| Depariment of Pianmng_ i

S Reglstered Mali S ARSI

G 'sA/Dlrector Metropoixtan and Regsonal Pro;ects South TTTRT TN

' '.:j_':_Major Prcuects Assessment

s '?._::Dept of Planmng&infrastructure |

= §:_GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW 2001

'_;Dear Mr Mark Schofaeld

Re M&L Development Co Pty Ltd Appltcatuon No 4972 2011

:;' Four Pomt Hotel by Sheraton Hotei Expansnon mcl commercra! oﬁ“ ce space

. Weown two apartments at 25 Market Street, ‘The Berkeley!, -

s We object to the above development proposal for the foliowmg reasons

1 ) No censuitatnon Contrary to requ:rements set out by the Dlrector General M&L
o }Development chose not to, consult wsth any of the res:dents and owner of- ’The

L :1'-.Berkeiey 25 Market Street In‘their submissnon M&L Deve]opment asserted that rt : '. i

S .:_-'was unab!e to c:ontact resadents ofThe Berkeiey The Berkeley has a ful! ttme
;"gs_ﬁj:'j-';bm!dmg manager at’ thefront desk i in the iobby, astrata manager and an owners S
“1 corporation; nane of them was ever contacted _.'t-weufd appear that consuitat:ons
L o were dehberate!yavorded I R G
2. Misleading visual images: In M&L Development’s submlsswn sectlon mtroductlon

-'."-'_and methedology, sectaon 3 3 page 37 shows mlsleadmg wsuai representat;ons
- Their photos were taken from the curbon:

g 1":instead of 1 usmg at:tual photos taken from our apartments We endose an actua!

| - S_treet and not from the apartments : | . o
- where. people ilve In addrtaon, computer generated images on page 45 are dlstorted_. T

2 ’-'-_5-_photo taken from our- apartments ancf another photo that euthnes the wsuaf |mpact i




of the proposed development lt rs obvuous that about half of oor vrew would be R
S blocked;. e e S R S
i :3':'__'.:'3 ) Drmmrsh our propertv value and rental rncome Thrs proposal would eirmmate about;-_ L
" half ofour vrews of Darlmg Harbour, e, the water rtself the boats, sun llght sky, . SRR
trees, the Marltlme Museum and Star Casuno ‘As result our property values would b '_ )
R drmmrshed and our rental income be reduced. Four Pornts Hotel development would o
= benefrt fmanceelly from these vrews atoor expense i
o ":4 ) Absence of oarkmg spaces Thrs massrve proposed development does not rnc!ude o
' any parkrng spaces ltis. mconcewable that a new 25 storey hotel tower could be ;- _'r g
_ erected m the CBD wrthout any parkmgspaces _ G Sre
5 ) Adverse envrronmental rmpact on natural envrronment The natural env;ronment R
: would be severely rmpaeted as most of the exrstmg trees oo that srte would have to e
o be cutdown, S I D :
. 6) Empact on herrtage burldmg Thls proposal would dwarfthe hrstonc, herrtage lrsted
© . CornExchangeand. massrvely drmm;shes its mgnafcance G S
i j_.-?7 ) Cost savmes bv developer at expense of the communrty lt would appear that M&L
Development chose to massrvely expand its footprmt mstead expandlng onits o
“current site, The helght of the present Four. Pomt Hotel ranges from’ only five to : S
fourteen storles It is usuaily more expenssve to remforce an exrstmg bualdmg and _
close down its current hotel fuoctron whlle ralsmg 1ts herght 1025 storres compared e
to erectmg a new buuld:ng The proposai by M&L Development represents a cost— e j RN 5
. saving exercrse at the expense ofthe commumty aod a drmln:shed life style of loc:al :'; L
resudents LA e L R e e L
8 ) lnaooroorrate development The proposed development would create a concrete ': -
canyon in Market Street more appropnete to. Hong Kong rather than 10 Sydney
9 } Conflrct of rnterest if the proposed deveiopment were approved then the Sydney
s '_'_Harbour Foreshore Authonty (SHFA) would financially benefit via rental payments ~©
i _-"for foreshore ‘land: Yet, the SHFA is & drvrsmn_ f the Dept of Planmng and.'ﬁf: S
lnfrastructure_ whrch approves the development applrcetion That means thé'*-:.f' |
‘appro rs decrded by the_agency that fmancraliy benef‘ts : ' '

. }'We have not made reportable polrtical donatrons:.(mcludmg donattons of $ 1000 or more) m S
SR -.._;the prewous two Vears o : T TR RETRS

o ;-'_?We request that our names w;ll be _










