested impression refers to air conditioning- in times of climate change needs, this is
entirely unnecessary

The suggested impression has no reference to those buildings that share a boundary with
the rail line and rail areas

The suggested impression refers to a retail area- this is unnecessary and competes with a
small commercial strip in Crinan St. Why boast the metro and accompanying planning will
increase small business opportunities and then set up competition with existing small
businesses?

The suggested impressions have had no input from local residences, associations or council
regarding the appearance, local character, pedestrian and commercial needs
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DPESYDMET Email
From: I

Sent: Thursday, 2 November 2017 1:40 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Darian Eckersley (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfDarian Eckersley

Sent: 02 November 2017 13:39:37 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Darian Eckersley (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Darian Eckerslei

Address:

Earlwood, NSW
2206

Content;
With little detailed information to the disruptions and environmental effect of these works on River Street, Earlwoaod. |
can not support this proposal and the 'Connection of power to Ausgrid substation as in 'The project area - map 6'.

River Street is a small one way street with beautiful sandstone planter boxes quarried locally and adding much
needed greenery to our lovely street. Large Vehicles, Delivery trucks and garbage trucks frequently have trouble
accessing and navigating our street, let alone equipment related to works of this nature, the risk to damaging these
planter boxes and our street is to great.

River Street has no footpath is narrow and no nature strip, so where these power lines would be laid is a big concern
for residents. The works would also be a great disruption to the families who live in small cottages with only on-street
parking.

Surely a more suitable route can be found which poses less disruption to our community and risk damaging a unique
Sydney street with aspects which should be rigorously protected.

!u!m!ss!on: !!nl!ne !u!m!ssion from Darian Eckersley (object)

hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230147

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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DPESYDMET Email

From: |

Sent: Thursday, 2 November 2017 2:52 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Helena Youlden {object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfHelena Youlden

Sent: 02 November 2017 14:51:35 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Helena Youlden (object)

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

Name: Helena Youlden
Address:

Earlwood, NSW
2206

Content:

1. Planter boxes make River St one of the most characterful, quaint streets in Earlwood. Subdivided for the workers in
the quarmry at the bottom of the street, locally quarried sandstone planter boxes line the street. It would be a great
shame for this to be damaged or destroyed in any way.

2. The River St quarry face is a heritage listed item. The sandstone from this quarry was considered some of the
highest quality sandstone in Sydney, another reason for the planter boxes to be protected. Again, it would be a huge
loss to the local community to see any damage caused to the quamry face as you will need to get the power down the
face.

3. River St is extremely narrow with no gutters, no continuous footpaths or nature strip. We fail to see where the
power lines would be laid. It would clearly cause a large disruption to the local residents. Many residents are elderly
and there are presently several families with small children. Access to parked cars within a reasonable proximity to
these homes is necessary. The proposed run does not seem very efficient at all. Running the power through a more
major street (Woolcott? Thompson?)would mean that there would be less disruption as the line could be run in the
verge in which case only one side of the street would be out of action rather than an entire street. There is already a
proposed new power line connecting the Summer Hill power station to the Canterbury Substation. This power could
potentially be run in the same route and even in the same trench possibly.

!U!mlSSIOI"lZ !nlme !U!mISSIOD l!om Helena !0U|!9ﬂ !O!j&!"

hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230152

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
htps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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DPESYDMET Scanned

From: ]

Sent: Monday, 6 November 2017 4:00 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for MICHELE VAN DER SANDER (object)
Attachments: 230651_Metro Submission MV_2017Nov06_1558.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfMICHELE VAN DER SANDER

Sent: 06 November 2017 15:59:17 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
;::i:ject: Submission Details for MICHELE VAN DER SANDER (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Palitical Donation: no

Name: MICHELE VAN DER SANDER
Address:

HURLSTONE PARK, NSW
2193

Content:

There is a perfectly good rail line in operation which still has plenty of capacity. This metro project is just an excuse to
impose bad development on the people of this corridor.

!ubmission: !nline !u!mission !rom MI!HE!E !AH DER !ANDER !object)

hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230651

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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DPESYDMET Scanned

From: |
Sent: Monday, 6 November 2017 4:03 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Barbara Stockwell (object)
Attachments: 230653_Metro Submission BS_2017Nov06_1601.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfBarbara Stockwell
Sent: 06 November 2017 16:02:37 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

To: NN

Subject: Submission Details for Barbara Stockwell (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Barbara Stockwell

Address:

HURLSTONE PARK, NSW
2193

Content:
This is not progress - it is an ill conceived plan - offering no signoficant benefit to commuters on this line. In fact,
removing Redfern ensures that students wishing to attend Syd Uni from the south west have a longer commute.

ubmission: Online Submission from Barbara Stockwell (object
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230653

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metfro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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DPESYDMET Email

From: S
Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 2:07 PM

To: DPESYDMET Email

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Benjamin Clive (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfBenjamin Clive

Sent: 07 November 2017 14:06:10 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Benjamin Clive (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Benlamin Clive

Address:

Sydney, NSW
2204

Content;

| do not believe the impact on the amenity would be low, considering the destruction of local habitat and vegetation
that is planned. Noisy and intensive 24/7 construction works will be carried out while the line is shut down. residents
are at risk of sleep disturbance, and increased vibration levels. This project is a benefit for the people who live in
Bankstown, as they will get a morning seat, the brochure says their will be less seats than we have now. What are the
benefits to the commuters in between the 2 end stations, between Mamickville to Dulwich Hill station?

No community consultation, Increased risks associated with driverless trains, and Millions of dollars in over-
development and major impacts on the heritage of the area. We have a functioning service already. Why replace it at
huge expense and inconvenience to residents?

We do not need a large construction on approach to the Albermarle St over bridge. Widening this section of road will
encourage more traffic through the area. Traffic calming needs to be addressed. The bridge must be a low impact
design, a one size fits all approach does not work in unique, conservation areas.

The Sydney metro favours economics over community requirements.

Stop and plan for the long term - into the next century, Regenerate the land along the rail corridor to as a green urban
space to benefit wildlife and residents quality of life. Aim to reconstruct the natural qualities - treat each part of the
landscape as a whole, with interacting eco-sysytems and connectivity.

The current proposal is missing major opportunities to enhance the environment and leave the residents and
commuters in an improved position. How can you ensure owners, residents, and stakeholders in the community will
be better off than before the works began. Do not leave us with a degraded landscape and no established vegetation
or maintenance plan to follow.

There needs to be a comittment to remediation.

We live in a quiet residential area. The development should reflect our natural heritage and community goals.

IP Address:
Submission: Online Submission from Benjamin Clive (objec

hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230827

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
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DPESYDMET Email

From: |

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 10:37 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Diane Collins (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfDiane Collins

Sent: 07 November 2017 22:37:10 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To: NN

Subject: Submission Details for Diane Collins (object)

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

Name: Diane Collins
Address:

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content:

i wish to protest in the strongest terms to the proposed changes to the Sydenham-Bankstown rail line.

First, this is a MASSIVE inconvenience for local residents given that the line will be closed for significant periods of
time with the consequently untenable increase in bus and road traffic. The roads are already jammed and will become
more so given the proposed parallel increase in population densities.

Not only will the construction phase this make access to the city and surrounding suburbs extraordinarily difficult by
public transport - upon which many people rely - but the congestion issue is intensified by the need to make changes
to road bridges. The consequent level of transport disruption - and noise - that comes with this project is utterly
unacceptable.

Added to this is the FARCE of tearing up an existing heavy rail line for a metro, single decker line which provides
considerably reduced passenger seating - and thus comfort - and no overall increase in volumes carried over the
existing new train timetable. There is also the need to renovate existing train stations And for what? A driverless,
unionless train service without direct access to the city circle route and offering a decidedly inferior passenger service
in terms of frequency, comfort and passenger numbers.

Since there is no sensible reason to destroy an existing train line that works well for local residents, the only rationale
can be initiate a developer frenzy of - in all probability - poorly constructed, poorly thought out high rise development,
this increase in housing densities occurring without any where near adequate provision for public facilities - including -
at the very least -open spaces, schools and hospitals.

Yes, cities change and populations expand. But the proposed development is an appalling and unnecessary assaulit
on existing public infrastructure that encourages the worst kind of highly politicised, developer-driven urban alteration
which can only degrade the Sydenham-Bankstown transport corridor as a place to live and commute in and thus the
health, efficiency, attractiveness and heritage of Sydney as a whole.

!u!m!ssl'on: !!nl!ne !u!m!ss!on gm !!ane !0|||| ns lo!jec!)

htps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230942

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view _job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
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From: |

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 10:39 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for [ Tyrrell of UNSW (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfI Tyrrell
Sent: 07 November 2017 22:39:13 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

To: I
Subject: Submission Details for I Tyrrell of UNSW (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no
Disclosable Political Donation: no
Name: | Tyrrell

Orianisation: UNSW lEmeritus Professor)

Address:

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content:

T | am opposed to this proposal because of the disruption that will be caused-- it is interesting that in the application,
converting other sections of heavy rail elsewhere in the city to light rail is dismissed because of the potential
disruption! But it's O.K. to dump this sort of thing on Marrickville! One can be sure from other projects (e.g., the
Marrickville Station upgrade recently) that the project will not be delivered on time, and that the project will be
tormenting residents for many months more than promised as estimated, due to noise, traffic, and buses replacing
trains.

The idea of a four minute train service in peak hour is pie in the sky. It simply won't happen any more than any of the
other promises this government makes.

The whole project doesn't make sense without the proposed residential development proposed for the land corridor.

But the problems with finding and using that land without destroying the suburbs and their current liveable amenity are
immense, | am completely opposed to that project. The land corridor project should be decided on BEFORE the metro

option past Sydenham is even applied for.

The new system would mean that when | use the rail to travel to the city, | will have to change at Sydenham. That
creates problems in terms of finding a seat. The trains coming from the south are already overcrowded. Meanwhile
getting on at Marrickville there will be no seats left, and there is going to be much more standing room only on the
metro. As an older person I'll be therefore forced to stand ALL the way from Marrickville to the city! It's unfair to
pensioners. It's DISCRIMINATORY.

A further objection is to the introduction of "Australian-first platform screen doors improving customer safety and
allowing trains to get in and out of stations much faster." These will disfigure the heritage federation stations of
Marrickville and Dulwich Hill, and are aesthetically incompatible with them.

So | oppose this project as it is socially and economically disruptive, will not deliver what is promised, will disrupt the
traffic immensely on the roads during the construction, will destroy heritage values in the existing stations (including
buildings at Dulwich Hill and Hurlstone Park); and will not produce an improved service but rather will provide less
seating.



ubmission: Online Submission from | Tyrre! object)
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230944

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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DPESYDMET Scanned

From: ]
Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 1:50 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: Emailing: Scan 23.pdf

Attachments: Scan 23.pdf

Your message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments:

Scan 23.pdf

Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mail programs may prevent sending or receiving certain types of file
attachments. Check your e-mail security settings to determine how attachments are handled.
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From: |
Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 1:50 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: Emailing: Scan 24.pdf

Attachments: Scan 24.pdf

Your message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments:

Scan 24.pdf

Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mail programs may prevent sending or receiving certain types of file
attachments. Check your e-mail security settings to determine how attachments are handled.
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From: |
Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 1:51 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: Emailing: Scan 30.pdf

Attachments: Scan 30.pdf

Your message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments:
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Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mail programs may prevent sending or receiving certain types of file
attachments. Check your e-mail security settings to determine how attachments are handled.
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From:

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 1:51 PM
To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: Emailing: Scan 31.pdf
Attachments: Scan 31.pdf

Your message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments:

Scan 31.pdf

Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mail programs may prevent sending or receiving certain types of file
attachments. Check your e-mail security settings to determine how attachments are handled.
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DPESYDMET Scanned

From: .

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 10:40 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Christopher Murphy (object)
Attachments: 230946_Metro_HPA shortsubmission_Oct2017 3_2017Nov07_2238.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfChristopher Murphy

Sent: 07 November 2017 22:39:26 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
;::i:ljecl:: Submission Details for Christopher Murphy (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Christoiher Muihi

Address:
Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:
See File attachment 1

Submission: Online Submission from Christopher Murphy (object)
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=230946

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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From: .

Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 1:34 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Tealia Scott (object)

Attachments: 230817_current_weed_infested_turf_2017Nov07_1326.pdf; 230817_guideline-for-batter-surface-

stabilisation-using-vegetation_2017Nov07_1326.pdf; 230817 _Kunzea_ambigua_2017Nov07_
1326.pdf; 230817_Marrickville DCP 2011_2_18 Landscaping and Open Spaces_2017Nov07_

1326.pdf; 230817_Screenshot-2017-11-6 TUS_report_v3_ TUS_report_Web pdf 2017Nov07_
1326.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfTealia Scott

Sent: 07 November 2017 13:28:02 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Tealia Scott (object)

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

Name: Tealia Scott

Address:

Sydney, NSW
2204

Content:

| object to the application in its current state. The Sydney Metro development will negatively affect the amenity of our
area. | am greatly concerned about the impacts to local fauna & flora communities & species as a result of this
project. | do not agree with your EIS report that the impacts will not be significant given how little native vegetation
now exists in the area.

It is clear that Sydney Metro is missing an opportunity to create a connected, green corridor for wildlife & safeguard
green urban space. Species thrive in natural vegetation, such as along rail-lines. Green urban spaces are prized in
most developed cities around the world. There is no doubt that we need improved public transport networks to service
our growing population & the protection of our remaining green spaces should be integrated into them.

| am highly concerned about the departure from measuring the benefits of a development proposal against community
and environmental impacts or benefits in favour of economic considerations.

Sydney Metro must consider the needs, interests & activities of the owners & stakeholders of the surrounding land.
How can you ensure that you will leave the land improved? There must be revegetation and remediation of degraded
landscapes, and minimal impact on the existing remnant bushland.

Stop, think & plan land use for the next few centuries or millennium, rather than decades. It is poor policy & wrong to
plan, analyse & make decisions based on unnatural boundaries. In basic environmental terms, any piece of land is
part of a bigger picture, & requires full-systems approach. Do not examine each part in isolation to others.

Existing Environment

The rail corridor, Marrickville Station to Dulwich Hill Station was once a part of the Ecological Community of Sydney
Turpentine-Ironbark Forest. The Sydney Turpentine-Ironbark Forest is listed as an Endangered Ecological community
under the NSW Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016.
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There are pockets of remnant bushland, including many species listed as Vulnerable within the rail corridor.

Probably the most significant survival in the area is a small patch of native grassland of Kangaroo Grass Themeda
australis & Plume Grass, species Dichelachne, on the edge of the railway cutting at the city end of Dulwich Hill
Railway Station. This is an important survival story of the grassland understorey of the "Kangaroo Ground” shown on
Lieutenant Watkin Tench's 1793 map.

Shrubby heathplants of Kunzea ambigua & Lomandra longifolia survive on the sandstone cutting at Kays ave.
Dulwich Hill, & around the over bridge at Challis Ave & Albermarle St Marrickville. Weeds may crowd out some
smaller native plants.

See attached photo, Kunzea ambigua survive Albermarle St Marrickville

Remnant Turpentine trees Syncarpia glomulifera & Blacthorn Bursaria spinosa beside the railway line east of
Hurlstone Park Station.

Fortunately the ability of some species & relics of ecosystems to “hang on' in an urban environment can be surprising.
Yet these areas are generally low in biodiversity, & the native species that do exist have to compete with introduced
species and a highly fragmented landscape

Habitat Biodiversity

The value of bushland is finally recognized, the importance of protecting our natural biodiversity, that is the total
assemblage of plants, animals including insects and other invertebrates, microbes etc together with their specific
habitats & environments.

An area of relatively little usage, because of limited human access, such as the rail corridor, could become a valuable
wildlife habitat and protect the important remnant shrubs. Seed from other remnant species could be used to provide
additional shrubs to maintain the local genetic pool. Implementing methods to protect the little remaining remnants of
native vegetation in the area is essential.

Large numbers of hollow bearing trees are also under threat from Sydney Metro.

Bush fragments without connecting corridors can lead to local extinctions.
Knowledge of their locations & importance should be incorporated into management plans.

Albermarle St over bridge

The EIS report states clearly the methods Sydney Metro will use to build barriers within & disconnect the landscape.
Hard surfaces, throw protection screens, high impact concrete/perspex walls, fencing, removal of vegetation all spells
loss of habitat & an environment favouring pest plants & animals.

See attached photo of current "lawn" management & expensive, repeat slashing control of noxious weeds

The new Albermarle St over bridge, where vegetation is removed, opens up views to & from the adjacent residential
properties & gardens. Including the construction of new metro telecommunications masts, signaling equipment &
throw protection screens returning along Albermarle st would be clearly visible.

There is no mention of how the area will be improved after the Sydney Metro "upgrade” It is over development in a
heritage conservation area & does not reflect the character and culture of the area.

The bridge design should be a low impact design, with traffic calming measures to reduce the potential traffic increase
on our quiet residential streets. The widening & expansion of roads have been shown to encourage more cars, even
though areas simply cannot accommodate them. It is the local community that suffers the consequences, yet the
community's ability to genuinely participate in the assessment of large-scale infrastructure projects has been a major
casualty of NSW's poor planning track record.

Conservation

The protection of remaining natural areas must always be the number one priority, with a commitment to remediation,
aiming to reconstruct the historical vegetation in heavily modified areas.

Significant conservation outcomes are possible but only if a set of guiding

Principles are created and all levels of government commit to preserving what's left, & maintaining and improving
connectivity. Example, the successful completion of the Kays Ave, Dulwich Hill, native rain garden & stormwater
catchment project.

The habitat fragmentation caused by clearing & other human-related disturbances has been described by Sydney's
Royal Botanic Gardens as "one of the most serious ecological threats confronting the long-term survival of flora &

2



fauna”

This is most particularly the case when ecological communities are restricted to small isolated pockets that produce
in-breeding, lost connectivity between populations, & greater vulnerability to unpredictable environmental events.

Revegetation
Instead of total vegetation removal there are options.

Remediation planting can be executed in the groundcover & shrub plant layer.

There are many alternatives to replacing vegetation with concrete capping. Re-establishment of local native
vegetation to stabilise bank sediments by generating a network of roots is one. The bioengineering methods for slope
stabilization & erosion control have a number of advantages. They are generally low cost & easy to install, & rather
than disintegrating over time, their strength increases as root systems develop & the structures become more stable.
Stabilization measures may be used to remove loose rock, secure it in place with bolts, or to drape mesh, weed
matting on the slope.

Potential of falling vegetation has been sited by Sydney Metro as the main reason for total removal of vegetation, as
highlighted in the EIS; the above solution removes the hazard. This site-specific control remedy will protect the
remnant patch of Kunzea ambigua on Albermarle St Southside, & deliver effective bank stabilization along the
corridor. To reduce the risk associated with driverless trains & computers who cannot respond to debris & other
foreign matter on the tracks, the lower plant layers can be planted in.

Natural vegetation contributes to a more pleasant landscape in which to live.
DCP

2.18.13 List of preferred native plant species

See attached pdf. file.

Guideline for Batter Surface stabilization using vegetation
See attached pdf. file

LGA Biodiversity Strategy 2011-2021

Our Nature, Our Vision is a LGA strategy providing actions to meet the challenges of urban biodiversity management.
The plan reflects the ideals through well co-ordinated community engagement for the process of protecting what is
left.

An increasing prioritisation of the natural environment has occurred with demographic changes to inner Sydney in the
past two decades.

Built-in sustainability is in the community's long-term interest. Solid working relationships between all relevant
community, council, developer and state government parties have been proven to ensure the most effective strategic
planning for open space, habitat & corridor values. Marrickville council have worked hard on environmental policies to
promote enhanced biodiversity, replace exotic street & park plantings with native species & new vegetated verges &
rain gardens.

Anecdotal reports suggest that wildlife seems to have responded to this change in environmental focus with increased
populations & greater species diversity in Marrickville & Dulwich Hill. This is also reflected in the increased number of
WIRES (Wildlife Information Rescue and Education Service) rescues over a

10-year period with a dramatic rise in bird numbers & the reappearance in the area of the long-nosed bandicoot, not
recorded in the area since the 1950s. It is hypothesized that the bandicoots had used increased vegetation around
the inner west goods line as a corridor to re-establish themselves in the area.

Please refer to attached WIRES database - Inner West branch

These areas are capable of supporting a range of species (particularly birds) & are vital to the conservation network.
Long-term strategies should aim to provide habitat for those species that were once common in the urban landscape,
but are now in decline.

Future planning

Significant conservation outcomes are possible, the scope for Sydney Metro to create habitat, complemented by
connectivity of large continuous areas of vegetation where possible, that can be used by a wide variety of native
species is strikingly evident when one looks at the bigger picture. Maintenance efforts should be conducted at a rate
that minimises disturbance & provides ongoing habitat. The removal of exotic vegetation should be undertaken with
caution & preferably following the establishment of native species. Providing for a co-ordinated approach & a variety
of funding opportunities that assists local government to deliver the plan's objectives.
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Sydney is one of the few major cities that can take pride in having an urban population living closely to where natural
ecosystems still survive. The sights & sounds of wildlife, & the pleasure of encountering animals are part of the quality
of life in Australia. This is a significant part of our heritage as Australians & a unique part of the heritage of each
district.

As the population & densities increase, the greater metro region faces significant challenges in the 21st century.
Rather than choosing between parks & bushland, & annexing green space for people to live in, which is an
unsustainable short term fix, the governance of Sydney should make long term plans for both to coexist & prosper.

ubmission: Online Submission from Tealia Scott (obje
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230817

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
























































































































































































2.13

LANDSCAPING AND OPEN SPACES

Marrickville Development Control Plan 2011 council
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DPESYDMET Scanned

From: T

Sent: Sunday, 5 November 2017 11:00 AM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Isabelle Benton (object)

Attachments: 230519 _Corner window_2017Nov05_1058.pdf; 230519_Outlook_2017Nov05_1058.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfIsabelle Benton

Sent: 05 November 2017 10:59:29 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Isabelle Benton (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no
Disclosable Palitical Donation: no

Name: Isabelle Benton
Address:

Marmrickville, NSW
2204

Content:
In 2016 after making enquiries about the clearing of the proposed site, we were advised it was due to contamination
of the land.

If we had known there was going to be a building there, we may not have done our renovation this year (due to finish
before Christmas) that is centred around the open view to the sky and trees (not a view to a substation). (See
attached pic of our planned view, soon to be taken).

The community garden, planted out and tended to by neighbours, was unceremoniously razed. We would like to
restore this valuable amenity that enriches the neighbourhood.

Our concerns are primarily around the visual amenity:
View of trees and open sky becomes a view to a substation
Noise during and after construction. We believe the substation produces a consistent hum.

Requests:

Move substation to a different location that will not negatively impact the rear of Albermarle Street properties as well
as Randall St.

If this is not possible:

Reduction in height of the substation. Apparently it is currently 4.5 m high.

Screening of substation using native landscaping e.g. flowering gums

Reduction in noise level during construction and operation

Can you confirm size and location of the proposed substation?

!ubmission: !nline !ubmission !om Isabelle Benton !obiect!

hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230519
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DPESYDMET Email

From: e
Sent: Monday, 6 November 2017 8:20 PM

To: DPESYDMET Email

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Isabelle Benton (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfIsabelle Benton
Sent: 06 November 2017 20:20:09 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

To: I
Subject: Submission Details for Isabelle Benton (object)

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

Name: Isabelle Benton
Address:

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content;

| object to the proposal to upgrade the Bankstown Line from Sydenham to Bankstown to metro standards because the
project is unnecessary and will have incredibly destructive impacts on Dulwich Hill during the long five-year
construction phase.

The improvements brought through the Metro line - such as increased service regularity and disabled access to
Dulwich Hill station - can be delivered by upgrades to the existing Sydney Trains network.

In effect, the main benefit of the Metro line is that it frees up capacity in the City Circle for other train services across
the rest of the city.

This means that Dulwich Hill and other stations on the Sydenham to Bankstown corridor are being forced to sacrifice
for the rest of Sydney.

Lack of justification

The Metro conversion of this line is not justified because:

* We already have a train service in this corridor, which could be improved by alternative means including signalling
and timetable upgrades, bringing in modern rolling stock and installing disabled access to stations.

* It is bringing unwanted and destructive urban renewal to our community.

* The Government has not adequately considered altemnative infrastructure options

* It is a waste of billions of government dollars

* Aspects of the Metro will bring reduced services, including the comparative lack of seating compared to existing
Waratah Trains and the fact we will lose access to a number of important stops cumrently on our route, including CBD
stops.

* The requirement to shut down the Bankstown line for 46 weeks during the construction period will make commuting
a living hell.

Impacts of construction

The five-year construction process will be enormously disruptive to the residents of Dulwich Hill.

This is largely because of the extraordinary complications of trying to build a new railway line in place of an existing
operational line. This will require intensive and noisy works to take place at night or weekends (in other words the
most sensitive time for the community) or force unwanted and highly inconvenient shutdown periods.

It is arguable this has never before been attempted in the history of NSW - and for good reason. It simply doesn't
make sense to rip up our existing railway line to build a new one.

Severe impacts on Dulwich Hill

Impacts on Dulwich Hill include:

* A total of 1,221 properties will be exposed to noise at a level which breaches the potential for sleep disturbance
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criteria (background noise level plus 15 decibels from 10pm to 7am) during the construction period from 2019 to 2024.
* This includes 783 properties which would experience noise from earthworks which exceeds the criteria for 30 weeks
during the construction period.

* Dulwich Hill is the worst affected suburb in the corridor for sleep disturbance in the Sydenham to Bankstown
Corridor.

* Some 74 properties, including 24 heritage properties in streets such as Wilga, Keys and Challis Avenues, would be
put at risk of damage from excessive vibration levels caused by the use of intensive construction equipment.

* New Canterbury Rd at Dulwich Hill will be packed with up to 1,020 buses a day during rail shutdown periods (eight
weeks a year from 2019 to 2024 plus on an unspecified number of weekends).

* Other streets with significant bus impacts include Marrickville Rd at Dulwich Hill shops (1,020 buses a day), Bayley
St (495 buses), Beauchamp St (495 buses), Ewart St (495 buses).

* Destruction of historic wooden railway station ticket office, which EIS reports state may be State significant.

* A total of 27 commuter parking spots lost from the carpark to the south of the station, and nine out of the 17 parking
spots in Bedford Crescent removed, during the construction period.

* Up to 130 construction workers will want to park in local streets during rail shutdown periods, and up to 60 at other
times.

* During rail shutdown periods, even after mitigation measures, the average vehicle delay for the intersection of
Wardell Rd and Ewart St will increase from 32 seconds to 55 seconds.

* Residential streets such as Wilga, Keys, Challis Avenues and Albermarle, Beauchamp and Ewart Sts will be used
as construction haulage routes.

Based on the above, it is clear that the pain is not worth the gain.

Avoiding or mitigating these impacts

We oppose the Metro but ask that if it is approved that:

* No works are undertaken after 10pm or before 7am or after hours on weekends

* Pre-dilapidation surveys are provided to the 74 Dulwich Hill homes potentially affected by vibration and funds are set
aside to repair these homes if monitoring shows that damage is happening

* Noise attenuation works (such as those offered to homes under the flight path) are offered to properties set to suffer
severe noise exceedances

* Alternative accommodation is provided to any resident who requests it, or alternatively the criteria for alternative
accommodation is dramatically reduced from the currently proposed 30 decibels above the relevant noise criteria

* The Sydenham to Bankstown urban renewal strategy is abandoned to reduce the cumulative construction impacts in
the corridor - the impact of railway and housing construction at the same time is not adequately addressed in the
submission and a disaster waiting to happen.

* Councils are provided funds to hire additional rangers to monitor construction worker parking and to set up
residential parking schemes

Community consultation

Community consultation has been inadequate and information biased and misleading. The brochures and EIS do little
to explain the negative impacts of the EIS such as the huge disruption for commuters. The EIS is largely inaccessible
to the public due to its length, complexity and the short time allowed to make a consultation, only 2 months.
Community information sessions have been poorly attended, reflective of a lack of community engagement.

Heritage

The planned heritage destruction and diminution along the line is reckless:

* the demolition of rare, exceptional and high-value heritage-listed items (such as the destruction of the historic
woaoden station building at Dulwich Hill) is wasteful

* station designs do not represent local character and reflect a branding exercise by the NSW Government
Conclusion

In summary, the plans to replace the existing, historic Sydenham-Bankstown rail line represents a missed opportunity
to showcase the corridor's heritage, to celebrate its diversity, and to explore and develop public transport options in
other areas lacking this facility.

The metro is not in the public interest but is enabling the over development of the corridor,

Signature Isabelle Benton Peter Garran

!ubmission: !nline !ubmission !om Isabelle Benton ,object!

hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230689

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=B256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501
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DPESYDMET Scanned

From:

Sent: Monday, 6 November 2017 4.08 PM
To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: Emailing: Scan 3.pdf

Attachments: Scan 3.pdf

Your message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments:

Scan 3.pdf

Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mail programs may prevent sending or receiving certain types of file
attachments. Check your e-mail security settings to determine how attachments are handled.
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DPESYDMET Scanned

From: |
Sent: Tuesday, 7 November 2017 1:50 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: Emailing: Scan 26.pdf

Attachments: Scan 26.pdf

Your message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments:

Scan 26.pdf

Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mail programs may prevent sending or receiving certain types of file
attachments. Check your e-mail security settings to determine how attachments are handled.
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From: |

Sent: Monday, 6 November 2017 2:19 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Heather Davie of Ms (object)

Attachments: 230592 _pdf Submission for Sydenham to Bankstown Metro EIS_2017Nov06_1417 pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfHeather Davie

Sent: 06 November 2017 14:18:13 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
;::i:ject: Submission Details for Heather Davie of Ms (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Palitical Donation: no

Name: Heather Davie

Oianisation; Ms |2204I

Address:

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content:
Submission is attached below.

Submission: Online Submission from Heather Davie of Ms (object)
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=230592

Submission for Job: #8256 Sydney Mefro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=8256

Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_site&id=3501







Anyone who has renovated an old house understands the risks involved in demolishing
old walls so unplanned building collapse of heritage listed station buildings with demolition
of brick platforms is of major concern

The Sydenham/Bankstown Urban renewal Strategy, linked to The Metro Project requires
6,000 new dwellings within 800 metres on Marrickville Station.

Thousands of historic, heritage/period are targeted for demolition to be replaced by
medium density/high rise developments that will destroy the character of Marrickville.
Without the Metro there would not be such a need for the above.

Ask that heritage demolitions not be approved as it is not in the public interest to destroy
the heritage, character and history of the suburbs along the corridor

Removal of Vegetation

The biodiversity assessment was undertaken on the assumption that all vegetation within
the rail corridor would need to be removed, with the exception of areas of threatened
species of Downey Wattle that are located in the rail corridor between Punchbowl &
Bankstown.

9.4.5 reveals “Potential 13.8 hectares of vegetation, including mature trees will be
removed along the banks & rail lines to be replaced by security fence up to 2.4 m in height
for the full length of the line.”

Altogether 17.8 hectares may need to be removed including 873 trees (native &

exotic) 68 at Marrickville Station, 176 at Bankstown.

Chapter 28, Page 40 states that “29.8 hectares of vegetation would need to be removed
but only 1 hectare of native vegetation”, so how much will be removed?

There are so few well established trees in this area the decision to remove so many trees
should be reviewed as replacement trees take many years to be established

Cllmate Change

Chapter 24 .1.2 statement that Climate Change “has potential for direct & indirect impact
on the project and whilst the types of impacts are relatively well known the severity &
extent is uncertain.”

Climate variables identified included annual rainfall, extreme rainfall, extreme temperature,
extreme wind, storms (cyclones, hail, dust and lightning) sea level rise and fire danger.

All of the above variables have the potential to also impact in the form increase costs.

Will the Metro carriages stand up to the elements as well as heavy rail carriages?

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

The annual electricity consumption during operation is estimated to be 86,576 tonnes of
CO2 equivalent.

Operation & maintenance would result in increased emissions of greenhouse gas as a
result of increased use. This is not how we should be planning for the future as all new
projects should be designed to reduce Carbon emissions.

The EIS states that the “Project has the potential to reduce greenhouse emissions by
providing a comfortable & efficient alternative to private car travel” however this cannot be
assumed as a definite outcome as other factors such as fare increases & discomfort of
standing long distances in very close proximity to other commuters may encourage car
use.

Chapter 24 Mitigation measures states that 100% of greenhouse gas emissions
associated with consumption of electricity during operation would be offset, but who would
pay for this? The customer through a levy or higher fares?

Recommendation that sustainable initiatives must be reviewed & updated & relevant
initiatives implemented including the use of renewable energy to minimise greenhouse gas
emissions.












Claim that trip will be more comfortable, however not if you are elderly, short statured,
tired, travelling with young children or unwell and have to stand all the way from any
station to the city or to Chatswood or on the journey home you will not consider your trip as
comfortable.

Commuters have expressed concern that there will be no driver or conductor on Metro.
and fear for commuter safety on long underground stretches. The fact that commuters can
see through the length of the carriage does not allay security fears. There is supposed to
be CCTV however it is implied that commuters will be responsible for “active surveillance”

Security issues are also of concern to commuters and include “What happens if someone
lights a fire while underground? What happens if the computer control system is hacked
and customers are underground & locked inside? What happens when power black outs
occur? How would wheelchair customers be removed from a Metro without the guidance
of on-board staff? What will happen in the event of racial abuse, fighting breaking out,
aggressive behaviour from drug affected customers (which | have personally witnessed) or
terrorist threats/acts without trained on board staff?

“Customer assistants are promised at every station and moving through the network
during day and night” however with constant cuts to the rail network workforce, what
guarantee can be given that this will be the case long term?

On Metro trains there are only 2 multipurpose areas for prams, luggage and bicycles,
whilst on current trains there are 2 per carriage and they are very congested on weekends
when extended families travel to the city.

Commuters are concerned that the initial use of 6 carriage trains will create overcrowding
and that overcrowding will continue to be a problem as population densities increase along
the line. With 2026 passenger demand forecast of daily customer movement of 23,800 for
Bankstown, 13,800 fOr Punchbowl, 11,400 for Wiley Park, 14,800 for Lakemba, 13,00 for
Belmore, 13,800 for Campsie, 14,200 for Canterbury how much space will there be left for
the 14,200 for Canterbury, 9,400 for Hurlstone Park, 13,800 at Dulwich Hill, 13,800 for
Marrickville and unknown number at Sydenham and Waterloo?

Travel time reductions are not believable considering that commuters west of Bankstown,
may have several train changes, and any commuter going to Circular Quay (a popular
work, family, ferry, Cruise line and Opera House stop) may have difficulty walking 800
metres. Passengers from Marrickville to Central would save up to 4 minutes, however if
they needed to change trains for a city circle train their 4 minutes would be quickly lost.

Alternative transport arrangements during possession periods will have a major impact on
commuters and their families. These include loss of kiss & ride, potential loss of dedicated
& informal commuter parking areas, road closures and road network changes, leaving
earlier, getting home later, with longer journeys needing to be planned for and family
routines changed over a long periods of time adding to the stresses of daily life.

10.4.3 Changes to parking states that "there are 1,200 unrestricted on street parking
spaces within 400 metres of Marrickville station with 81% utilisation and that there would
be capacity to absorb temporary loss of space during construction. (Local residents would
doubt these statistics), This statement does not however consider all the other
construction work that will be happening at the same time within the 400m mark



* 10.5.3 notes that "alternate transport arrangements will have the potential to result in noise
& air quality impacts and for an increase in public safety risks due to the increase in
vehicles on the road network.

* The need for noise barriers is stated but where will the noise barriers be needed? No
mention of location along line.

* The Metro will be developed by a Hong Kong developer and there are fears that the line
will be privatised and expensive as the private T2 airport line is.

Chapter 11 P.16 Road Network Claim that the "enhanced customer service provided by the
Metro, including travel time savings is expected to result in growth in the use of rail services.
This increased growth would potentially result in a reduction in the dependence on motor
vehicles as the primary travel mode in the study area." This assumes that everyone will be
travelling in a North /South direction, an assumption that cannot be made. If trains are
overcrowded or residents work east or west of the line and suburbs have to be crossed then
car usage will probably continue to be high and the statement that " introduction of the Metro
would benefit local communities by providing a viable alternative to the car with benefits for the
local road network." may not be realised.

Conclusion & Recommendations

* Construction of the Sydenham to Bankstown conversion to a Metro service will be costly
and the money would be better spent developing a line where there is no public transport.

* A Metro to Badgery’s Creek new Airport may be a better investment of public and private
funds.

» Station upgrades to improve accessibility can be made without the expense of the Metro.

* Should the Metro be approved an embargo should be placed on planning “upzonings” and
medium/high rise development until after the completion of the Metro Line and other
infrastructure needed for increased population densities is in place.

* Recommendation that sustainable initiatives must be reviewed & updated & relevant
initiatives implemented including the use of renewable energy to minimise greenhouse gas
emissions.

* A full heritage analysis of the corridor should be conducted for the EIS.

* The brick walls on the lllawarra Rd overbridge and the platforms East of Marrickville
Station buildings should be retained.

* Any residents affected by vibration, noise, light and dust during the construction period be
appropriately compensated and facilities made available to ensure they can maintain
healthy lives.

* Residents should be notified as to where noise barriers will be needed?

* Dilapidation reports should be done for all properties that will possibly be affected by
construction works.

* Need to clarify how many hectares of vegetation will need to be removed and minimise the
number of trees to be removed.

Heather Davie

P.O Box 663

Marrickville

2204
heather.davie@gmail.com
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Sydney Metro - Comments on the
Sydenham to Bankstown Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

1. Introduction
The Project

The NSW Government's Sydney Metro program - the largest infrastructure scheme in Australia - sees
the construction of a high frequency, autonomous metro rail service across Sydney. The program is
being delivered over three stages: (1) Northwest, (2) City and Southwest, and (3) West.

(a) Sydney Metro - Northwest ($8.3 billion)

Sydney Metro Northwest, formerly the North West Rail Link, is the first stage of Sydney Metro and
will be the first fully-automated metro rail system in Australia.

Three major contracts were awarded in 2013 and 2014 to deliver and operate Sydney Metro
Northwest. These include:

(a) Tunnels and Stations Civil works ($1.15 billion);

(b) Surface and Viaduct Civil works ($340 million);

(c) Operations, Trains and Systems (PPP) ($3.7 billion). This the largest Public Private
Partnership ever awarded in NSW.

(b) Sydney Metro - City & Southwest (circa $12.5 billion)

This is the second stage of the broader Sydney Metro program. This stage will see a new 30
kilometre metro line extending from Chatswood under Sydney Harbour, through new CBD stations
and southwest to Bankstown.

The estimated $12.5 billion project will be delivered in two components:

(i) Chatswood to Sydenham: New 15.5 kilometre twin tunnels from Chatswood to Sydenham,
and construction of seven new stations; and

(ii) Sydenham to Bankstown upgrade: The upgrade of 13.5 kilometres of rail line and conversion
of all 11 stations between Sydenham and Bankstown to metro standards.

(c) Sydney Metro - West (circa $10 billion)

The NSW Government has yet to confirm the alignment for the proposed Western extension from
the Sydney CBD to Parramatta, or release a business case, but it is intended that new stations will be
constructed at key precincts along the route including:

e Parramatta;

e Sydney Olympic Park;
e The Bays Precinct; and
e Sydney CBD.

The capital cost of the project is estimated to be $10 billion.






A fundamental criticism of Sydney Metro is that it is designed to use single-deck carriages rather
than double-deck carriages currently used on Sydney’s rail network. This means that it will be
incompatible with the existing train network.

As a result, the single-deck system requires modifications to overhead wiring, the power supply,
signalling, communications and fire systems etc. to make it compatible with the new rail link. The
cost of these extensive modifications is significant.

In addition, maintaining different rail networks will also impose higher costs over time.

It should be noted that setting up an entirely independent system within the wider metropolitan rail
network will facilitate a future sale of the Sydney Metro to a private consortium.

Single-decker v double-decker trains

One of primary justification of the Sydney Metro rests upon its purported capacity to carry more
people without delays or longer ‘dwell times’ compared with double-decker trains.

This is what the NSW Premier said in favour of the Sydney Metro in 2014; "Single-deckers ... can
carry more people, travel more quickly, and disembark those people more quickly without people
having to come down from those difficult steps that exist on our double deckers and that delay
people at railway stations.”

For example, improvements to signalling would allow 24 double-deck trains per hour to carry a peak
load of 33,000 passengers. Alternately, it would also allow for 26 single-deck services an hour, with a
peak load of 29,200 passengers. Refer to the table below.

This fundamental justification for the Sydney Metro has been called into question by transport
experts.

Double-deck v single-deck train capacity, peak load per hour

Type Existing signalling Enhanced signalling
Double-deck 20 trains, 28,000 passengers 24 trains, 33,600 passengers
Single-deck 22 trains, 25,000 passengers 26 trains, 29,200 passengers

Source: Douglas Economics

Equally, other improvements foreseen in the new "metro" single deckers can also apply to double-
deckers.

Dr Phillip Laird, a rail transport expert at the University of Wollongong, says double-deckers are
better for long distances, while single-deckers are better for short trips in the CBD and to the airport.
He also argues that the new line would be better served by double-deckers given the distance from
the city.

So, after examination, one of the crucial justifications of the Sydney Metro proves to be flawed.



Affordable housing

One major concern about the Sydney Metro and the Sydenham to Bankstown Urban Renewal
Corridor relates to its impact on affordable rental housing.

Around 36,000 apartments are to be built near train stations on Sydney's Bankstown rail line over
the next 20 years. The development of new unit blocks near 11 stations including Marrickville,
Canterbury, Campsie, Belmore and Bankstown would coincide with the conversion of the current
double-decker train line to a single-decker line which would prevent it being used by double-decker
carriages.

The Sydenham-to-Canterbury corridor is home to one of the largest concentrations of lower-income
renters in Sydney, compounded by a large population of retirees on fixed, low incomes. The plans for
the re-zoning and high density development of the station precincts, in particular, is likely to displace
these lower income households while making rental housing less affordable. This is likely to worsen
existing levels of high housing stress for low and vulnerable households throughout the corridor.

The need for affordable rental housing targets

Both the Sydney Metro Bankstown Line and the Sydenham to Bankstown Urban Renewal Corridor
proposals lack plans that ensure the adequate provision of affordable housing. This deficiency is
extraordinary given the affordable housing crisis that exists in the Inner West and throughout most
of the metropolitan area more generally.

Council’s research strongly indicates that virtually no new housing constructed in the future will be
affordable to any very low or low income households, or to moderate income families, without
strong intervention through the planning system including a policy to share land value uplift,
particularly in larger brownfield and redevelopment sites as well as major State urban renewal
projects

An Affordable Rental Housing Target should have been set in the strategy for the Sydenham to
Bankstown Urban Renewal Corridor from the outset so that it would be very clear to developers how
much they need to factor into site acquisitions. The inclusion of an affordable rental housing target
in the original strategy would have also helped as a means of containing land speculation and prices
in the urban renewal corridor.

It is contended that the only way to achieve affordable housing that will help to address the
immediate housing and homelessness crisis is to set a 15% affordable rental housing target for all
residential precincts within the Sydenham to Bankstown Urban Renewal Corridor together with a
30% affordable rental housing target on State owned land.

Joint Communiqué on affordable housing

In order to address the chronic lack of affordable housing, a Joint Communiqué issued on 23rd
August 2017 by Southern Sydney Regional Organisation of Council (SSROC), Planning Institute of
Australia (PIA) and Community Housing Providers called on the State Government to recognise
affordable housing as essential infrastructure for a sustainable, inclusive and productive city.



Measures in the Joint Communiqué designed to help boost the supply of affordable housing
included the following:

e recognise Sydenham-Bankstown Corridor as a priority target for affordable housing in the
Central and South Districts that should be subject to Growth Infrastructure Compact
agreement;

e expand SEPP 70 to enable more councils to embed inclusionary zoning schemes within local
planning frameworks, particularly in growth areas or areas undergoing renewal;

o enable councils to include a mandatory requirement for affordable housing in their LEPs
where there is land value uplift to support its application, including in Government land.

These additional measures should also be supported by the State government to help address the
affordable housing crisis.

Accessibility standards

Any new infrastructure project needs to fully comply with Disability Standards for Accessible Public
Transport (DSAPT).

So with respect to an entirely new rail project (well beyond an upgrade) the accessibility alone is not
really a valid selling point for its business case, unless modifications to the existing network cannot
be made compliant. In short, if the aim is to address accessibility, there are other more affordable
ways to do that which would have greater benefit for the network.

Even though around half the stations from Sydenham to Bankstown require major upgrades before
2022 to meet the DSAPT timeframe, only one station on that line in the Inner West local government
area (LGA) - Dulwich Hill - requires a major upgrade to provide adequate access. This contrasts with
the other six stations in the LGA that are inaccessible and have yet to be nominated for any access
improvements.

While enhancements can always improve a station, the point is there is a significant difference
between upgrading stations with lifts and other primary access features and constructing a
completely new rail system independent of the existing one. So while a new system potentially
enables access to be better integrated, from a cost perspective more could be done across the
whole Sydney network (including the Inner West local stations) to improve access if that was the
major driver.

Also if the system is to be privatised then a lot of public money is being expended to assist a private
operator comply with DSAPT.

A cursory look at Sydney Metro’s design guidelines shows they do pick up broad aspects of universal
access. This is welcomed and provides confidence that compliance will be achievable. The
realisation of best practice, however, is a little harder to gauge. For example, with respect to
comprehensive design approaches, it is less clear how well access issues for people with cognitive,
sight/vision impairment will be addressed.

Extensive use of glass, reflective surfaces combined with lighting (natural and added) may serve
many aesthetic and environmental performance goals but could also present a very confusing array



of glare or abstract shadowing. These approaches need to give attention to orientation effects for
those with low vision and different sight conditions, including those that rely on levels of audio
prompt/echo etc. for orientation. If it has not occurred already, | would recommend that designs at
this level be peer reviewed by professionals and representative groups that possess expertise across
a broad range of accessibility needs.

Features such as tactile ground indicators and raised lettering would be of assistance in this regard.
But as indicated above, there are other design considerations associated with universal access and
that complement wayfinding. These additional design considerations would be addressed if best
practice was incorporated into the approach.

4. Mitigation of Impacts

It is our view that the project should not proceed until it has been subjected to a re-evaluation in the
context of a properly integrated transportation plan for Sydney. If, however, the State government
does go ahead with the Sydney Metro program, than consideration should be given to mitigating
social and environmental impacts as outlined below.

Fares and the public interest

The issue of ticketing which is both affordable and priced to encourage commuters to use trains
rather than cars is significant given the congestion and long car commute times afflicting Sydney
commuters. Obviously the use of trains rather than cars makes a valuable contribution to reducing
greenhouse emissions which should be an essential aspect of the EIS.

According to the ‘Sydney Metro: City and South West — Final Business Case’, Summary, October
20186, the following policy will apply:

Opal ticketing will work on Sydney Metro and provide a seamless connection to other transport
modes for customers. Fares will be set on the same basis as for Sydney Trains and controlled by
the NSW Government. TfNSW will perform fare enforcement, ticketing equipment operation and
maintenance. To assist with fare enforcement all new underground stations will be closed gate
stations.

Net public transport fare analysis includes an assessment of the impact of the Project on the
Sydney Metro, Sydney Trains, NSW Trains, light rail, bus and ferry networks. Overall the Project
increases total public transport patronage and public transport fare revenue. It is forecast that
there will be a considerable diversion of patronage from Sydney Trains and NSW Trains to Sydney
Metro, and relatively minor diversions from light rail, ferry and bus services.

Of interest to the public is the actual fares to be charged and how these compare with the existing
train fares. The report states:

Key outcomes of this analysis include:
» the annual incremental public transport fare revenue would cover nearly 61 per cent of
the incremental operating cost in 2026 and more than the operating cost in 2036
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Attention: Director, Transport Assessments

Name & address (1)

Jon Atkins, 2/44 Ruby St, Marrickville NSW 2204

Name & address (2)

Glenn Redmayne, PO Box 337, Broadway NSW 2007

Application name

Sydney Metro - Comments on the Sydenham to Bankstown
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Application number

§5117_8256

Brief statement

We oppose the proposed project

The reasons why

Refer to comments below

1. Introduction

The Project

The NSW Government's Sydney Metro program - the largest infrastructure scheme in Australia - sees
the construction of a high frequency, autonomous metro rail service across Sydney. The program is

being delivered over three stages: (1) Northwest, (2) City and Southwest, and (3) West.

(a) Sydney Metro - Northwest ($8.3 billion)

Sydney Metro Northwest, formerly the North West Rail Link, is the first stage of Sydney Metro and

will be the first fully-automated metro rail system in Australia.

Three major contracts were awarded in 2013 and 2014 to deliver and operate Sydney Metro
Northwest. These include:

(a) Tunnels and Stations Civil works ($1.15 billion);

(b) Surface and Viaduct Civil works ($340 million);

(c) Operations, Trains and Systems (PPP) ($3.7 billion). This the largest Public Private
Partnership ever awarded in NSW.







2. Scope of Comments
These comments aim to cover the following issues and social impacts:

o Assessment of Project as a Whole:
o Design and network compatibility issues;
o Single-decker versus double-decker trains;
o Affordable housing;
o Accessibility standards.
o Mitigation of Impacts:
o Fares and the public interest;
o Bicycle racks at stations to match demand.

3. Assessment of Project as a Whole
Design and network compatibility issues
Reports have noted that the Sydney Metro needed to meet the following requirements:

« It had to be highly automated and driverless;

o It needed to use curtain wall doors to end track fall deaths;

» Ithadto be run by a different, ‘more efficient’ workforce with much diminished union
involvement;

» Its design needed to facilitate its eventual lease or sale to private operators.

A fundamental criticism of Sydney Metro is that it is designed to use single-deck carriages rather
than double-deck carriages currently used on Sydney’s rail network. This means that it will be
incompatible with the existing train network.

As a result, the single-deck system requires modifications to overhead wiring, the power supply,
signalling, communications and fire systems etc. to make it compatible with the new rail link. The
cost of these extensive modifications is significant.

In addition, maintaining different rail networks will also impose higher costs over time.

It should be noted that setting up an entirely independent system within the wider metropolitan rail
network will facilitate a future sale of the Sydney Metro to a private consortium.

Single-decker v double-decker trains

One of primary justification of the Sydney Metro rests upon its purported capacity to carry more
people without delays or longer ‘dwell times’ compared with double-decker trains.

This is what the NSW Premier said in favour of the Sydney Metro in 2014; "Single-deckers ... can
carry more people, travel more quickly, and disembark those people more quickly without people
having to come down from those difficult steps that exist on our double deckers and that delay
people at railway stations.”



For example, improvements to signalling would allow 24 double-deck trains per hour to carry a peak
load of 33,000 passengers. Alternately, it would also allow for 26 single-deck services an hour, with a
peak load of 29,200 passengers. Refer to the table below.

This fundamental justification for the Sydney Metro has been called into question by transport
experts.

Double-deck v single-deck train capacity, peak load per hour

Type Existing signalling Enhanced signalling
Double-deck 20 trains, 28,000 passengers 24 trains, 33,600 passengers
Single-deck 22 trains, 25,000 passengers 26 trains, 29,200 passengers

Source: Douglas Economics

Equally, other improvements foreseen in the new "metro" single deckers can also apply to double-
deckers.

Dr Phillip Laird, a rail transport expert at the University of Wollongong, says double-deckers are
better for long distances, while single-deckers are better for short trips in the CBD and to the airport.
He also argues that the new line would be better served by double-deckers given the distance from
the city.

So, after examination, one of the crucial justifications of the Sydney Metro proves to be flawed.
Affordable housing

One major concern about the Sydney Metro and the Sydenham to Bankstown Urban Renewal
Corridor relates to its impact on affordable rental housing.

Around 36,000 apartments are to be built near train stations on Sydney's Bankstown rail line over
the next 20 years. The development of new unit blocks near 11 stations including Marrickville,
Canterbury, Campsie, Belmore and Bankstown would coincide with the conversion of the current
double-decker train line to a single-decker line which would prevent it being used by double-decker
carriages.

The Sydenham-to-Canterbury corridor is home to one of the largest concentrations of lower-income
renters in Sydney, compounded by a large population of retirees on fixed, low incomes. The plans for
the re-zoning and high density development of the station precincts, in particular, is likely to displace
these lower income households while making rental housing less affordable. This is likely to worsen
existing levels of high housing stress for low and vulnerable households throughout the corridor.

The need for affordable rental housing targets

Both the Sydney Metro Bankstown Line and the Sydenham to Bankstown Urban Renewal Corridor
proposals lack plans that ensure the adequate provision of affordable housing. This deficiency is
extraordinary given the affordable housing crisis that exists in the Inner West and throughout most
of the metropolitan area more generally.

Inner West Council’s research strongly indicates that virtually no new housing constructed in the
future will be affordable to any very low or low income households, or to moderate income families,
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without strong intervention through the planning system including a policy to share land value uplift,
particularly in larger brownfield and redevelopment sites as well as major State urban renewal
projects

An Affordable Rental Housing Target should have been set in the strategy for the Sydenham to
Bankstown Urban Renewal Corridor from the outset so that it would be very clear to developers how
much they need to factor into site acquisitions. The inclusion of an affordable rental housing target
in the original strategy would have also helped as a means of containing land speculation and prices
in the urban renewal corridor.

It is contended that the only way to achieve affordable housing that will help to address the
immediate housing and homelessness crisis is to set a 15% affordable rental housing target for all
residential precincts within the Sydenham to Bankstown Urban Renewal Corridor together with a
30% affordable rental housing target on State owned land.

Joint Communiqué on affordable housing

In order to address the chronic lack of affordable housing, a Joint Communiqué issued on 23rd
August 2017 by Southern Sydney Regional Organisation of Council (SSROC), Planning Institute of
Australia (PIA) and Community Housing Providers called on the State Government to recognise
affordable housing as essential infrastructure for a sustainable, inclusive and productive city.

Measures in the Joint Communiqué designed to help boost the supply of affordable housing
included the following:

e recognise Sydenham-Bankstown Corridor as a priority target for affordable housing in the
Central and South Districts that should be subject to Growth Infrastructure Compact
agreement;

e expand SEPP 70 to enable more councils to embed inclusionary zoning schemes within local
planning frameworks, particularly in growth areas or areas undergoing renewal;

o enable councils to include a mandatory requirement for affordable housing in their LEPs
where there is land value uplift to support its application, including in Government land.

These additional measures should also be supported by the State government to help address the
affordable housing crisis.

Accessibility standards

Any new infrastructure project needs to fully comply with the Disability Standards for Accessible
Public Transport (DSAPT).

So with respect to an entirely new rail project (well beyond an upgrade) the accessibility alone is not
really a valid selling point for its business case, unless modifications to the existing network cannot
be made compliant. In short, if the aim is to address accessibility, there are other more affordable
ways to do that which would have greater benefit for the network.

Even though around half the stations from Sydenham to Bankstown require major upgrades before
2022 to meet the DSAPT timeframe, only one station on that line in the Inner West local government
area (LGA) - Dulwich Hill - requires a major upgrade to provide adequate access. This contrasts with



the other six stations in the LGA that are inaccessible and have yet to be nominated for any access
improvements.

While enhancements can always improve a station, the point is there is a significant difference
between upgrading stations with lifts and other primary access features and constructing a
completely new rail system independent of the existing one. So while a new system potentially
enables access to be better integrated, from a cost perspective more could be done across the
whole Sydney network (including the Inner West local stations) to improve access if that was the
major driver.

Also if the system is to be privatised then a lot of public money is being expended to assist a private
operator comply with DSAPT. From a budget perspective this has potential to jeopardise the
completion of other access improvements on the remaining stations across the network within the
DSAPT timeframe agreed to by all governments and the disability sector.

A cursory look at Sydney Metro’s design guidelines shows they do pick up broad aspects of universal
access. This is welcomed and provides confidence that compliance will be achievable. The
realisation of best practice, however, is a little harder to gauge. For example, with respect to
comprehensive design approaches, it is less clear how well access issues for people with cognitive,
sight/vision impairment will be addressed.

Extensive use of glass, reflective surfaces combined with lighting (natural and added) may serve
many aesthetic and environmental performance goals but could also present a very confusing array
of glare or abstract shadowing. These approaches need to give attention to orientation effects for
those with low vision and different sight conditions, including those that rely on levels of audio
prompt/echo etc. for orientation. If it has not occurred already, | would recommend that designs at
this level be peer reviewed by professionals and representative groups that possess expertise across
a broad range of accessibility needs.

Features such as tactile ground indicators and raised lettering would be of assistance in this regard.
But as indicated above, there are other design considerations associated with universal access and
that complement wayfinding. These additional design considerations would be addressed if best
practice was incorporated into the approach.

4. Mitigation of Impacts

It is our view that the project should not proceed until it has been subjected to a re-evaluation in the
context of a properly integrated transportation plan for Sydney. If, however, the State government
does go ahead with the Sydney Metro program, than consideration should be given to mitigating
social and environmental impacts as outlined below.

Fares and the public interest

The issue of ticketing which is both affordable and priced to encourage commuters to use trains
rather than cars is significant given the congestion and long car commute times afflicting Sydney
commuters. Obviously the use of trains rather than cars makes a valuable contribution to reducing
greenhouse emissions which should be an essential aspect of the EIS.



According to the ‘Sydney Metro: City and South West — Final Business Case’, Summary, October
20186, the following policy will apply:

Opal ticketing will work on Sydney Metro and provide a seamless connection to other transport
modes for customers. Fares will be set on the same basis as for Sydney Trains and controlled by
the NSW Government. TfNSW will perform fare enforcement, ticketing equipment operation and
maintenance. To assist with fare enforcement all new underground stations will be closed gate
stations.

Net public transport fare analysis includes an assessment of the impact of the Project on the
Sydney Metro, Sydney Trains, NSW Trains, light rail, bus and ferry networks. Overall the Project
increases total public transport patronage and public transport fare revenue. It is forecast that
there will be a considerable diversion of patronage from Sydney Trains and NSW Trains to Sydney
Metro, and relatively minor diversions from light rail, ferry and bus services.

Of interest to the public is the actual fares to be charged and how these compare with the existing
train fares. The report states:

Key outcomes of this analysis include:
» the annual incremental public transport fare revenue would cover nearly 61 per cent of
the incremental operating cost in 2026 and more than the operating cost in 2036
» the additional fare revenue on Sydney Metro services would more than cover the
incremental operating costs of these services (net profit of S(redacted) in 2026 and
S(redacted) in 2036).

The ticketing information relating to the ‘key outcomes’ above has been redacted from the report so
it is not clear if the ticketing policy will conform with existing ticketing determination which entails
some reference to the public interest and social impacts or whether it will be primarily geared to
ensuring an operating profit for the private operator of the network.

The statement above, namely that “(f)ares will be set on the same basis as for Sydney Trains and
controlled by the NSW Government” suggests otherwise. However the submission to the EIS should
request that this matter be clarified.

Bicycle racks at stations to match demand

Use of bicycles within the Inner West has markedly increased in recent years. Commuters who use
bicycles to travel to stations need adequate bicycle racks at stations in order to securely park their
bicycles while at work. Bicycle rack provision at the recently upgraded Sydenham station does not
match demand which regularly exceeds bicycle rack capacity.

Not only should bicycle rack provision match demand but provision should also be made for the
bicycle racks to be extended in order to cater for future demand when needed.

5. Conclusion

As Roderick Simpson (Environment Commissioner, Greater Sydney Commission) has argued, NSW
Government is planning to spend billions of dollars on transport infrastructure — ranging from
motorways and metros to light rail, airports and intermodal terminals — in response to current
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Submission re Metro Environmental Impact Statement with particular reference to Dulwich Hill

| wish to register my strong objection to the proposal to upgrade the Bankstown train line from
Sydenham to Bankstown to metro standards. The project is unnecessary and will have incredibly
destructive impacts on Dulwich Hill during the long five-year construction phase and utilise vast
amounts of tax payers money which could be better spent elsewhere. The improvements brought
through the Metro line — such as increased service regularity and disabled access to Dulwich Hill
station — can also be achieved via upgrades to the existing Sydney Trains network.

It appears that the main benefit of the Metro line is that it frees up capacity in the City Circle for
other train services across the rest of the city. This means that Dulwich Hill and other stations on the
Sydenham to Bankstown corridor are being forced to sacrifice for the rest of Sydney.

Lack of justification
The Metro conversion of this line is not justified because:

e There is an existing train service in this corridor, which could be improved by alternative
means including signalling and timetable upgrades, bringing in modern rolling stock and
installing disabled access to stations.

® |t is bringing unwanted and destructive urban renewal and development to our community.

e The Government has not adequately considered alternative infrastructure options.

® |t is a waste of billions of government dollars.

e Aspects of the Metro will cause reduced services, including the comparative lack of seating
compared to existing Waratah Trains and the loss of a number of important stops currently
on our route, including CBD stops. This is a significant impact.

® The requirement to shut down the Bankstown line for 46 weeks during the construction
period will make commuting a living hell.

Impacts of construction
The five-year construction process will be enormously disruptive to the residents of Dulwich Hill.

This is largely because of the extraordinary complications of trying to build a new railway line in
place of an existing operational line. This will require intensive and noisy works to take place at night
or weekends (in other words the most sensitive time for the community) or force unwanted and
highly inconvenient shutdown periods.

It is arguable this has never before been attempted in the history of NSW — and for good reason. It
simply doesn’t make sense to rip up our existing railway line to build a new one.

Severe impacts on Dulwich Hill
Impacts on Dulwich Hill include:

e Atotal of 1,221 properties will be exposed to noise at a level which breaches the potential
for sleep disturbance criteria (background noise level plus 15 decibels from 10pm to 7am)
during the construction period from 2019 to 2024.

e This includes 783 properties which would experience noise from earthworks which exceeds
the criteria for 30 weeks during the construction period.

e Dulwich Hill is the worst affected suburb in the corridor for sleep disturbance in the
Sydenham to Bankstown Corridor.



Some 74 properties, including 24 heritage properties in streets such as Wilga, Keys and
Challis Avenues, would be put at risk of damage from excessive vibration levels caused by
the use of intensive construction equipment.

New Canterbury Rd at Dulwich Hill will be packed with up to 1,020 buses a day during rail
shutdown periods (eight weeks a year from 2019 to 2024 plus on an unspecified number of
weekends).

Other streets with significant bus impacts include Marrickville Rd at Dulwich Hill shops
(1,020 buses a day), Bayley St (495 buses), Beauchamp St (495 buses), Ewart St (495 buses).
Destruction of historic wooden railway station ticket office, which EIS reports state may be
State significant.

A total of 27 commuter parking spots lost from the carpark to the south of the station, and
nine out of the 17 parking spots in Bedford Crescent removed, during the construction
period.

Up to 130 construction workers will want to park in local streets during rail shutdown
periods, and up to 60 at other times.

During rail shutdown periods, even after mitigation measures, the average vehicle delay for
the intersection of Wardell Rd and Ewart St will increase from 32 seconds to 55 seconds.
Residential streets such as Wilga, Keys, Challis Avenues and Albermarle, Beauchamp and
Ewart Sts will be used as construction haulage routes.

Based on the above, it is clear that the pain is not worth the gain.

Avoiding or mitigating these impacts

We oppose the Metro but ask that if it is approved that:

No works are undertaken after 10pm or before 7am or after hours on weekends
Pre-dilapidation surveys are provided to the 74 Dulwich Hill homes potentially affected by
vibration and funds are set aside to repair these homes if monitoring shows that damage is
happening

Noise attenuation works {such as those offered to homes under the flight path) are offered
to properties set to suffer severe noise exceedances

Alternative accommodation is provided to any resident who requests it, or alternatively the
criteria for alternative accommodation is dramatically reduced from the currently proposed
30 decibels above the relevant noise criteria

The Sydenham to Bankstown urban renewal strategy is abandoned to reduce the cumulative
construction impacts in the corridor — the impact of railway and housing construction at the
same time is not adequately addressed in the submission and a disaster waiting to happen.
Councils are provided funds to hire additional rangers to monitor construction worker
parking and to set up residential parking schemes

Community consultation

Community consultation has been inadequate and information biased and misleading. The
brochures and EIS do little to explain the negative impacts of the EIS such as the huge disruption for
commuters. The EIS is largely inaccessible to the public due to its length, complexity and the short
time allowed to make a consultation, only 2 months.

Community information sessions have been poorly attended, reflective of a lack of community
engagement.



Heritage
The planned heritage destruction and diminution along the line is reckless:

e the demolition of rare, exceptional and high-value heritage-listed items (such as the
destruction of the historic wooden station building at Dulwich Hill) is wasteful

e station designs do not represent local character and reflect a branding exercise by the NSW
Government

In summary, the plans to replace the existing, historic Sydenham-Bankstown rail line represents a
missed opportunity to showcase the corridor’s heritage, to celebrate its diversity, and to explore and
develop public transport options in other areas lacking this facility.

The metro is not in the public interest but is enabling the over development of the corridor and is
not justified.

Dulwich Hill resident
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN

| object to the proposal to upgrade the Bankstown Line from Sydenham to Bankstown to metro standards.
The Metro conversion of this line is not justified because:

-Capacity and congestion issues are over-stated and could be resolved by alternative means including signalling and
timetable upgrades, tunnelling for short lengths in the existing system, and improving (not privatising) bus services.
-Accessibility (including lifts) and safety issues can and should be addressed now, without a Metro conversion.
Marmrickville station has recently been upgraded with lifts and lifts can be installed at Dulwich Hill and Huristone Park
stations without a Metro.

-Justifications based on growth and the need for increased housing supply are contested particularly because this
corridor is already densely populated.

-The Government has not considered other infrastructure options such as decentralisation, and rural investment or a
strategy for Parramatta Rd, in need of renewal and a rapid bus transit system.

-The temporary transport strategy set out in the EIS is insufficient and will cause delays and stress to the 100,000
commuters who travel the corridor each day during the construction period. The EIS notes that the estimated 101
extra buses per hour required will not be feasible as they would cause traffic congestion through Marrickville and
Sydenham. How will people travel to work and school in reasonable time?

The construction process will be enormously disruptive to the residents of Hurlstone Park. These disruptions include:
*potential vibrational damage to dwellings

*properties close to the railway line will be impacted by extra noise during construction, sometimes at night and by
noisy heavy machinery. This includes many schools and child care centres, as well as homes and businesses. The
EIS has flagged that construction is likely to occur outside standard hours.

*some properties, including heritage listed properties, close to the project may suffer "cosmetic” damage from
vibration. This includes the Sugar House and the new units backing onto Canterbury Rd

*streets in Hurlstone Park acting as "haulage routes”, such as sections of Crinan, Gamet, Kilbride, and Melford
Streets will have heavy truck traffic, noise and dust during construction periods.

*The lack of a clear strategy for the already congested Canterbury Rd which will be rendered almost impassable for
many months.



Community consultation has been inadequate and information biased and misleading. The brochures and EIS do little
to explain the negative impacts of the EIS such as the huge disruption for commuters. The EIS is largely inaccessible
to the public due to its length, complexity and the short time allowed to make a consultation, only 2 months.
Community information sessions have been poorly attended, reflective of a lack of community engagement.

The environmental impacts are unacceptable, including:

*increased greenhouse gas emissions

*the environmental cost of demolition of structures that have stood for more than 100 years, and new construction
with a significantly reduced life-span and aesthetic.

The planned heritage destruction and diminution along the line is reckless:

*the demolition of rare, exceptional and high-value heritage-listed items is wasteful
*station designs do not represent local character and reflect a branding exercise by the NSW Government

In summary, the plans to replace the existing, historic Sydenham-Bankstown rail line represents a missed opportunity
to showcase the corridor's heritage, to celebrate its diversity, and fo explore and develop public transport options in
other areas lacking this facility.

THE METRO IS NOT IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST BUT IS ENABLING THE OVER-DEVELOPMENT OF THE
CORRIDOR.

Nicole Mather
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