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DPESYDMET Email

From: |

Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 8:43 AM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for company i-design consultancy (org_object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfIrene Fotiadis

Sent: 08 November 2017 08:43:15 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for company i-design consultancy (org_object)

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

Name: Irene Fotiadis

Orianisation: i-design consultancy (designer)

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:

To whom it may concern,

"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 carridor'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.

Irene Fotiadis

Proprietor
|-design consultancy

!u!m!ss!on: !nlllne !u!mllss!on !rom company ||!e3||gn consul!ancy !org_object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230980

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: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 9:00 AM

To: DPESYDMET Email

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Kerry O'Reilly (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfKerry O'Reilly

Sent: 08 November 2017 08:59:10 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Kerry O'Reilly (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Keﬁ O'Reilli

Ashbury, NSW
2193

Content:

| strongly object to the proposal for the replacement of the Sydenham to Bankstown line on the grounds that it is an
unnecessary wasteful use of money with destructive impacts on those now living in the area with no appreciable gain.
| whole heartedly support the submissions made by the Save Dully Group and the Marrickville Residents Action
Group.

This plan should not proceed.

—
Submission: Online Submission from Kerry O'Reilly (object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230988

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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DPESYDMET Email

From: I

Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 9:49 AM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Jackie May (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfJackie May

Sent: 08 November 2017 09:48:11 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Jackie May (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Jackie Mai

HURLSTONE PARK, NSW
2193

Content:

| 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 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.

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 to explore and develop public transport opfions in
other areas lacking this facility.

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

!u!m!ss!on: !nllme !Ll!mIlSSIIOI'I !rom !ac!lle Hay !0!!95!

hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=231003

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: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 8:51 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for company Action for Public Transport (NSW) Inc (org_object)
Attachments: 231152 _sydenham-bankstown_submission_2017Nov08_2049.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfJim Donovan
Sent: 08 November 2017 20:50:18 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
Subject: Submission Details for company Action for Public Transport (NSW) Inc (org_object)

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

Name: Jim Donovan

Haymarket, NSW
1240

Content:
See attached PDF

Submission: Online Submission from company Action for Public Transport (NSW) Inc (org_object)
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=231152

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: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 9:00 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for James Goodman (object)
Attachments: 231154_Submission_J_G_Metro_Fin_2017Nov08_2058.Pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfJames Goodman

Sent: 08 November 2017 20:59:20 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
;::i:jecl:: Submission Details for James Goodman (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: James Goodman

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content:
Please see Pdf submission attached.

!ubmission: !nline !ubmission Em James !oodman !object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=231154

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







On (ii) for instance, we have been told there will not be drivers on the trains — what
are the implications for public safety, for instance if a train breakdown in a tunnel?
And are there guards - if not what are the implications for public safety? And, equally,
are there station staff? And what will be the training requirements for these staff —
will they draw on the pool of existing staff in the network or will they be employed
under different conditions by the MRT and if so what are these conditions?

The table below provides a summary of the financial value for money analysis.

Cost Category PSC - PPP Difference Difference
(NPC $m) (NPC $m) (NPC $m) (%)

D&C Cost[1] 29119 2,893.7 (-18.2) (0.5%)

O&M / Lifecycle Cost 1,178.1 872.7 (-3054) (8.1%)

Total costs 40900 3,7664 (-323.6) (8.6%)

Transferred Risk 488.8 Included above - -

Total NPC 45788 3,7664 (-812.4) (21.6%)

3. What will happen to fares on the Metro?

Neither In the tender nor in the EIS is there any sense of what the consortium makes
from the 15 years of 'operation and maintenance'. In its annual report the MRT's
average rate of return is quoted is about 6%, 4% currently on its Melbourne
operations. It’s difficult to see how this will be maintained each year of the 15-year
contract without and increase in costs and thus fare hikes (and of course, its
Melbourne operations are to be extended, so 15 years is not a meaningful horizon).
Metro has stated that fares will be 'set by the NSW Government, the same as for the
rest of the Sydney public transport network', which is simply a statement that fares
will be set by the government. Is there a statement that the fares for this line will be
'the same' as for equivalent lines operated in the public sector?

4. Are there actually any ‘Savings’ in travel time?

The claims of 'savings' in travel time to the new stations is misleading. 4 minutes may
be gained Marrickville to Central - but what about the people who used to change at
Redfern but now have to go to Central: their travel time is increased and what impact
will this have on congestion at Central? And what about those who use the train to get
to Circular Quay - the travelling time is increased significantly: having to change at
Central or walk 800 metres - both much more than 4 minutes. There is no
improvement in travel time to Town Hall - it takes at least 4 minutes to walk 150
metres, and it will take longer to get to the other stations on the city circle.

5. And is there any real increase in Frequency?

The argument around frequency is also not convincing: Metro states that frequency
now is 4-10 per hour. Clearly this could rise to 10 per hour, of double-storey trains,
which would then exceed the capacity of Metro's single-storey trains planned at 15
per hour. A rational solution would be to spend public funds on expanded capacity on



the existing rail line - eg extra lines or tunnels that could hugely increase frequency,
and for the whole network.

Overall, I find the project is poorly conceived, and key aspects, as outlined are
inadequately justified. The Metro is a major and unjustified departure from an
integrated rail network for NSW that will cause huge and unnecessary disruption. It
leaves me wondering what the real motivation is — is it really to increase capacity, or
is it to use tens of billions in public funds for the sole purpose of creating an
autonomous privately-run network?

Sincerely,

James Goodman
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DPESYDMET Email

From: -

Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 4:36 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for John Sutton (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf Oflohn Sutton

Sent: 08 November 2017 16:36:13 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for John Sutton (object)

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

Name: John Sutton

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content:

| was bomn at Botany Rd Alexandria and have lived in South Sydney and the inner West for the last 60 years. | have
never witnessed anything like the wholesale destruction of the fabric of my environment like that which has occurred
over the last 4 or b years. Cheap,soulless,monotonous high rise apartments are spreading like a contagion.| am yet to
meet any locals around these areas who support what the state government and the property developers are doing to
our way of life. The intended Sydenham to Bankstown privatised railway is, from what | can see, part of the grand
plan to spread the crass developer's footprint through more and more inner and mid-west suburbs. It is no co-
incidence that these are safe ALP electorates. The LNP thinks it can just over-ride democratic planning principles
where residents through their councils were once able to strike down inappropriate development. You won't see this
scenario played out in Mosman, Woollahra or Double Bay where the LNP politicians and the property developers live,
| regularly use the current Bankstown Railway line - | can see no apparent reason to tear it up to put in a privatised
line that operates without drivers and guards. It may please a LNP Minister and Premier who dislike having to
negotiate with the RBTU, but it does nothing to comfort passengers who have to travel on the line. The disruption to
local transport, the inevitable construction delays and cost blow-outs will all combine to make it nightmare for
residents of Marrickville and nearby suburbs.

The crass over-development underway has long been the dishonest nirvana sought by the property developers and
their lobby groups, especially the HIA and PCA. Under the bogus cry of "more supply" they pretend that these towers
will address the shortage of affordable housing for young Australians. The truth is very different. The same lobby
groups agitate for high immigration because their main priority is to sell product - and wealthy overseas investors are
ideal buyers.

| first came across Harry Triguboff nearly 40 years ago.| always said if Harry and his ilk every got control of our
planning system the city would be ruined. Sadly it has come to pass. Please rethink your disregard for local residents
needs.
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https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=231102

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

Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 11:50 AM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Adam Townsend (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfAdam Townsend
Sent: 08 November 2017 11:49:13 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

;zimact:m-ﬁssion Details for Adam Townsend (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Adam Townsend

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content:
Adam Townsend
, Marrickvile, NSW 2204

Dear Sir or Madam,

I write to strongly 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. | am deeply concerned that
this line is in fact a separate line which is separate from the main network and will thus mean that journeys will be
forced to include and depend on an increase in changes made by passengers - a system which will slow down
journey times and increase the challenges for the less mobile amongst us.

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, poorly planned and destructive urban renewal to our community.

* The Government has not adequately considered alternative infrastructure options or investment in what we have
and is in some case actually retooling recent stations

* 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 currently 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 exiraordinary complications of trying to build a new railway line in place of an existing

1



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. This construction will be ongoing with the increasing
construction in our suburbs and will be a significant burden on the area.

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
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. This
vibration will also be an impact on surround streets which have not been identified as heritage yet are a significant
part of the character of the suburb.

* 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). These buses have a wider impact on
our streets - coming thru residential streets like School parade which are not designed to carry such a significant load
or number of bus movements over such a sustained period.

* Other streets with significant bus impacts include Marrickville Rd at Dulwich Hill shops (1,020 buses a day), School
Parade, 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
wooden 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 and is enabling the over development of the corridor.

Adam Townsend
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Site: #3501 T3 Bankstown Line between Sydenham and Bankstown
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Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 4:17 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Beth Taylor (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfBeth Taylor

Sent: 08 November 2017 16:16:13 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
;zi:ject: Submission Details for Beth Taylor (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Beth Tailor

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content:
Hi there,

| wish | could start charging the planning department for all the time | spend ‘consulting’ about all the various
development, motorway and re-zoning projects in the Inner West. | am over it!

The Metro is being used as a pretext to up-zone and overdevelop areas near railway stations.
There is no need to replace a well functioning heavy rail line with a different rail line.
| strongly disagree with the privatisation of the operation of the Metro.

The change-over from our 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 unspecificed 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 Redfem stations decreasing access to these
areas including Newtown's entertainment and restaurant district. This is a reduction in our current services.

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

We are concerned 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.

We are concerned about the impact on the commercial businesses on lllawarra Rd as well as the closure of a
significant portion of McNeilly Park during construction.

Yours sincerely



Beth

!u!m!ss!on: !nlllne !u!mllss!on from Beth Taylor (object)
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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
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DPESYDMET Email

From:

Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 3:13 PM

To: DPESYDMET Email

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Sharon Mitchell (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfSharon Mitchell

Sent: 08 November 2017 15:13:15 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Sharon Mitchell (object)

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

Name: Sharon Mitchell

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content:

| am against this development for the following reasons: millions have recently been spent upgrading Marrickville
station; the existing services could manage more passengers; heritage will be damaged; there will be worse traffic
flow due to additional buses and construction vehicles; line shutdowns; noise and disruption due to construction.

ubmission: Online Submission from Sharon Mitchell (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=231072

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: I

Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 3:21 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Felicity Warren (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfFelicity Warren

Sent: 08 November 2017 15:20:14 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Felicity Warren (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Felicii Warren

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content:

| am strongly opposed to the proposed Sydenham to Bankstown Metro ‘upgrade’.

My main concern is that it will further facilitate high-rise over-development and contribute to the destructive change of
character and loss of amenity that we are currently seeing in so many suburbs of Sydney.

In this era of climate change and global warming, | believe that the focus of a responsible government and its
planning authorities should be on reducing population growth and fostering sustainable industries; not on planning for
ever-increasing population, the main aim of which appears to be to guarantee a steady supply of buyers and
consumers for wealthy developers and major retailers.

An example of the threat posed by overdevelopment is the Mirvac proposal submitted to the Inner West Council of 28-
storey high-rise residential towers to be built in Carrington Road in Marrickville. Apart from the diabolical effect on
already congested local roads, such developments are completely out of keeping with our much-envied Austarlian
way of life.

| am in support of modern and efficient public transport. However to replace an existing train line seems to me to be a
wasteful and misdirected allocation of resources when other areas of Sydney are far less well-served by public
transport infrastructure. The fact that the proposed line is to be privately-operated is a further disadvantage. We have
by now accumulated so many examples of the detrimental effects of privatisation (CBA, vocational training) that |
think no one can still be under any illusion that this will result in a cost-effective system. | was very put off by the NSW
Transport Minister's reported comment that he looks forward to driverless trains because he would no longer have to
deal with the Rail, Bus and Tram Union. In my view, trade unions are democratic organisations which work in their
members' and the public's best interests, however much this may cut across the profit-driven goals of developers and
their political representatives.

The ugly, anonymous and soulless high-rise apartment blocks currently under construction in Mascot, Wolli Creek
and Green Square are stark examples of the result of putting economic gain above all other considerations and | will
be joining with local organisations to do everything in my power to stop the same thing happening in the inner west.

ubmission: Online Submission from Felici arren (obj
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=231075

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

From:

Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 3:26 PM

To: DPESYDMET Email

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Andrew Graf (comments)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfAndrew Graf

Sent: 08 November 2017 15:25:12 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Andrew Graf (comments)

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

Name: Andrew Graf

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:
| support the building of public transport infrastructure.

| support the following parts of project:
1. Reduced travel time to Macquarie Park & increased frequency of services.

2. Active transport corridor, this needs to be done during the construction phase, the amenity of the active corridor to
be maximised by use of available rail corridor space. Active corridor very useful & will be well utilised for short trips
(shopping, school, visiting etc) where daor to door time for active travel less than train trip (walk-wait-travel time-walk),

| object to the following parts of the project:

1. The Waterloo station is practically directly below the Airport line. A better solution in my opinion is to retrofit the
Waterloo station to the airport line & build another station at Sydney University on the new metro line. Makes line
more direct, reduced crowding at Redfern Station, increases patronage. Involves disturbance to airport line but
outcome is better.

2. The temporary transport plans should predominantly be done by running buses directly from closed stations to
closest station on inner west and/or east hills lines.This reduces passenger kms travelled thereby minimising
increased congestion. A small amount of buses run along the line for local movement of passengers.

3. Loss of direct connections to residential/ entertainment / commercial/ workplace areas of inner west such as
Erskinville, Tempe, Redfern, Eveleigh is a major drawback.

4. The capacity constraint isn't on the rail line outside of the city circle. If there is a way to increase capacity on the city
circle line (extra line, use of abandoned stations & lines) , provide an underpass at Sydenham if viable. The funds
used to convert the Bankstown line could have been used for a metro line in an underserviced and congested corridor
such as Victoria road or a north south line connecting all the radial lines (Hurstville-Campsie-Ashfield-Chatswood)
would make a huge impact on public transport connectivity for Sydney.



!ubmission: !nline !u!mission Em An!rew !ra! !comments)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=231077

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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DPESYDMET Email

From: .

Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 3:31 PM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Amber Naismith (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfAmber Naismith

Sent: 08 November 2017 15:30:10 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Amber Naismith (object)

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

Name: Amber Naismith

Sydney, NSW
2204

Content:
| am opposed to the privatisation of the T3 Bankstown - Sydenham line and subsequent replacement of the current
heavy rail line.

There is no need to replace a well functioning heavy rail line with a new rail line that does not benefit the residents
along this rail corridor. Furthermore, the sell off of the existing line, and accompanying rezoning of suburbs along the
line, is detrimental to the residents living in these areas and the services and social fabric of this area of Sydney.

The change-over from our 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 capacity of seats on trains will be reduced by over 500 seats and there will be more standing room than seats.
The existing line has more capacity if the frequency of trains were increased. The timetable in the 1940's and 1980's
had more trains running per hour than they do now. The train services have been consistently run down to justify this
privatization.

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 Redfem stations decreasing access to these
areas including Newtown's entertainment and restaurant district. This is a reduction in our current services.

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

| am very concerned 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. We will already be expected to deal with an additional 5000 cars on
our roads due to new developments in the area, and now we will be adding more ta the road due to lack of public
transport. Along with westconnex construction and diversion of traffic into local streets, we are beyond critical mass
and are essentially being locked in to our suburbs.



We are concerned about the impact on the commercial businesses on lllawarra Rd as well as the closure of a
significant portion of McNeilly Park during construction.

This is a wasteful project that will not improve services for local residents of Sydney. With the mass rezoning of
suburbs along the line, the shut down and privatization of the train line and subsequent worsening of access to
neighboring suburbs, the reduction of bus stops to justify privatization, and the reported increase in traffic congestion
by up to 400% in the inner west as a result of westconnex, this will go down as another one o the tragedies of this
LNP state government in the downfall of Sydney.

!u!m!ssnan: !!nl!ne !u!mllssmn 'rom E!er Naismith (object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=231083

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: N
Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 9:19 AM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Cheryl McCarthy (object)
Attachments: 230990_hpa_2017Nov08_0917.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfCheryl McCarthy

Sent: 08 November 2017 09:18:12 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
;::i)jecl:: Submission Details for Cheryl McCarthy (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Cheil McCarthi

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:
Please see attached.

Submission: Online Submission frorn Cheryl McCarthy (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=230990

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




Personal Submission to the Environmental impact Statement {EIS) Sydney Metro Sydenham to
Bankstown Upgrade '

s

sivess: 75 Jfln St Mok 2N5P

Application number: 881 178256

-M_ns__ent.to. my name being.published
-1 | do not consent to my name being published
-o0- | 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. Marrickville station has recently been upgrated with lifts'and lifts-can be instalied 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.

The Government has not considered other infrastructure options such as decentralisation, and rural
investment or a strategy for Parramatia 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 whotravel the corridor each day during the construction périod. 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 peopletravel to.work.and school in
reasonable time? '

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

. potential vibrational damage to dwellings

s properties close to the railway fine 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 h'omes: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
"tosmetic” damage from vibration. This includes the Sugar House and the new units.backing
onto Canterbury Rd

‘o streets in Huristone Park acting as “haulage routes”, such as sections of Crinan, Garnet,
K-il:'bride, and Melford Sfr_eets will have heavy truck traffic, noise and-_dust during
construction periods.




o 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 dnd 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:

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

The plantied. heritage destruction and diminution al_ong_-t'he'iine-is reckless:

o the'demolition of rare, exceptional and high-value heritage:listed items is wasteful
e station designs do not represent lacal character and reﬂe_tt-_a branding exercise by the NSw
‘Government
In summary, the plans to replacethe existing, historic Sydenham-Bankstown rail line represents a
‘missed opportunity to showcase the corridor’s heritage, to celebrate its diversity, and to éxplore and.
develop public transport options in other areas tacking this facility. '

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

_ N

Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 11:32 AM
To: DPESYDMET Email
Subject: FW: Submission Details for June Buckenara (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfJune Buckenara

Sent: 08 November 2017 11:31:11 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
;zi:ject: Submission Details for June Buckenara (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: June Buckenara

Campsie, NSW
2194

Content:
Dear sir , | object to it being next my unit block ,as across the railway line is more commercial area .
June

Submission: Online Submission from June Buckenara (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=231027

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: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 11:45 AM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: Emailing: Scan 51.pdf

Attachments: Scan 51.pdf

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

Scan 51.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: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 11:45 AM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: Emailing: Scan 50.pdf

Attachments: Scan 50.pdf

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

Scan 50.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: I
Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 11:45 AM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: Emailing: Scan 52.pdf

Attachments: Scan 52.pdf

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

Scan 52.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: I
Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 11:45 AM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: Emailing: Scan 55.pdf

Attachments: Scan 55.pdf

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

Scan 55.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: I
Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 11:45 AM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: Emailing: Scan 56.pdf

Attachments: Scan 56.pdf

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

Scan 56.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: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 12:39 AM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

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

Attachments: 230961_Metro_HPA shortsubmission_Oct2017_Kate_2017Nov08_0037.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfKathleen Burnham

Sent: 08 November 2017 00:38:25 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:
Subject: Submission Details for Kathleen Burnham (object)

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

Name: Kathleen Burnham

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:
See attached

Submission: Online Submission from Kathleen Burnham (object)
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=230961

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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Attn: Director, Infrastructure Projects
Major Projects Assessment

Dept Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY, NSW 2001

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

name: [
Address:

Application number: SSI 17_8256

I have no reportable donations to disclose

;lé I do not consent to my name being published

| 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 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.

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:

e potential vibrational damage to dwellings



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 ”haulagé 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
¢ 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 plan to replace the existing, historic Sydenham-Bankstown rail line represent 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.. -

A further note: the destruction of established gardens which house birds and other wildlife is
reckless and short-sighted. To destroy all the things in the area which give it its unique charm, and is
why people are drawn to the area in the first place is cynical and exploitative.
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DPESYDMET Scanned

From: .
Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 11:44 AM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: Emailing: Scan 47.pdf

Attachments: Scan 47.pdf

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

Scan 47.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: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 1:23 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for John Mitchell (object)
Attachments: 231057 _Sydney Metro Reply_2017Nov08_1321.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfJohn Mitchell
Sent: 08 November 2017 13:22:27 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

To: [N

Subject: Submission Details for John Mitchell (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: John Mitchell

Lakemba, NSW
2195

Content:
My submission is attached as a pdf.

Submission: Online Submission from John Mitchell (object)
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=231057

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




119 Sproule St
Lakemba. 2195
Nov 7 2017

Re: Sydenham to Bankstown Metro and Development Corridor
Application No: 51 17_8256

Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects
Department of Planning and Environment

Dear Sir,

Looking at the document “the new Lakemba Station” | can’t see how the southwest Metro is of any use to the
people of Belmore/Lakemba.

At the present time | travel from Lakemba to Central every day. The trains are on time, | always get a seat and my
journey is quite acceptable. In fact it's the best it’s ever been in the last 20 years.

But now you are going to replace this service with the Metro and all | can see is disruption and chaos ahead for the
next S years.

1. There will be no train services for 1-2 years on this line

2. The Station will be demolished

3. The garden plaza on the Boulevarde side of the Station will be removed

4. The War Memorial which in 2018 will be 100 years old will be demolished. Lest we Forget

5. Traveling to and from work will become impossible like when you shut down the line and replaced all the sleepers
with concrete sleepers. That was only 1 month!

6. When 1 look at the new Metro train carriages | can only conclude that if they were introduced to my daily journey
to Central it would be a much more uncomfortable experience

7. So to totally destroy an existing rail corridor to install the Metro does not make sense let alone how much it is
going to cost

What makes the Metro even harder to agree with is the Rezoning of land all along the Sydenham to Bankstown
corridor. This will cause a massive number of problems:

1. 25 storey apartment buildings surrounding each station

2. A massive increase in new residents in the order of 100,000

3. No new schools or hospitals to cater for these increased people

4. Increased traffic on main roads until they become grid locked

5. Parking in suburban streets to become impossible with footpaths used for parking

6. Green space, parks and sporting fields will decrease and become unusable

7. The biggest problem with this rezoning is the stress it puts onto elderly residents over 80 who suddenly have
developers clambering for their property or home unit so they can demolish it and build apartments. | thought we
looked after our pensioners and veterans but it does’nt look like that to me. Would you do that to your Mum ?

8. No increase in infrastructure such as power grid, water supply, sewerage and drainage services, fire stations,
community centres, child care centres and parklands. Without these crucial services it will become impossible to live
in this area and the corridor will just become a wasteland.

Therefore the Sydenham to Bankstown Metro could be the worst mistake that Sydney has made since the Darling
Harbour Monorail now decommissioned.

Also the community engagement of this project is pretty hopeless. When have | seen any of your communications
officers at Lakemba Station talking to the public? When | talk to people in my community at least 50% of them don’t

even know what the Sydenham to Bankstown Metro Corridor is about.

Yours Sincerely,

Bl g gy

John Mitchell
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DPESYDMET Scanned

From: T

Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 1:46 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for company Sydenham to Bankstown Alliance (org_object)
Attachments: 231064_EIS Response SBA_2017Nov08_1344.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfPeter Olive

Sent: 08 November 2017 13:45:18 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:
Subject: Submission Details for company Sydenham to Bankstown Alliance (org_object)

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

Name: Peter Olive

Marrickville, NSW
2204

Content:

The Sydenham to Bankstown corridor community is supportive of the positive provision of infrastructure even when it
comes at a significant cost. However, the proposed Metro line is no such case. Rather it is the wasteful conversion of
an existing world class service that misses the opportunity to extend Sydney's rail network. This conversion will
include disruption, chaos and heritage 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 over-
development 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 many areas of Sydney
that do not have rail lines. If Sydney is to become a "30 minute city" then our state governments will have to do better
than converting existing rail lines.

!u!m!ss:on: !nl!ne !u!m!ssnon !om company !y!en!am to !an!s!wn Alliance (org_object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=231064

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










Conclusion

The Sydenham to Bankstown corridor community is supportive of the positive provision of
infrastructure even when it comes at a significant cost. However, the proposed Metro line is no
such case. Rather it is the wasteful conversion of an existing world class service that misses the
opportunity to extend Sydney’s rail network. This conversion will include disruption, chaos and
heritage 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 many areas of Sydney that do not have rail lines. If Sydney is to become a
“30 minute city” then our state governments will have to do better than converting existing rail
lines.
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DPESYDMET Scanned

- I

Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 2:15 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Bernadette Riordan (object)

Attachments: 231067 _RiordanB Metro_HPA shortsubmission_Oct2017_2017Nov08_1413.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfBernadette Riordan
Sent: 08 November 2017 14:14:14 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

;zi)Mission Details for Bernadette Riordan (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Bernadette Riordan

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:
Please find attached a letter of submission. Many thanks.

Submission: Online Submission from Bernadette Riordan (object)
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=231067

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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I do not believe that privatisation of essential public services such as rail and bus transport is in the
best interest of the taxpayer or the community.

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 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.
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DPESYDMET Scanned

From: .

Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 5:33 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for company Medical Imaging Bankstown (org_object)
Attachments: 231118 _NMO05517 Sydney Metro_2017Nov08_1731.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfNoel Mancuso

Sent: 08 November 2017 17:32:27 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
;::i:jecl:: Submission Details for company Medical Imaging Bankstown (org_object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Noel Mancuso

Bankstown, NSW
2200

Content:
| have attached a letter providing comments on the Metro project and asking for information to see how this will affect
our x-ray business directly across the road from Bankstown Station.

!ubmission: !nline !ubmission from company Medical Imaging Bankstown (org_object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=231118

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: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 5:44 PM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Luella Billing (object)

Attachments: 231124 _Personal Submission_ LBilling_ Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown

Upgrade_2017Nov08_1742.pdf

F.rom: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfLuella Billing

Sent: 08 November 2017 17:43:15 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
;zi:lject: Submission Details for Luella Billing (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Luella Billini

Canterbury, NSW
2193

Content:
please see uploaded document

Submission: Online Submission from Luella Billing (object)
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=231124

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




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

Name: Luella Billing
Address: 57/20 Close Street Canterbury NSW 2193
Application number: SSI 17_8256

-0 | consent to my name being published

-0 | do not consent to my name being published

-o- | 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 or justifiable due to the reasons stated below:

1. The current 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 in the concerned area.

2. 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 and
should be installed at Canterbury, Dulwich Hill and Hurlstone Park stations without the need for
the Metro.

3. Justifications based on growth and the need for increased housing supply are contested
particularly because this corridor is already densely populated and the future of the NSW
Governments’ Priority Precinct’s is now more than ever uncertain. Community opposition for the
plan is growing with now Federal attention. There is no need for the Metro or the PPP given the
rate of overdevelopment already occurring in the area — sensible upgrades to existing
infrastructure rather than the separation and privatisation of the current rail line.

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

5. 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 significant traffic congestion through the affected suburbs, particularly along Canterbury
Road which has little room at present for any increase in traffic flow. Canterbury Road is already
at traffic capacity both on weekdays and weekend and is becoming increasingly dangerous.
Adding even more large vehicles such as buses will create a situation where fatalities will be a
reality. How will people travel to work and school in reasonable time?

6. The privatisation and segregation of the Metro line from the rest of the Sydney rail system is
beyond comprehension and raises significant questions about the actual planning aspects that
have gone into the proposal. How is it sensible to stop the Metro Line at Sydenham and expect
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DPESYDMET Scanned

From: I
Sent: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 11:46 AM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: Emailing: Scan 58.pdf

Attachments: Scan 58.pdf

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

Scan 58.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: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 11:42 AM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: Emailing: Scan 35.pdf

Attachments: Scan 35.pdf

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

Scan 35.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: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 10:02 AM

To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Margaret Fasan of Mrs (object)
Attachments: 231007 _Submission Sydney Metro EIS_2017Nov08_1000.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfMargaret Fasan
Sent: 08 November 2017 10:01:22 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

To: HEN
Subject: Submission Details for Margaret Fasan of Mrs (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Mariarel Fasan

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:
My submission is attached.

Submission: Online Submission from Margaret Fasan of Mrs (object)
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=231007

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




24 Garnet Street
Hurlstone Park NSW 2193
5 November 2017

Director, Infrastructure Projects
Major Projects Assessment
Department of Planning and Environment

Dear Sir/Madam

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

| am writing to object to the proposed replacement of the T3 Bankstown Line with the
Metro.

Whilst | support the provision of new public transport infrastructure and an expansion
of the network, there are minimal public benefits in retrofitting the existing Bankstown
Line.

Quality of service

The current train service for the Bankstown line is excellent. With minor changes to
the schedule, it has the capacity to accommodate the future growth that is currently
planned under Canterbury-Bankstown Council’s Local Environmental Plans for the

major centres along it, including Bankstown and Campsie.

The metro system will not deliver a higher standard of service as claimed in the EIS
as the single deck trains will provide only a limited number of seats and will not take
customers to their preferred destinations including Redfern and the City Circle. The
requirement to change stations to make these connections will negate any time
gained through more frequent services. Further, the heavy rail has the capacity to
stop every 3 minutes right now and so it begs the question of why the Metro system
stopping every 4 minutes (in the peak hour) could be an improvement over the
current service.

Lifts can and should be provided now without a Metro conversion.

The Metro system should stop at Sydenham, which is for all intents and purposes an
interchange station now, with the normal Sydney train service to continue beyond.
That would ameliorate the need to reconfigure stations to Bankstown and also
remove the need to close the line at all, because the section to Sydenham is planned
to be a new tunnel.

Adverse heritage impacts

The heritage significance of the historic Bankstown line will be irrevocably diminished
with the construction of the Metro. Although all stations are heritage listed, several



with rare and exceptional buildings of state significance, most will be altered beyond
repair.

The Bankstown railway line opened between Sydenham on the lllawarra railway line
and Belmore in 1895. This was the first solely suburban line to open in Sydney as all
other rail lines were mainlines carrying traffic into and out of Sydney. In 1909, the
line was extended to Bankstown, with intermediate stations at Lakemba and
Punchbowl. A new station at Wiley Park opened in 1938.

All of the railway stations are heritage listed either on the State Heritage Register or
locally as well as on RailCorp’s S170 Register.

Of the early stations at Marrickville, Dulwich Hill, Hurlstone Park, Campsie,
Canterbury and Belmore, the overhead booking office at Dulwich Hill and the 1915
Platform 1 building at Hurlstone Park, which is the more prominent of the buildings,
will be demolished. Hurlstone Park will lose almost all heritage items despite its local
listing with Council and RailCorp and a 2016 nomination for State Heritage Listing.

Of the second layer of development, the heritage listed stations of Wiley Park and
Punchbowl will be totally demolished. This will result in their being delisted as
heritage items, despite Wiley Park being representative of the interwar period and
the station having “social and rarity values”.

The overhead booking office will be retained at Belmore but demolished at Dulwich
Hill, Wiley Park and Punchbowl.

There will also be loss of parts of original footbridges, including the removal of
Dulwich Hill footbridge (assessed as having high significance within NSW Railway
collection) and three moderately significant footbridges will be lost at Hurlstone Park,
Canterbury and Wiley Park.

With the exception of some elements at Bankstown, all of the original platforms
along the line will be removed resulting in a substantial loss of curved wayside and
island platforms, and of brick vertical and battered platform walls. These platforms
are also heritage listed.

There is also moderate-high potential for archaeological remains to be impacted by
the project (especially around Marrickville and Canterbury).

The Metro will cause Irreversible direct destruction of historic rare, exceptional and
high value rail items along the line, having significance locally, regionally and for the
state rail network; a reduction in the heritage values and appearances of all stations.
Many of the heritage items along the corridor are of State significance, or have been
recommended for listing

The heritage assessment of the EIS sums up the devastating impacts for Hurlstone
Park as follows:

“The project would remove all original elements at Hurlstone Park Railway station
apart from the Platform 2 building, the brick abutments of the Duntroon Street
overbridge and sandstone wall on Platform 2. This would significantly impact the
integrity, aesthetics, and representativeness significance of the station. The removal
of most original elements would severely impact the legibility of the historical values
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of the place as one of the original railway stations on the Sydenham to Bankstown
line.”

The justification for the massive heritage destruction at Hurlstone Park is the need to
straighten the platforms for the Metro, but at Dulwich Hill, where there will also be
major heritage impacts, the platforms will not be straightened due to cost and
technical factors. This is an example of inconsistencies that underpin the lack of trust
and confidence in the merits of this proposal.

The design summary of the EIS claims the project will “Protect and promote heritage
through appropriate design, planning, and management controls”(p9) and that the
project will “Conserve and re-use heritage fabric wherever possible.” A stated
principle is to “Ensure elements and items of heritage significance are appropriately
managed and respected” and “ Identify opportunities for heritage conservation to
contribute to the celebration of local identity in station design” (p 71, Design
summary). In the Heritage Assessment it is stated that the station design has sought
“to retain and conserve, wherever possible, elements of heritage significance.” (5.3.8
p 148)

There is no evidence in the EIS to support the above statements.

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.

The function of many of the heritage buildings will be removed instead of enhanced.
This is also senseless. 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. The T3 Bankstown will lose its heritage values and ability to demonstrate
the historical phases of development of the line.

Construction Impacts
The construction process will be enormously disruptive to the residents of Hurlstone

Park. These disruptions include:

o potential vibrational damage to dwellings

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 (my street), 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.



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?

Garnet Sreet impacts

| live in Garnet Street which is nominated as a haulage route in the EIS. Garnet
Street is a quiet, narrow residential street. It has numerous speed bumps and a
“no right turn” at the intersection with New Canterbury Road. For these reasons it
is not suitable as a haulage route and an alternative route should be found.

A construction works zone has been identified in the EIS on the corner of Garnet
Street and The Parade within the road reserve. There are numerous mature Figs
(Ficus rubiginosa) which contribute substantially to the character and
environmental quality of the area within the road reserve. These trees must be
retained and protected during construction.

Summary

| don’t believe that the State Government has made the business case to spend
billions of dollars to replace one rail line with another. 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 real reason for the Metro is to facilitate intensification along the corridor with
a possible 50,000 additional dwellings being built over the next twenty years.
Such growth occurring in already established areas is unprecedented in Australia
and will have a major impact on the character of suburbs along the line and
infrastructure provision. Schools, hospitals, green space and the road network
will all be impacted as there are no mechanisms in place to address these needs.

The liveability of the inner west will be dramatically reduced if the Government
proceeds with the construction of the Metro.

Yours sincerely

Margaret Fasan
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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

o 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:

o 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.
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Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39 N
SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Mr -

Request for comments — Exhibition of Sydney Metro City and Southwest — Sydenham to
Bankstown (SSI 8256)

| refer to your letter on 12 September 2017 seeking input from the Office of Environment and Heritage
(OEH) on the Environmental Impacts Statement (EIS) for the Sydney Metro City and Southwest —
Sydenham to Bankstown project. '

OEH provides comments on the EIS in relation to biodiversity and floodplain risk management at
Attachment 1.

If you have any queries regarding this matter please contact Marnie Stewart, Senior Project Officer, on
9995 6868.

Yours sincerely
S Humaon  %efufiz

SUSAN HARRISON
Senior Team Leader Planning
Regional Operations

PO Box 644 Parramatta NSW 2124
Level 6, 10 Valentine Ave Parramatta NSW 2150
Tel: (02) 9995 5000 Fax: (02) 9995 6900
ABN 30 841 387 271
www.environment.nsw.gov.au
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Attachment 1 - Office of Environment and Heritage comments for the Sydney Metro City and
Southwest — Sydenham to Bankstown (SSI 8256)

1. Biodiversity

OEH has previously recommended one camera trap every 300m of suitable habitat, placed for two
weeks for the Inner West Long-nosed Bandicoot. These surveys had cameras 700m apart and only
placed for one week. The period of placement may have been restricted by ability to access a
working rail corridor. However, as cited by the assessor, Price and Banks (2016) conducted 4
months of camera surveys along the Inner West Light Rail Line and failed to find any evidence of
Long-nosed Bandicoot use, but plenty of predator use. They concluded that this species is unlikely to
be surviving along the light rail line. Given the habitat similarity, OEH concurs with the assessor that
the same conclusion can be reached for the heavy rail line.

The BAR also notes “there are no A. pubescens stems in the project area as the occurrences of
these plants have been excluded from the project area in order to preserve the population.” OEH
also considers that indirect impacts are unlikely to be detectable. These plants are already subject to
extensive edge effects, passing rail traffic and maintenance.

2. Floodplain risk management

The primary objective of the NSW Government’s Flood Prone Land Policy is to reduce the impact of
flooding and flood liability on individual owners and occupiers of flood prone property, and reduce
private and public losses resulting from floods. The most appropriate method to assess the
development of flood prone land is through the floodplain risk management process, which is a risk-
based assessment detailed in the NSW Floodplain Development Manual (2005).

A primary objective of Section 117 Direction 4.3 ‘Flood Prone Land’ is to ensure that development of
flood prone land is consistent with the NSW Government’s Flood Prone Land Policy and the principles
of the Floodplain Development Manual 2005.

OEH has reviewed the Technical Paper 8 — Hydrology, flooding and Water Quality Assessment (GHD,
September August 2017). OEH’s comments are generally confined to the methodology outiined in the
report. From OEH’s perspective, the assessment prepared by GHD appears to follow accepted
floodplain risk management practice. The assessment applies two modelling techniques, for
Marrickville Station and for the rest of the project area between Dulwich Hill and Bankstown Station.

Marrickville Station
= The consultant utilises the information from existing flood studies and background information
as stated in Section 3.6.1 to establish hydraulic TUFLOW 2D model in the vicinity of Marrickville
Station. The model identifies existing and post-developed flooding characteristics for a range
of flooding up to the probable maximum flood (PMF) as outlined in Table 2-1.

= Existing flooding conditions within the project area are outlined in Section 3.6.4. Appendix B of
the report illustrates Flood Mapping for existing and post-developed scenarios including extent,
depth, velocity, provisional hazard, climate change scenario equivalent to 1% AEP plus 10%
increase in rainfall intensities and the impacts of the project on flood level and velocity for a
range of the flood events up to the PMF.

PrOJect area between Dulwich Hill and Bankstown Station

The consultants established 1D modelling using 12D drainage module and DRAINS model to
address flood problems in the project corridor between Dulwich Hill and Bankstown Station.

The report provides only a discussion on key outcomes of this assessment. Although the report
acknowledges that there are high flood risk areas occurring within the rail corridor to the west
of Campsie Station and east of Canterbury Station, and localised overland flooding along this
section of the corridor, it states ‘No flood mapping or model results were available in this part
as this part of the corridor was generally considered to present a lower flooding risk than the
Marrickville area’.
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OEH acknowledges that the assessment provides a summary of proposed drainage works
within this section of the corridor as outlined in Table 4-5. However, OEH considers that it is
prudent that the Technical Paper provides sound details of the flood characteristic within the
whole vicinity of the project including detailed mapping to demonstrate the model’s results at
this section. The report should also provide detailed discussion as to whether there are
remaining impacts after the implementation of the proposed drainage works, and should
address the impacts of the project on surrounding properties along this section of the corridor.

General
The report identifies proposed flood immunity criteria for infrastructure, drainage system design criteria
and design criteria for flood impacts on adjoining lands in Table 4-1, Table 4-2 and Table 4-3

respectively, which are reasonable.

In regard to the Marrickville area, the report addresses the design performance against the
abovementioned criteria as outlined in Table 6-2 and recommends further design development to be
undertaken to confirm the drainage details during the detailed design, which is supported.

The report lacks details on design performance in the area between Dulwich Hill and Bankstown
Station. Whilst it acknowledges there is high hazard area around Canterbury Station, modelling of the
Cooks River flooding at this area was not undertaken and accordingly, the impacts of the project on
existing flood behaviour have not been assessed. The report recommends further analysis and design
to be undertaken during detailed design.

OEH does not support the deferment of Cooks River modelling to the detailed design stage and
highlights that it is prudent to undertake adequate assessment of Cooks River and overland flow
flooding at this section in the early stage of the proposal.

(END OF SUBMISSION)
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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfRobert Gibbons

Sent: 08 November 2017 20:07:38 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Robert Gibbons (object)

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

Name: Robert Gibbons

Oatley, NSW
2223

Content:
SSI 17_8256

| object to the proposal because:

1) the business case is invalid with 110 redactions in the summary and an apparent public BSR approaching 0 (zero)
- socialising the costs and privatising the profits

2) Christie and Greiner regarded the Bankstown line as least needy of augmentation and money should be spent on
centres support

3) the proposal was a cascaded consequence of an incompetent and possible corrupt decision in July 2012

4) options have not been considered such as running tram/trains and metro units which do not require special
trackworks or platform straightening, and extending services from NW via Strathfield to KSA and CBD without a 2nd
Crossing

5) insufficient pre-planning was done re lllawarra line and straightening - cost uncertain and causes social and
political loss of confidence

Submission: Online !ubmlssmn !rom !obert !l!!cms (object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=231140

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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To: DPESYDMET Scanned

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Andrea Turner (object)
Attachments: 231189_Metro sub AT-2017-11-07_2017Nov09_0011.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf Ofandrea turner
Sent: 09 November 2017 00:12:27 (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
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Personal Submission on

the Environmental Impact Statement for the

Sydney Metro Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade

| object to the proposal to convert the existing heavy rail system, the Sydenham to Bankstown Line,
to a Metro system. | am a resident of Hurlstone Park and commute to the city on the existing T3
Bankstown line most days.

| object to the proposed Metro for various reasons as outlined below:

The premise for the Metro is based on the growth of Sydney and the proposed land upzoning
associated with the DRAFT Sydenham to Bankstown Urban Renewal Corridor Strategy, which
has been strongly opposed by the local community along the corridor since its initial release
in 2015. The Sydenham to Bankstown corridor is already one of the most densely populated
areas in Sydney, with an existing green space to developed area ratio far below current
recommended standards. The existing community should not be subjected to further urban
densification, disregard for the existing residents or destruction of heritage homes. The
previous Administrator, recently elected Canterbury Bankstown Council and Mayor, as well
as other affected Councils along the corridor, oppose the current proposed level of upzoning,
which is over 25 storeys in some areas. Without the excessive proposed Sydenham to
Bankstown Urban Renewal Corridor Strategy upzoning there is no need for the Metro.

The Government has not adequately assessed other infrastructure options. The astronomical
level of funding proposed to upgrade the existing well functioning T3 line to a Metro system
would be far better spent on other infrastructure options such as decentralisation, and rural
investment, a strategy for Parramatta Rd which is in need of renewal, radial rail connecting
systems and/or rapid connecting bus transit system, to name but a few.

Investment in infrastructure on this scale should have bipartisan and community support
before it is approved. Millions of dollars have been spent on marketing spiel for the Metro to
“convince” the public of its merit. It is NOT in the public interest and is a waste of public
funds that could be far better spent on other options and projects with a public good
outcome.

Community consultation on the Metro has been inadequate and disingenuous and
information biased and misleading since it was first rolled out along the corridor in 2015. 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 submission, as well as language access
issues. Community information sessions have been poorly attended, reflective of a lack of
community engagement and trust of the Governments intentions.

The 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, system optimisation, peak shifting and improving (not privatising) bus services.






e The environmental impacts are unacceptable, including:
o Increased greenhouse gas emissions
o 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 metro is not in the public interest, it is not supported by the local community, is enabling the
over development of the corridor and is a waste of public funds. | oppose the construction of the
Metro between Sydenham and Bankstown.

Resident

Hurlstone Park
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From:

Sent: Friday, 10 November 2017 9:24 AM

To: DPESYDMET Email

Subject: FW: APPLICATION NUMBER: SSI 17_8256

Dept of Planning & Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

APPLICATION NUMBER: SSI 17_8256
EIS EXHIBITION for Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade

| wish to submit my very strong OBJECTION to the proposed Metro line to replace the existing Bankstown-
Sydenham rail line.

Firstly | wish to express my shock, concern and anger about how information about this project has been
disseminated to the community — | had no idea about this proposal until just now when alerted by a friend
and | know my friends and neighbours are equally oblivious to it, and of course will now be unable to
provide feedback due to the deadline for submissions. A project with such overwhelming impacts on the
area —in terms of disruption, loss of service, noise, and the accompanying rezoning/redevelopment
proposal —demands a thorough, sensitive, all inclusive approach to reaching out and making sure
everyone in the community is apprised of the plans and its consequences, in order to make timely
feedback possible. In my opinion, this has not happened and this is a disappointing failure in
communication.

| do not support the idea to remove the existing rail system which functions perfectly satisfactorily, and
replace/duplicate it with a different sort of rail system. This is a waste of time, effort and money that could
be more productively applied to providing better public transport services to areas greatly in need of it, for
example in western Sydney.

It is an enormous waste of taxpayer money, and is a completely irresponsible and reprehensible spending
of public money, when so many other areas of public services are in dire need of more funding which
would benefit the wider community, and not the pockets of a private corporation and its contractors.

A privatized “public” transport system is not in the best interests of the community. Profits go to a private
overseas company, whose main focus will be on maximizing profit to itself/shareholders, not on the public
service. Public transport should be publically owned and operated for the benefit of the public.

The proposed Metro line will remove 7 stations from the existing rail service, including my closest rail
station at St Peters, and also important CBD stations will be bypassed which will in no way be
compensated for by the addition of the new stations. The loss of St Peters and Erskineville stations will
impact on my local area in two ways — these are popular stops for visitors to our busy and successful
entertainment and eating strips, and this may affect viability of businesses in the area; there are huge
residential redevelopments recently built/planned to be built with many more commuters needing to use
the rail service, Erskineville in particular is extremely busy now with many complaints about overcrowded
trains.

A different rail system to the standard rail system is planning madness — there should instead be a future
plan to link up all existing rail networks and close up all the missing links, to provide a holistic public
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transport system for all communities around Sydney for the future. The Metro line with different
tracks/bridges/tunnels will make this impossible.

The Metro trains will be smaller, with less capacity and less seating accommodation — it is very doubtful
that increased frequency will compensate for these deficits, and it will be very inconvenient and
uncomfortable for older people, people with disabilities, pregnant women, children etc to find seating on
these trains in peak times, or perhaps any time.

Our inner west rail line is dotted with heritage rail stations that are part and parcel of the charm and
history of the area — these stations must be protected and preserved not destroyed. Upgrading to include
lifts for mobility access should be initiated, not duplication of the whole service!

The disruption of this proposal will have serious impacts on the communities and businesses along the rail
corridor — with demolition and construction (probably 24 hour operation), traffic diversions, parking
issues, increased large truck movements, noise, dust etc — affecting the amenity and quality of life of
residents. The same issues will affect businesses near the rail lines and stations, including Marrickville
station which is located on a narrow and very busy main road route through the area, and surrounded by
homes — businesses along this strip will suffer from reduced customer traffic due to accessibility and
parking difficulties. This will not be a short term disruption, as the project will take several years to
complete - so the severity of the impacts cannot be trivialized, it will be real, and many many people will
be adversely affected in many ways including health risks due to noise, loss of sleep, dust etc.

The Sydenham-Bankstown Priority Planning Precinct is predicated on the proposed Metro line (though
why? We already have a rail line.) This massive, large scale, inappropriate plan to rezone and redevelop
along the corridor seems to be just another opportunity to grant developers a golden egg to seize land and
built skyscrapers and line their pockets. The acquisition and demolition of buildings along the rail corridor
to make way for the Metro line which include the destruction of existing low cost housing, which will not
be replaced by the shiny new towers. People on low incomes will be forced further away from their
community, public transport and other facilities — many people live in these areas because they are close
to rail to get to work, affordable housing options etc etc. This is another not so subtle attempt at social
cleansing. In addition, where are the rezoning plans to put aside land for the construction of new schools,
child care, open green spaces, medical facilities etc to service the proposed massively increased
population?

This proposal is not in the best interests of the community. It will only benefit the private corporations,
contractors and developers who will get to reap profit, from the destruction of a functioning rail line and
the surrounding businesses and communities.

How about asking the community what it thinks it needs? It won’t be a duplicate rail line.
Yours sincerely

Sally Browne
10 Murray St MARRICKVILLE 2204
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So a " review " of the RAIL VISION is proposed that can cope better with the LANDSCAPE " deficiency "
of the past. and move people long distances " with Speed being a factor " as in Europe they already have lots
of FAST TRAIN LINES in EUROPE, unlike in Australia.

So the St Peter's to Liverpool Elevated Train Line is an alternative vision to " UNBLOCK" the bottleneck
mentioned by the SYDNEY METRO web-site " problem" and " use the " budget" available within the
Sydenam to Bankstown Line demolition differently to INCREASE public Transport Capacity in the area (
and to the South West ) .

The " COMPLEX network design of the TRAIN NETWORK " is not a MATRIX but a radial network
focussed on SYDNEY CBD, and this may be its critical FLAW .

The centre of SYDNEY is now PARRAMATTA and this is West of Olympic Park.

So to accomodate a FUTURE TRAIN LINE to Northern Beaches, the SYDNEY METRO ( or its alternative
) is re-routed to the Victoria Road Corridor. ( and the WEST CONNEX connect tunnel budget re-directed to
a REGIONAL TRAIN TUNNEL ( or BRIDGE ? ) to the NORTHERN BEACHES or CENTRAL COAST.

This may assist FREIGHT LINE movement north of Sydney as the RAIL CORRIDOR between Central
Coast and Sydney has to carry lots of passenger trains, that have JOURNEY TIMES that " FAIL " the 30
minute city concept.... So its rather complex ???

So using the European Example in Germany may assist, when the current " expertise " is using a " HONG
KONG " model ?

In China, it is clear, after talking to visitors from china, living in cities out from the Main City, that they
travel by FAST TRAIN to the MAIN CITY, and the same for JAPANESE not living in TOKYO.

I

Tony Burke MP’s speech seemed to be concerned about the proposed increase in Urban Density and its “
simplistic Open Space Design Quality “ Lack of Open Space in the area historically. At the meeting on
Monday Nite Tony Burke MP indicated that the OPEN SPACE in the region was only 5% but 15 % in the
North Shore area.

So its easy to understand the community “ wish” for more Open Space, instead of more housing density on
Canterbury Race Course.

The Harold Park Trotts Course was “ sold Off” and allowed to become a multi-storey apartment Complex,
instead of a Community Farm site, as proposed by the City of Sydney Council in the earlier stages of the “
transition to multi-storey dwellings “ and in the process seeming to under-estimate the alternative land-use
of multi-sports fields, over Community Gardens.

REGIONAL BIO-DIVERSITY CORRIDOR — “CONCEPT “ ( from Lane Cove National Park to Royal
National Park ( future World Heritage National Park ?) .

The following is “ in-confidence “ and “ commercial-in-confidence “

I have spoken directly with the then NSW Environment Minister, Robyn Parker MP about implementing a
bio-diversity Corridor from Royal National Park to North of Sydney ( perhaps to Port Stephens ). So in the
initial stage I found it difficult to get between Lane Cove National Park and Callan Park, unless it was a
night-time fauna ferry trip.

Its now 2017, years later. Former Aust Govt Environment Minister, Peter Garrett has verbally
acknowledged that the Gladys Berkijeklian ( as NSW Transport Minister ) has not provided an industry best
practice, bio-diversity corridor “ review solution “ after she abandoned the Inner West Greenway. So by
contrast, I suggest a “ GREEN ROOF” of native bushland over the existing Light Rail Corridor ( Which
may need to allow a future expansion of the number of tracks, e.g. to allow a Mascot to Strathfield Express
Light Rail service ?.

So the Lane Cove National Park to Iron Cove Bridge can consider the RMS Corridor options including a “
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Green Roof “ over the existing RMS roadway, or lowering the Roadway and putting a GREEN ROOF at
Street Level.

Next it can pass east-west thru Callan Park ( as approved in the Masterplan by all 12 councillors ), or accept
that the Local Council is more interested in Sporting Field Spaces, so re-locating the REGIONAL BIO-
Diversity Corridor to the “ GREEN ROOF “ over the City West Link from Victoria Road to Hawthorne
Canal is the NEXT ALTERNATIVE. And the SPORTS GROUND now in Callan Park are potentially re-
located to “ NEW SPACE built in Air-space of the Rozelle Goods Yard Area east of Lilyfield Road, east of
Balmain Road and West of Victoria Road.

Next imagine a “ GREEN ROOF “ over the Light Rail Corridor of 10 m wide ( and preferably 30 m wide) (
refer to Ecological experts, to determine the correct width ?) .

Next imagine a “ GREEN CORRIDOR “ passing over Marrickville Golf Course, and Cooks River to Wolli
Creek Bushland Area.

Next Imagine COOKS RIVER now has a “ CLEAN WATER STRATEGY “ and the Platypus have
returned. And perhaps the Soil in near the creek is capable of growing Australian Cedar trees ?7?

Next Imagine a “ GREEN ROOF “ over the M5 WEST is BUILT to allow a bio-diversity corridor in an area
of Sydney with a low % of OPEN SPACE.

Next imagine a “ GREEN ROOF “ is built over the RAIL CORRIDOR east to SYDNEY PARK, St Peter’s
297

( This part may require the proposed WEST CONNEX to be abandoned, in the South. The City of Sydney
Council, and Inner West Council both oppose the project ) .

The Sydney Park could have a “ small habitat area for KOALA able to travel safely to Royal National Park,
and out to Wedderburn area “, with “ retained koala habitat area “ on an existing Golf Course proposed to be
“re-zoned to Urban Housing I the Bankstown Area “ ( Riversdale Golf Course ? ).

THE RAIL ALTERNATIVE to PROPOSED SYDENAM TO BANKSTOWN demolition of existing Train
Line and conversion to METRO RAIL.

The following is “in-confidence “ and “ Commercial-in-confidence “

This proposal DOES NOT demolish the existing Sydenam to Bankstown Train Line, but takes the “budget”
to build an elevated Train line over the M5 West “ green roof “ Bio-diversity Corridor, from Sydney Park to
Liverpool. In its “ simple form “ it connects into the proposed Sydney Metro at a Train Station ( alternative
vision ) at Sydney University, or into the Waterloo Station ( Redfern area ) .

As there is community opposition to the Sydenam to Bankstown Train Line project, a wider investigation
can assess the merit of a NEW STYLE TRAIN ( Double Deck with a two level entry point, like on the
Sydney Ferry to Manly, that can speed up Station Dwelling time, but allow lots of seating capacity, as is
available now with 2-level trains travelling to Blue Mountains ) .

So the Alternative is to have CAPACITY for a 2-level train from Liverpool to StPeters, to White Bay area,
to Ryde/ Epping then if sensible an EPPING TO PARRAMATTA route, and then potentially completing
the LOOP to Liverpool.

In Liverpool a “ NEXT GREAT CITY, project has been “ conceptually proposed “ using the Height Limits
of 95 storeys in Parramatta as a Guide. This potentially “ re-locates the Urban Density” .

NOTE :: I have a letter of support, from the Mayor of Sydney, supporting the Alternative, and within that
letter she is critical of the WEST CONNEX project.

So a " review " of the potential capacity increase of 30,000 to 45,000 per hour RAIL COMMUTER
capacity, to reduce the demand for the M5 East Road Tunnel can be assessed in detail.
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From: I

Sent: Friday, 10 November 2017 9:32 AM

To: DPESYDMET Email

Subject: FW: APPLICATION NUMBER: SSI 17_8256 - EIS EXHIBITION for Sydney Metro City & Southwest

Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade

Subject: APPLICATION NUMBER: SSI 17_8256 - EIS EXHIBITION for Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to
Bankstown Upgrade

Dept of Planning & Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

RE: APPLICATION NUMBER: SSI 17 8256 regarding EIS EXHIBITION for Sydney Metro City & Southwest
Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade

| strongly OBJECT to the proposed Metro line to replace the existing Bankstown-Sydenham rail line.

1. I was alarmed and shocked to only just discover the existence of this proposal and the requirement for
feedback from another concerned neighbour. There has been a distinct lack of comprehensive and far
reaching communication to inform the community. This massive project will gravely impact the amenity of
the area, disrupt services, create chaos/traffic/noise/dust for a period of years, and is linked in to the
Bankstown-Sydenham redevelopment proposal — and a great part of the affected communities involved
are unable to submit feedback due to a failure in communication.

2. The existing rail system performs its function perfectly well, there is absolutely no need for it to be
removed and replaced with a different rail system. Other areas of Sydney are in great need of public rail
service where currently none exists or needs improvement.

3. This is an excessive and ridiculous waste of public money, which could be far more productively spent
on rail infrastructure where it is lacking, or to upgrade existing stations to include lifts.

4. This is a private enterprise, with profits going to an overseas company and other private contractors.
Public transport should remain as public property.

5. A privatized rail model will focus on maximizing profit for the company or its shareholders, and the
public it services will not be a priority.

6. The removal of many rail stations from the line will have negative impact on city commuters (loss of key
CBD station stops) and to businesses in the busy retail/entertainment strips of Newtown, Enmore,
Erskineville (St Peters and Erskineville stops), as well as reducing transport options for these 2 very busy
inner city locations that are currently undergoing massive residential redevelopment and increased
population density.

7. The Metro is a different rail system to the standardized current system, making it impossible for future
link up of all existing rail networks across Sydney (the lines, stations, bridges, tunnels will not be
compatible.) This is not good future planning.

8. The Metro carriages will be smaller than current rail carriages with less seating. This will be extremely
1



inconvenient for all passengers, but will greatly impact those commuters with disabilities, or the elderly,
pregnant women, people with children, sick or tired people etc.

9. Our railway stations are often heritage structures, and reflect the history and character of the area. It
would be unacceptable to remove or damage or detract from these structures, which should be
maintained and preserved for future generations to continue to enjoy.

10. The chaos of several long years of demolition, excavation, construction, traffic diversions, parking
issues, increased truck movements, noise, dust etc will seriously negatively impact those living and
working in the affected area. Noise, dust and lack of sleep will contribute to health risks for people
subjected to these conditions where they live or work. Business areas are also likely to be adversely
affected financially with road closures, diversions, loss of parking, and noise etc discouraging customer
traffic over the period of years of this activity.

11. The premise for the large scale rezoning and redevelopment of the Sydenham-Bankstown Corridor is
predicated on the Metro line project. This proposal is wildly inappropriate in terms of heights and density,
lack of planned infrastructure such as schools, childcare, medical services, open spaces etc. Both projects
seem not so much aimed at providing benefits to the community, as offering profit-making opportunities
to private corporations, contractors, and developers.

The destruction of a functioning rail system, imposition of inappropriate redevelopment, acquisition and
demolition of existing housing and business — to build a duplicated rail line with less services —is not in the
best interests of the community your department serves.

Yours sincerely

Paula Garrod
2/17 Bass Rd, Earlwood 2206
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From:

Sent: Friday, 10 November 2017 10:58 AM

To: DPESYDMET Email

Subject: APPLICATION NUMBER:  SSI 17_8256 EIS EXHIBITION for Sydney Metro City & Southwest

Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade

From: Jai Kee [mailto:jaikee@y7mail.com]

Sent: Thursday, 9 November 2017 1:38 AM

To: DPE CSE Information Planning Mailbox <information@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Cc: lanecove@parliament.nsw.gov.au

Subject: APPLICATION NUMBER: SSI 17_8256 EIS EXHIBITION for Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to
Bankstown Upgrade

Dept of Planning & Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

APPLICATION NUMBER: SSI 17_8256

EIS EXHIBITION for Sydney Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Upgrade
| OBJECT to the proposed Bankstown — Sydenham Metro line replacement.

e I1 16 av vvveyeooapy SLTALYATIOV 0 AV EELOTLVY AVS PLVYTIOVIVY PULA CEPTLYE

eIt 10 av e€1paopdivapy ®ooTe 0 TAE TAYEP LOVEY

o Aayx 0 PP TITWE YOUULVITY Y OVGLATATIOV 0LVO VOTIPLYOLTIOV PEYUPSIVY TNIC TPOTOCAA
o TTuBAy, Tpavomopt oNOovAS vot Be tprmatiled [ o TPLWATE YOPTOPATIOV 1G TPLUAPIAY VT
EPECTED 1V TPOPLT VOT GEPWIYLVY TNE PECT IVIEPEGTO 0 TNE YLOUULVITY

e Tne Metpo Alve ®IAA BYTAOG IUTOPTAVT YLPPEVT PALA SEGTIVATIOVO, ECTIEYLUAAY OLP YA
00E0T 0TUTIOVS oLYT oo X1 Iletepo avd EpokivemiAde — 1ne Aooc 0¢p XBA GTOTC GIAA LUT
YT LTV MOPKEPT, AVO TNE AOGGC 0 ALOYAA GTOTC WIAA IUTAYT TNE WUPIALTY 0 ovp ooy
EVIEPTALVHEVT BLapTEPC

e Tne Metpo yapployec WAL Be GLvYAE AETWEA, OLTN AECG CEATLVY L YOLLUOLVY LV{OVTEVIEVYE
avd Aok od LORPOPT TO YLORULTIEPT, TUPTIYLAAPAY TNE EASEPAV, LVPIPH, YNASPEV £TY,

¢ Ovp NePLTAYE OTATIOVS GNOLAD Be TPECEPTWED OLG TAPT 0 OLP MICTOPLYUA AVS YLATUPAA
TATECTPY

¢ Tne Metpo oyotep 10 LVYOUTATIBAE ®©1TN oTAVEaPd patA oYoTERC [ @MY CEEUC GNOPT
o1yM1ed avd PooA NapdY, CLPEAY AV LUTPOWED PUIA CEPTWLYE WOLAD € OVE TNAT YOV EWEV
TUOAAY ALVK LT TJOALCTL(OAAY TNPOLVYNOLT TYdvey?

e Tne Aovy nep1od 0 S1opLTTIOV ALVO YNAOC GNIACT TNE YLPPEVT CYOTEU 10 PeLvy SeoTpoye
0 avd pemAayed ®1TN TNE VE® TPOTOCED CYOTEYL MIAA BE NOPPEVIOLC POP TNOCE AMWLVY LV TN
€ adpdeyted apeac; avd pemAayspeVT BLC CEPTWLYES MIAA BE 1V VO ®AY YOUUEVOLPAPBAE TO T
ne edpdryevyy avd oneed o TnNE paA GEPTLYE, AVI WIAA add dvpTnEpP YOoVYESTIOV TO BLOVY P
oad povtec

¢ Tnepe 16 vo Buoiveco yooe dop tne MeTpo; TNEPE 1G VO TPAVOTOPEVYY

e Tne Metpo Alve 1G TNE TPEULGE LTTOV ENIYT THE TPOTOoed peCovivy avd pedemelonuevt od
TNE COUE XOPPLOOP 10 BLUIAT; TNIC HOCOIWE PESEWEALOTUEVT YOVYENT 1O CLUTAY LVAYYXETTOP
A€ 1V 116 oY O0AE VO SEVOLTY 0LV ATTTPOTPLATEVEST GOP TNE APENGS 1T OIAA IUTTOLYT

¢ Tne ®onoAe TPOTOGAA AOOKT ALKE O oNASY SEUA BETOEEV TNE YOWEPVUEVT AV A TIPLWATE €
VTLTVY, TO EVPLYN EQYN OTNEP OLC MEAA OLC TTE OTNEP SEWEAOTEPT ONO OPE BELVY LVILTED TO O
Y OOT LT TNE PLYN TLYKIVYC 0p peLoved Aavd

¢ TNio 10 a TPOTOCUA TNAT S0EC VOT BEVEDLT TNE YOUULVITY; 1T 1G VOT O GPLTTLVY CTPATEYY ¢
Op TNE YOWEPVUEVT TO POLGT OV TNE YOUHVVITIED 1T 1C CLNNOCED TO PENPECEVT, TO TPOTEYT, O
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vd 10 unpowe — onatewep Hodwaviayeo] pay e adwWePTIOED, TNEY OPE YEPTULVAY OLTMOEL
Med By Tne pavy dtocadwavioyeo To TnE TOPALY, avd Tne OVAY Bevepaytopc dIAA Be Tne ¥,

OPTOPALTIOVO, YOVIPAYTOPC OLVO SeWELOTIEPC
| urge you to put a stop to this ill-conceived and catastrophic proposal. Money for public transport

should be spent on improving current services, and providing services for disadvantaged areas
particularly in western Sydney, and joining up the ‘missing links’ in our current system.

Yours faithfully
Prashant Jain

41 Day St
Marrickville 2204
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7. The Metro is a different rail system to the standardized current system, making it impossible for future link up of
all existing rail networks across Sydney (the lines, stations, bridges, tunnels will not be compatible.) This is not good
future planning.

8. The Metro carriages will be smaller than current rail carriages with less seating. This will be extremely
inconvenient for all passengers, but will greatly impact those commuters with disabilities, or the elderly, pregnant
women, people with children, sick or tired people etc.

9. Our railway stations are often heritage structures, and reflect the history and character of the area. It would be
unacceptable to remove or damage or detract from these structures, which should be maintained and preserved for
future generations to continue to enjoy.

10. The chaos of several long years of demolition, excavation, construction, traffic diversions, parking issues,
increased truck movements, noise, dust etc will seriously negatively impact those living and working in the affected
area. Noise, dust and lack of sleep will contribute to health risks for people subjected to these conditions where they
live or work. Business areas are also likely to be adversely affected financially with road closures, diversions, loss of
parking, and noise etc discouraging customer traffic over the period of years of this activity.

11. The premise for the large scale rezoning and redevelopment of the Sydenham-Bankstown Corridor is predicated
on the Metro line project. This proposal is wildly inappropriate in terms of heights and density, lack of planned
infrastructure such as schools, childcare, medical services, open spaces etc. Both projects seem not so much aimed
at providing benefits to the community, as offering profit-making opportunities to private corporations, contractors,
and developers.

The destruction of a functioning rail system, imposition of inappropriate redevelopment, acquisition and demolition
of existing housing and business —to build a duplicated rail line with less services — is not in the best interests of the
community your department serves.

Yours sincerely

Angela Vercoe

6 Rosedale Street
Dulwich Hill 2203
NSW
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