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PETITION AGAINST OVERDEVELOPMENT
THE SCOTTISH HOSPITAL
2 COOPER STREET
PADDINGTON

MP 10_0160
MP 10_0016

Shivesh Singh
Department of Planning
23-33 Bridge Street
Sydney NSW 2000

15" December 2010

Dear Shivesh Singh,

The signatories to this petition represent the grave concerns of our community
and we urge you to give serious consideration to our communal voice.

The original petition has been delivered to the Department of Planning.

On behalf of the residents,

Carol and Richard Lane
9 Glenview Street
Paddington NSW 2021

Jillian Jones
3 Glenview Street
Paddington NSW 2021

Jan Golombiewski and Bem Le Hunte
1 Glenview Street
Paddington NSW 2021
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns
The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The “model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very

narrow street.
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposal on the foliowing grounds:

There has been a great deal of “"community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns

The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The "model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on fo Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the "model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very
narrow street.

Address Sighature email
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns

The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The “model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very
narrow street.

Name

Address Signature email
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns

The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The "model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the "model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very
narrow street.

Name Address Signature ) email
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper S{, Paddingfon (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of "community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns

The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The “model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very
narrow street.

Name

Address Signature email
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital

object to this propos

al on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “"community consultation” which has largely
ighored community concerns
The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The “model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which

is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very

narrow street.

Name Address Signature email
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Department of Planning ‘
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns
The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The “model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very

narrow street.
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160}

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns

The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The "model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
(s indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very
narrow street.

Name Address Sighature email
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of "community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns
The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The “model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the "model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the originai 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very

narrow street.

Name

Address

Slgnature email
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington {MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object o this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns
The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The "model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very

narrow street.
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns
The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The "model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the "model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very

narrow streef.

Name Address Signature email
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hosp|tal
object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “community consultation” which has fargely
ignored community concerns

The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The "model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrzan walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk

The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very
narrow street.

Address Signature } email
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
- object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns
The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The “model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very

narrow street.
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Department of Plan

ning

Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns
The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The “model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very

narrow street.
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper 5t, Paddington (MP10_0160}

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of "community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns
The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The “model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the frees.

There are two intended pedestrian waikways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet z‘o be addressed

The huildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessn'/e in

eight and bulk

The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversmg truclg/n this very

narrow street,
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “community consuitation” which has largely
ignored community concerns

The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The "model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

38 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and butk

The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very
narrow street.
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposat on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of "community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns

The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The “model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very
narrow street.

Name Address Signhature email
N & @m% SR T s
Ve b, };rcivdf—‘&é EC&@@% | ek MZ@/ gl e %ié -
" o ,b g g (f E /F\ {06 [/[ ;’\\ﬁ ,,,,,, B <~?""‘ c/\ &\!\;'MAZE
e el } &ﬁ\%ﬂ@{‘% F(ﬁ( feds s 5? 1 jT‘: YL J e f,,u TR % f4€ g e

T Qu)i\ 3( o \H




Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottlsh Hospital
object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns

The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The “model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very
narrow street.
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160}

We the undersigned, residents of propetties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “community consultation” which has fargely
ignored community concerns
The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The "model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrtan walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very

narrow street.
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of "community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns

The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The "model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The fioor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very
narrow street.
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital

object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns
The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The "model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very

narrow street.
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Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
‘object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns

The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The “model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very
narrow street.
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Address Signature email

MO0 PAZACICISKA| 76, LivEppuDL ST A P%@ PSRN

PAvpine oW
Tormaen TS g e eawtReow 8T o _
RN T 2600 T Y

Sk

f/é'mhowztu‘ r[fmc-/u 72( - S ,///’/]

l'ﬁl{(/‘ﬂf\; A ?\09\ ‘

Qogb = Pq;w k WS‘(/ J a
1% cz o 7(L.\/('[79‘7/ Svt Jg%)fbbc P—@(;Q//

~ReSselt | FPeeloln, 0y 207




Department of Planning
Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposat on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of “community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns

The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The "model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the "model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk
The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very
narrow street.
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Department of Planning

— Re: Scottish Hospital, 2 Cooper St, Paddington (MP10_0160)

We the undersigned, residents of properties adjacent to the Scottish Hospital
object to this proposal on the following grounds:

There has been a great deal of ‘community consultation” which has largely
ignored community concerns

The impact on the heritage significance of the place is unacceptable

The “model” is inaccurate, particularly in respect to the size of the trees.

There are two intended pedestrian walkways on to Brown Street, neither of which
is indicated on the “model” and both of which are unacceptable

88 trees are to be removed and those remaining will be severely pruned

The basement and construction will put the remaining trees at serious risk

The floor area has increased by up to 46% on the original 2002 DA

The below ground 184 space car park excavation is massive

The issue of Scottish Hospital resident parking permits has yet to be addressed
The buildings along Brown St and Stephen St are excessive in height and bulk

The loading dock in Stephen St would generate reversing trucks in this very
narrow street.
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1. WE WANT TO KEEP ALL ‘RETENTION VALUE B’ TREES ALONG STEPHEN ST

= All trees along Stephen St are slated to be removed.

= This will affect not just the residents of Stephen St -~ the trees are a wonderful asset to the focai area, and their loss would
have a significant impact for local residents, the community, and the huge variety of birds that feed and nest in the trees

= The Arbourist report classifies nine trees located within a metre of the boundary line as Retention Vaiue B ‘Could be
retained’. Woollahra Council Tree Preservation Order (TPO} says these trees must be preserved, but the plans with State
Government ignore this

n  We were fold the Abourist recommends removal of all trees along Siephen St because they are weeds — but there are
several instances elsewhere in the proposal where the same tree species will be retained

s The consultanis’ repatis state that they will replace any trees assessed as Category A or 8 with the same or similar species
10 maintain landscape character. In fact, they are replacing them with shrubs which may only reach 8-9 metres tall. Given
the Aged Care building is 18.3 metres to the parapet, these shrubs will do little to screen the buildings from each other

2. WE DO NOT WANT A SERVICE VEHICLE ENTRY FROM STEPHEN ST

= A service vehicle entry is proposed opposite the foyer to 40 Stephen St. The justification is apparently an existing service
entry from Stephen St when the hospital was in operation

= During the public consultation the consultants confessed they had no historical documentation of this so-cailed “existing’
service entry. They do not know how regularly it was used, when it was closed, or what it was used for

s There is a large cluster of mature trees in the supposed location of the service entry. Looking at the existing hospital
operation building and Stephen St kerbing, it is extremely unlikely that any service entry existed at this point

= The Traffic Report did not assess the suitability for Stephen St to handle service delivery vehicles. There is no turning circle
at the end of the cul de sac. Vehicles currently use the private car park for 40 Stephen St to turn around. Thisis an
inappropriate use of private property

= The Traffic Report estimates that, at certain times of the day, there will be 4 to & movements per hour, driving into or
backing out of the loading dock - that’s one every 10 to 15 minutes

*  Dueto the narrow street, and surrcunding tall buildings and cliffs, the noise generated by delivery vehicles turning into and
backing out of the loading bay in this difficult-to-access location wili have a significant effect on the surrounding amenity

= The Development Application shows two parking bays on the street will be removed for the service vehicle entry, However
the Voluntary Planning Agreement with Woollahra Council shows the removal of more parallel parking bays, and the
creation of eight 90 degree parking bays outside Dillon Reserve. This would all be done at Woollahra Council’s cost. This is
not an equitable solution for residents or rate payers, and would destroy even more existing vegetation along Stephen St

3, WE DO NOT SUPPORT THE TRADEOFFS FOR THE DILLON ST PLAYGROUND

= The current plans before the State Government do not show the Dilion St Reserve being expanded. This is subject to a
separate Voluntary Planning Agreement (VPA) with Woollahra Council

= Inthe VPA, Council would not pay or receive maney for the small strip of land ‘given’ by the Scottish Hospital to the Dillon St
Reserve. However, Council would have to pay for any landscaping works. It would also miss out on receiving legislated
Section 94 developer contributions which are supposed to pay far infrastructure and other costs incurred te Council. This is
not an equitable solution for residents or rate payers.

= Inthe Hospital’s plans, there is a community garden proposed for the eiderly residents to use. In the VPA with Council, this
‘community garden’ will be moved into the Dillon St Reserve. Who is this intended for? The neighbourhood or aged care?

5. NO GARBAGE PICKUP, COMMERCIAL LAUNDRY USE OR KITCHEN VENTILATION TO STEPHEN ST

e Residents were told no garbage would he picked up from Stephen St. The loading bay would only be used for laundry pickup
and kitchen supplies for the Aged Care Facility. All other laundry, food and garbage services for other buildings would be
from Brown St. However, there is a Jarge garbage room, kitchen and laundry located near the loading bay on Stephen St.

e We want to ensure that there will be no garbage pickup, commerciai laundry use, or kitchen ventilation that will affect the
existing residents of Stephen St

.
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SCOTTISH HOSPITAL REDEVELOPMENT

The Scottish Hospital redevelopment will have a significant impact on our neighbourbood:

- Every tree along Stephen St will be removed

- Aservice vehicle entry will be located on Stephen 5t, with a proposal before Council to widen the street and
relocate parking spaces

- Dillon St Reserve may be expanded, but has tradeoffs for the local community

Plans are currently open for public comments until Friday 17 December, Unless they receive responses from cwners
and residents, the Department of Planning will assume we consent to the proposal in full.

We have provided a template so you can write a letter stating your views about what is being proposed.

The approval process is being conducted by the State Government, not Woollahra Council, however you can write or
copy the Councif (PO Box 61, Doubie Bay NSW 1361) or Presbyterian Aged Care (PO Box 2196, Strawberry Hills NSW
2012) if you choose. The more individual letters received the more likely our views will be considered.

PROPOSED STEPHEN STREET SOUTH

WO TREES
SOUTH GF

-~ LOADING DOCK
~~~~~~ TERRACE TG
EACF UNITS

— FTERC SETBALK

: _ 20 BALCOWIES +
T ; _ ‘ _ b ROOF DECK

. e : FACING 40
~STEPHEN ST

AIC CONDEMBORS

- TRUCK LOADING
DOCK GFRPOSITE
NUNMEBER 40

ENTRY DOGRS
ALL EXIBTING
TREES REMOVED
FROM STEPHEN &F
REPLACEMENT
TREES BAME AS
GLEM &Y

8 BTREET PARKING FOOTRATH WADENING
BAYS REMOVED NORTH OF LOADING ROCK

How to lodge a response ~ You must respond by 5pm on FRIDAY 17 DECEMBER

1. Go online http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/index.pi?acticn=view job&joh id=3779 where you can
view the plans, type a short written response, or upload a file

2. Write a letter

Post to: Dept of Planning, 23 Bridge Street, Sydney NSW 2000. RE: Application # MP09_0016

Email to: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.ay, RE: Application # MP09_0016

Note that anonymous comments are not accepted — you must include your name and address.

You can use the attached list of points as the basis for your submission. Personal letters have the most impact,
However, if you don’t have the time, you can simply sign it and post.




1. WE WANT TO KEEP ALL ‘RETENTION VALUE B’ TREES ALONG STEPHEN ST

All trees along Stephen St are slated to be removed.

This will affect not just the residents of Stephen St~ the trees are a wonderfui asset te the local area, and their foss would
have a significant impact for local residents, the community, and the huge variety of birds that feed and nest in the trees

The Arbourist report classifies nine trees located within a metre of the boundary line as Retention Vatue B "Could be
retained’. Woollahra Council Tree Preservation Order {(TPO) says these trees must be preserved, but the plans with State
Government ignore this

We were told the Abourist recommends removal of all trees along Stephen St because they are weeds —but there are
several instances elsewhere in the proposal where the same tree species will be retained

The consultants’ reports state that they will replace any trees assessed as Category A or B with the same or simifar species
to maintain landscape character. In fact, they are replacing them with shrubs which may only reach 8-9 metres tall. Given
the Aged Care building is 18.3 metres to the parapet, these shrubs will do fittle to screen the buildings from each other

. WE DO NOT WANT A SERVICE VEHICLE ENTRY FROM STEPHEN 57

A service vehicle entry is proposed opposite the foyer to 40 Stephen St. The justification is apparentiy an existing service
entry from Stephen St when the hospital was in operation

During the public consultation the consultants confessed they had no historical documentation of this so-called ‘existing’
service entry. They do not know how regularly it was used, when it was closed, or what it was used for

There is a large cluster of mature trees in the supposed location of the service entry. Looking at the existing hospital
operation building and Stephen St kerbing, it is extremely unlikely that any service entry existed at this point

The Traffic Report did not assess the suitability for Stephen St to handle service delivery vehicles. There is no turning circle
at the end of the cul de sac. Vehicles currently use the private car park for 40 Stephen St to turn around. Thisis an
inappropriate use of private property

The Traffic Report estimates that, at certain times of the day, there will be 4 to 6 movements per hour, driving into or
backing out of the loading dock — that's one every 10 to 15 ininutes

Due to the narrow street, and surrounding tall buildings and cliffs, the noise generated by delivery vehicles turning into and
backing out of the loading bay in this difficult-to-access location will have a significant effect on the surrounding amenity

The Development Application shows two parking bays on the street will be removed for the service vehicle entry. However
the Voluntary Planning Agreement with Woollahra Council shows the removal of more paraliel parking bays, and the
creation of eight 90 degree parking bays outside Dillon Reserve. This would all be done at Woollahra Council’s cost. This is
not an equitable solution for residents or rate payers, and wouid destroy even more existing vegetation along Stephen St

. WE DO NOT SUPPORT THE TRADEOFFS FOR THE GILLON ST PLAYGROUND

The current plans before the State Government do not show the Dilion St Reserve being expanded. This is subject to a
separate Voluntary Planning Agreement (VPA) with Woollahra Council

in the VPA, Council would not pay or receive money for the smail strip of land ‘given’ by the Scottish Hospital te the Diflon 5t
Reserve. However, Council would have to pay for any landscaping works. It would alse miss out on receiving legislated
Section 94 developer contributions which are supposed to pay for infrastructure and other costs incurred to Council. This is
not an equitable solution for residents or rate payers.

tn the Hospital’s plans, there is a community garden proposed for the elderly residents to use. In the VPA with Council, this
‘community garden’ will be moved into the Dillon St Reserve. Who is this intended for? The neighbourhood or aged care?

. NO GARBAGE PiCKUP, COMMERCIAL LAUNDRY USE OR KITCHEN VENTILATION TO STEPHEN ST

Residents were tald no garbage would be picked up from Stephen St. The loading bay would only be used for Jaundry pickup
and kitchen supplies for the Aged Care Facility. All other laundry, food and garbage services for other buildings would be
from Brown $t. However, there is a large garbage room, kitchen and laundry located near the loading bay on Stephen St.

We want to ensure that there will be no garbage pickup, commercial laundry use, or kitchen ventilation that will affect the
existing residents of Stephen 5t
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SCOTTISH HOSPITAL REDEVELOPMENT
The Scottish Hospital redevelopment will have a significant impact on our neighbourbood:
- Every tree along Stephen St will be removed

- Aservice vehicle entry will be located on Stephen St, with a proposal before Council to widen the street and
relocate parking spaces

- Dillon St Reserve may be expanded, but has tradeoffs for the local community

Plans are currently open for public comments until Friday 17 December. Unless they receive responses from owners
and residents, the Department of Planning will assume we consent to the proposat in full.

We have provided a template so you can write a letter stating your views about what is being proposed.

The approval process is being conducted by the State Government, not Woollahra Council, however you can write or
copy the Council (PO Box 61, Double Bay NSW 1361] or Presbyterian Aged Care (PO Box 2196, Strawberry Hills NSW
2012) if you choose. The more individual letters received the more likely our views wilf be considered.
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How to lodge a response — You must respond by 5pm on FRIDAY 17 DECEMBER

1. Go online http://maiorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.aufindex.pl?action=view job&job id=3779 where you can
view the plans, type a short written response, or upload a file

2. Write a letter
Post to: Dept of Planning, 23 Bridge Street, Sydney NSW 2000. RE: Application # MP0S_0016

Email to: plan_comment@planning nsw.gov.au, RE: Application # MP09_0016

Note that anonymous comments are not accepted — you must include your name and address.

You can use the attached list of points as the basis for your submission. Personal letters have the most impact.
However, if you don’t have the time, you can simply sign it and post.




