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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 without exception, They are a wonderful asset to the local ares, and
their loss would have a significant impact for local residents and the community.

The report classifies nine trees located within a metre of the boundary line as Retention Value B ‘Could be retained’.
Woollahra Council Tree Preservation Order (TPO) says these trees must be preserved, but the plans 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.

Located directly opposite 40 Stephen St is a mature Camphor Laurel (T37). This magnificent specimen has a beautiful
canopy and, if it were kept, would help reduce the visual impact of the Aged Care building. By way of comparison, an equal
size Camphor Laurel is being retained near the Brown St entry - the hospital retains its ‘entry statement’ tree but Stephen
st, where the most number of nearby residents are affected, loses a tree of similar stature and beauty

Another tree slated for removal is a mature Brushbox (T35) located very close to the property boundary. It is not a weed
species and would be an ideal candidate for retention

The consultants’ reports state that they will replace any trees assessed as Category A or B with the same or similar 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 little to screen the buildings from each other

2. WE WANT GREATER SETBACKS BETWEEN THE AGED CARE FACILITY AND 40 STEPHEN ST

The plans show as little as 16 metres setback between the kitchen/ living room windows of 40 Stephen St and the balconies
of the Aged Care building. This does not meet SEPP 65 recommendation of 18 metres setback between such uses,

3. WE WANT TO HAVE THE SERVICE VEHICLE ENTRY REMOVED FROM STEPHEN 5T

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. There is no entry at the moment and residents who have lived in
the building for more than two decades say there has never been an entry from Stephen Stin living memory

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. We object to this
use of our private property for the purposes of the Aged Care facility

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 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

Given the other huildings will be serviced from Brown St, the Aged Care Facility should be serviced from there as well

4. WE WANT THE AIR CONDITIONING PLANT MOVED AWAY FROM 40 STEPHEN 5T

Plans show a large bank of air conditioning condenser units located opposite 40 Stephen St. These will be noisy and running
24 hours a day, impacting 38 and 40 Stephen St, which have living rooms and kitchens facing these air conditioner units

The air conditioning condensers need to be located where they will not impact on 38 or 40 Stephen St residents

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

Residents were told no garbage would be 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 large garbage room, kitchen and laundry located near the loading bay on Stephen St.
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WE WANT TO KEEP ALL ‘RETENTION VALUE B’ TREES ALONG STEPHEN ST

All trees along Stephen 5t are slated to be removed without exception. They are a wonderful asset to the local area, and
their loss would have a significant impact for local residents and the community.

The report classifies nine trees located withina metre of the boundary line as Retention Value 8 ‘Could be retained’.
Woollahra Council Tree Preservation Order {TPO) says these trees must be preserved, but the plans ignore this,

We were-tofd the Abourist recommends removal of ali trees along Stephen 5t because they are weeds {contradicting
Woollahara’s TPO) ~ but there are several instances elsewhere in the proposal where the same tree species will be retained.

Located directly opposite 40 Stephen St is 3 mature Carnphor Laurel (T37). This magnificent specimen has a beautifui
canopy and, if it werekept, would help reduce the visual impact of the Aged Care building. By way of comparison, an equal
size Camphor Laurel is being retained near the Brown 5t entry - the hospital retains its ‘entry statement’ tree but Stephen
St;, where the most number of nearby residents are affected, loses a tree of similar stature and beauty.

Another tree slated for removat is a mature Brushbox {T35) tocated very close to the property boundary. It is not a weed
species and wouid be an ideal candidate for retention,

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

WE WANT GREATER SETBACKS BETWEEN THE AGED CARE FACILITY AND 40 STEPHEN 5T

The plans show as little 45 16 metres setback between the kitchen/ living room windows of 40 Stephen St and the balconies
of the Aged Care building. This does not meet SEPP 65 recommendation of 18 metres sethack between such building types.

WE WANT TO HAVE THE SERVICE VEHICLE ENTRY REMOVED 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 wasin operation. There is no entry at the moment and residents who have lived in’ '

40 Stephen St for more than two decades say there has never been an entry from Stephen St in living memaory.

During the public consultation the consultants confessed they had no historicel documentation of this se-called ‘existing’
service entry. They da not kriow 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 ‘historic’ 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 of Stephen St to handle service delivery vehicles, There is no turning cirdle at
the end of the cul de sac, tonsequently vehicles frequently use the private car park at 40 Stephen St to turn around. We
object to the likely use of our private-property for the purposes of the Aged Care faciiity.

Die to the narrow street, and surroiinding talt 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 Devetopment Application shows two parking bays on the street'will be remaoved for the service vehicle entry. However
the Voluntdry Planning Agreement with Woollahra Council shows the removal of more parsliet parking bays, and the
creation of eight 90 degree parking bays cutside Dillon Reserve. This would all be done-at Woollahra Council’s cost. Thisis
-not an eijuitable solutioh for residents or tate payers; and would destroy even more existing vegetation along Stephen St,

" Giveh the'other buitdings will be setviced from Browe St, the Aged Care Facility should be serviced from there as well.

WE WANT THE AIR CONDITIONING PLANT MOVED AWAY FROM 40 STEPHEN ST
Plans show a large bark of air conditibning condenser units focsted opposite 40 Stephan 5t. These will be noisy and runaing’
- 24 hours a-day, impacting 38 and 40 Stephen St, which have living rooms and kitchenis facing these air conditioner units

The air conditioning condeénsers nzed to be located where they will riot impact onh 38 or 40 Stephen St residents

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

Résidents were tald no garbage woisld be picked up from Stephen St. The loading bay would only be used forlaundry pickup -

and kitchen supplies for the Aged Care Facility. All other [aundry, food and garbage services for ather buildings would be -
from Brown St. However, there is a large garbage room, kitchen and laundry located near the loading bay on Stephen St.
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= Alftrees along Stephen St are siated to be removed without ex rea, and
their foss would have a significant impact for local residents and the commumty C

#  Thereport classifies nine trees located within a metre of the boundary line as Retention Value B 'Could be retained’.
Waollahra Council Tree Preservation Order (TPO)says these trees must be preserved, but the plans ignore this.

= We were told the Abourist recommends removal of all trees along Stephen St because they are weeds {contradicting
Woollahara's TPQ} —~ but there are several instances elsewhere in the proposal whera the same tree species will be retained.

*  located directly opposite 40 Stephen 51 is a mature Camphor Laurel {T37}. This magnificent specimen has a beautiful
canopy and, if it were kept, would help reduce the visual impact of the Aged Care building. By way of compatison, an equal
size Camphor Laurel is being retained near the Brown St entry - the hospital retains its ‘entry statement’ tree but Stephen
5t, where the most number of nearby residents are affected, loses a tree of similar stature and beauty,

s Ancther tree slated for removal is a mature Brushbox (T35} located very close to the property boundary. it is not 2 weed
species and would be an ideal candidate for retention.

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

2. WE WANT GREATER SETBACKS BETWEEN THE AGED CARE FACILITY AND 40 STEPHEN ST

®  The plans show as little as 16 metres setback between the kitchen/ living room windows of 40 Stephen St and the balconies
of the Aged Care building. This does not meet SEPP 65 recommendstion of 18 metres setback between such building types.

3. WE WANT TO HAVE THE SERVICE VERICLE ENTRY REMOVED FROM STEPHEN ST

*  Aservice 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. There is no entry at the moment and residents who have lived in
40 Stephen St for more than two decades say there has never been an entry from Stephen Stiin living memaory.

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

s Thereis alarge cluster of mature trees in the supposed location of the *historic” 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 o_f Stephen St to handle service delivery vehicles. There is no turning circle at
the end of the cul de sac, consequently vehicles frequently use the private car park at 40 Stephien St to turn around. We
object to the tikely use of our private property for the purposes of the Aged Care facility.

»  Dueto the narrow street, and surrounding tall buildings and cliffs, the noise generated by delivery vehicies turning into and
-backing out of theloading bay in this difficdt-to-access lacation will have a significant effect on the surrounding amenity.

v TheDevelopment Application shows two parking bays on the street will be removed for the service vehicle entry. However
the Volurtary Planning Agreement with Wogllahra Council shows the removal of more parallef parking bays, and the
creation of eight 90 degree parking bays outside Dillon Reserve. This would 3l be done at Woollahra Couricil’s cost. This is
not an equitable solution for residents or rate payers, and would destroy everi more exjsting vegetation along Stephen St.

* ' Given the other buildings will be serviced from Brown St, the Aged Care Facility should be serviced from there as well.
4. WE WANT THE AIR CONDITIONING PLANT MOVED AWAY FROM 40 STEPHEN ST
= Plansshow a iarge bank of air conditioning condenser units located opp051te 40 Stephen St. These will tQm?ﬁ}ﬂH& _Wm‘x ;éap 71{‘"‘

.24 hours a day, impacting 38 and 40 Stephen 5t which have living rooms and kitchens facing these air conditionerinfie 2l |

* The air conditiohing condensers need to be located where they will not impact on 38 or 40 Stephen St residents) [ DEC 7010
5.NO GA‘RBAGE PICKUP, COMMERCIAL LAUNDRY USE OR KITCHEN VENTILATION TO STE PI-E{\LS{'I}\i i3 :w“m
# i \w L
» Residerits were told no garbage would be pickad Up from Stephen St The toading bay would only be used foriaurdry pickap——— .
“and kitchen supplies for the Aged Care Facility. All other laundry, food and garbage services for other buildings would be
fram Brown 5t. However, there is a large garbage room, kitchen and laundry located near the loading bay on Stephen St.
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Scottish Hospital Redevelopment: MP0S_0016
1. WE WANT TO KEEP ALL ‘RETENTION VALUE B’ TREES ALONG STEPHEN 57

= All trees along Stephen St are stated to be removed without exception. They are a wonderful asset o the ocal area, and
their loss would have a significant impact for local residents and the community.

»  The report classifies nine trees located within a metre of the boundary line as Retention Value 8 ‘Could be retained”.
Woollahra Council Tree Preservation Order {TPQ) says these trees must be preserved, but the plans ignore this.

»  We were told the Abourist recommends removal of all trees along Stephen St because they are weeds {contradicting
Woollahara's TPO) — but there are several instances elsewhere in the proposal where the same tree species will be retained.

e |ocated directly opposite 40 Stephen St is a mature Camphor Lauret (T37). This magnificent specimen has a beautiful
canopy and, if it were kept, would help reduce the visual impact of the Aged Care building. By way of camparison, an equal
size Camphor Laurel is being retained near the Brown St entry - the hospital retains its ‘entry statement’ tree but Stephen
st, where the most number of nearby residents are affected, loses a tree of gimilar stature and beauty.

e Another tree siated for removal is a mature Brushbox (735) Jocated very close to the property boundary. it is not a weed
species and would be an ideal candidate for retention.

= The consultants’ reports state that they will replace any trees assessed as Category A or B with the same or similar 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 little to screen the buildings from each other,

2. WE WANT GREATER SETBACKS BETWEEN THE AGED CARE FACILITY AND 40 STEPHEN ST

= The plans show as little as 16 metres setback between the kitchen/ living room windows of 40 Stephen 5t and the balconies
of the Aged Care building. This does not meet SEPP 65 recommendation of 18 metres setback between such building types.

3. WE WANT TO HAVE THE SERVICE VEHICLE ENTRY REMOVED 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. There is no entry at the moment and residents who have lived in
40 Stephen St for more than two decades say there has never been an entry from Stephen St in living memory.

= 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 2 large cluster of mature trees in the supposed location of the ‘historic” service entry. Looking at the existing
hospital operation building and Stephen St kerhing, it is extremely unlikely that any service entry existed at this point

= The Traffic Report did not assess the suitability of Stephen St to handle service delivery vebicles. There i no turning circle at
the end of the cul de sac, consequently vehicles frequently use the private car park at 40 Stephen St to turn around. We
object to the likely use of our private property for the purposes of the Aged Care faciity.

" 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 Veoluntary 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.

s Given the other buildings will be serviced from Brown St, the Aged Care Facility should be serviced from there as well.
4. WE WANT THE AIR CONDITIONING PLANT MOVED AWAY FROM 40 STEPHEN ST

s Plans show a large bank of air conditioning condenser units focated opposite 40 Stephen St. These will be noisy and running
24 hours a day, impacting 38 and 40 Stephan $t, which have fiving rooms and kitchens facing these air conditioner units

»  The air conditioning condensers need to be focated where they will not impact on 38 or 40 Stephen St residents
5. NO GARBAGE PICKUP, COMMERCIAL LAUNDRY USE OR KITCHEN VENTILATION TO STEPHEN 5T

¢ Residents were told no garbage would be picked up from Stephen St. The loading bay would only be used for laundry pickup
and kitchen supplies for the Aged Care Facility. Alt other laundry, food and garbage services for other bulidings would be
from Brown St. Howaver, there is a farge garbage room, kitchen and laundry located near the loading bay on Stephen St.
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Scottish Hospital Redevelopment: MP09_0016
1. WE WANT TO KEEP ALL ‘RETENTION VALUE B’ TREES ALONG STEPHEN ST

All trees along Stephen St are slated to be removed without exception. They are a wonderful asset to the local area, and
their loss would have a significant impact for local residents and the community.

The report classifies nine trees located within a metre of the boundary fine as Retention Value B ‘Could be retained’.
Woollahra Council Tree Preservation Order {TPO) says these trees must be preserved, but the plans ignore this.

We were told the Abourist recommends removal of all trees along Stephen St because they are weeds (contradicting
Woollahara's TPO) - but there are several instances elsewhere in the proposal where the same tree species will be retained.

tocated directly opposite 40 Stephes St is a mature Camphor Laurel (T37). This magnificent specimen has a beautiful
canopy and, if it were kept, would help reduce the visual impact of the Aged Care building. By way of compatison, an equal
size Camphor Laurel is being retained near the Brown 3t entry - the hospital retains its ‘entry statement’ tree but Stephen
st, where the most number of nearby residents are affected, loses a tree of similar stature and beauty.

Another tree slated for removal is a mature Brushbox {T35} located very close to the property boundary. it is not a weed
species and would be an ideal candidate for retention.

The consultants’ reports state that they will replace any trees assessed as Category A or B with the same or similar 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 fs 18.3 metres to the parapet, these shrubs will do little to screen the buildings from each other.

2. WE WANT GREATER SETBACKS BETWEEN THE AGED CARE FACILITY AND 40 STEPHEN ST

The plans show as little as 16 metres setback between the kitchen/ living roam windows of 40 Stephen St and the balconies
of the Aged Care building. This does not meet SEPP 65 recommendation of 18 metres setback between such building types.

3. WE WANT TO HAVE THE SERVICE VEHICLE ENTRY REMOVED FROM STEPHEN ST

L

A service vehicle entry is proposed opposite the foyer to 40 Stephen St, The justification is apparently an existing service
entry from Stephen St wher the hospital was in operation. There is no entry at the moment and restdents who have lived in
40 Stephen St for more than two decades say there has never been an entry from Stephen St in living memory.

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

There is a farge cluster of mature trees in the supposed location of the *historic” service entry. Looking at the existing
haspital aperation 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 of Stephen 5t to handle service delivery vehicles, There is no turning circle at
the end of the cul de sac, consequently vehicles frequently use the private car park at 40 Stephen St to turn around. We
object to the likely use of our private property for the purposes of the Aged Care facility,

Due to the narrow street, and surrounding tall buildings and cliffs, the noise generated by delivery vehictes turning info 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 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.

Given the other buildings will be serviced from Brown St, the Aged Care Facility should he serviced from there as well.

4. WE WANT THE AIR CONDITIONING PLANT MOVED AWAY FROM 40 STEPHEN ST

Plans show a large bank of air conditioning condenser units tacated opposite 40 Stephen 5t. These will be noisy and running
24 hours a day, impacting 38 and 40 Stephen S, which have living rooms and kitchens facing these air conditioner units

The air conditioning condensers need to be located where they will not impact on 38 or 40 Stephen St residents

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

Residents were told 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 Stephe/mSt/
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Scottish Hospital Redevelopment: MP09_0016
1. WE WANT TO KEEP ALL ‘RETENTION VALUE B’ TREES ALONG STEPHEN ST

= Al trees along Stephen St are slated to be removed without exception, They are a wonderful asset to the local area, and
their loss would have a significant impact for local residents and the community,

*  The report classifies nine trees located within a metre of the boundary line as Retention Value B ‘Could be retained”.
Woollahra Council Tree Preservation Order (TPO) says these trees must be preserved, but the plans ignore this.,

» We were told the Abourist recommends removal of all trees along Stephen St because they are weeds (contradicting
Woollahara's TPOJ —- but there are several instances elsewhere in the proposal where the same tree species will be retained.

»  tocated directly opposite 40 Stephen St is a mature Camphor Laurel (T37). This magnificent specimen has 3 beautiful
canopy and, if it were kept, would help reduce the visual impact of the Aged Care building. By way of comparison, an equal
size Camphor Laure! is being retained near the Brown St entry - the hospital retains its ‘entry statement’ tree but Stephen
5t, where the most number of nearby residents are affected, loses a tree of simitar stature and beauty.

v Another tree slated for removal is a mature Brushbox (T35) located very close o the property boundary. It is not a weed
species and would be an ideal candidate for retention.

*  The consultants’ reports state that they will replace any trees assessed as Category A or B with the same or similar 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 little to screen the buildings from each other.

2. WE WANT GREATER SETBACKS BETWEEN THE AGED CARE FACILITY AND 40 STEPHEN ST

»  The plans show as little as 16 metres setback between the kitchen/ fiving room windows of 40 Stephen St and the balconies
of the Aged Care buiiding. This does not meet SEPP 65 recommendation of 18 metres setback between such building types.

3. WE'WANT TO HAVE THE SERVICE VEHICLE ENTRY REMOVED FROM STEPHEN ST

»  Aservice 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. There is no entry at the moment and residents who have lived in
40 Stephen St for more than two decades say there has never been an entry from Stephen St in living memory.

= During the public consultation the consultants confessed they had no historical documentation of this so-calted ‘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 ‘historic’ service entry. Looking at the existing
hospitat operation building and Stephen St kerbing, it is extremnely unlikely that any service entry existed at this point

% The Traffic Report did not assess the suitability of Stephen St to handle service delivery vehicies. There is no turning circle at
the end of the cul de sat, consequently vehicles frequently use the private car park at 40 Stephen 5t to turn around. We
object ta the likely use of our private property for the purposes of the Aged Care facility.

= Duetothe narrow street, and surrounding tall buildings and cliffs, the noise generated by delivery vehicles turning inte 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 Valuntary Planning Agreement with Woollahra Council shows the removal-of more paraflet parking bays, and the
creation of eight 90 degree parking bays outside Dilion Reserve. This would all be done at Woollahra Councit’s cost. This is
not an equitable solution for residents or rate payers, and would destroy even more existing vegetation atong Stephen St.

= Given the other buildings will be serviced from Brown St, the Aged Care Facility should be serviced from there as well.
4. WE WANT THE AIR CONDITIONING PLANT MOVED AWAY FROM 40 STEPHEN ST

= plans show a farge bank of air conditioning condenser units located opposite 40 Stephen St. These will be noisy and running
24 hours a day, impacting 38 and 40 Stephen St, which have living rooms and kitchens facing these air conditioner units

*  The air conditioning condensers need to be located where they will not impact on 38 or 40 Stephen 5t residents

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

e Residents were told no garbage would be picked up from Stephen 5t. The loading bay would only be used for faundry pickup
and kitchen supplies for the Aged Care Facility. All other laundry, food and garbage services for other huildings would be
from Brown St, However, there is a large garbage room, kitchen and laundry located near the loading bay on Stephen St.
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Scottish Hospital Redevelopment: MP09_0016
1. WE WARNT TO KEEP ALL ‘RETENTION VALUE B’ TREES ALONG STEPHEN 5T

All trees along Stephen St are slated to be removed without exceptiun. They are a wonderful asset to the local area, and
their foss would have a significant kmpact for local residents and the community.

The report classifies nine trees located within a metre of the boundary line as Retention Value B ‘Coutd be retained’,
Woollahra Council Tree Preservation Order (TPO) says these trees must be preserved, but the plans ignore this.

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

Located directly opposite 40 Stephen St is a mature Camphor Laurel (T37). This magnificent specimen has a beautiful
canopy and, if it were kept, would help reduce the visual impact of the Aged Care building. By way of comparison, an equal
size Camphor Laurel is being retained near the Brown 5t entry - the hospital retains its ‘entry statement’ tree but Stephen
st, where the most number of nearby residents are affected, loses a tree of similar stature and beauty.

Another tree slated for removal is a mature Brushbox {T35) located very close to the property boundary. It is not a weed
species and would be an ideal candidate for retention.

The consultants’ reports state that they will replace any trees assessed as Category A or B with the same or similar speties
to maintain landscape character. In fact, they are replacing them with shrubs which may only reach 8-9 metres tafl. Given
the Aged Care building 15 18.3 metres to the parapet, these shrubs will do little to screen the buildings from each other.

2. WE WANT GREATER SETBACKS BETWEEN THE AGED CARE FACILITY AND 40 STEPHEN ST

The plans show as little as 16 metres sethack between the kitchen/ tiving room windows of 40 Stephen St and the balconies
of the Aged Care building. This does not meet SEPP 65 recommendation of 18 metres setback between such building types.

3. WE WANT TO HAVE THE SERVICE VEHICLE ENTRY REMOVED FROM STEPHEN ST

A service vehicle entry is proposed opposite the foyer o 40 Stephen St. The justification is apparently an existing service
entry from Stephen St when the hospital was in operation. There is no entry at the moment and residents who have fived in
40 Stephen St for more than two decades say there has never been an entry from Stephen Stin living memory.

During the public consuitation the consultants cenfessed they had no historical documentation of this so-calied ‘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 ‘historic’ service entry. Looking at the existing
hospiial 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 of Stephen St to handle service delivery vehicles. There is no turning circle at
the end of the cul de sac, consequently vehicles frequently use the private car park at 40 Stephen St to turn around, We
object to the likely use of our private property for the purposes of the Aged Care facility.

Bue to the narrow street, and surrounding tall buildings and cliffs, the noise generated by delivery vehicles turning inte and
backing out of the loading bay in this difficuli-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 Councif shows the removal of more parallef parking bays, and the
creation of eight 90 degree parking hays outside Dillon Reserve. This would all be done at Woollahra Council’s cost. This is
not an equitable salution for residents or rate payers, and would destroy even more existing vegetation along Stephen St.

Given the other buildings will be serviced from Brown St, the Aged Care Facility should be serviced from there as well.

4, WE WANT THE AIR CONDITIONING PLANT MOVED AWAY FROM 40 STEPHEN 5T

plans show a large bank of air conditioning condenser units located opposite 40 Stephen St. These will be noisy and ruaning
24 hours a day, impacting 38 and 40 Stephen $t, which have living rooms and kitchens facing these air conditioner units

The air conditioning condensers need to be focated where they will not impact on 38 or 40 Stephen 5t residents

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

Residents were told no garbage would be picked up from Stephen St. The loading bay would only be used for faundry 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 large garbage room, kitchen and laundry located near the loading bay on Stephen St.
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1. WE WANT TO KEEP ALL ‘RETENTION VALUE B’ TREES ALONG STEPHEN 57

"

H

Al trees along Stephen 5¢ are stated to be removed.

This will affect not just the residents of Stephen St - the trees are a wonderful asset to the local ares, 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 Value 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 wore toid the Abourist recommends removal of all trees atong 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 8 with the same or similar 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 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 5t. 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 historicat 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 targe cluster of mature trees in the supposed iocation of the service entry. Locking 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 5t to handle service delivery vehicles. There is no turning circle
at the end of the cul de sac. Vehicles cutrently use the private car park for 40 Stephen St to turn arcund. This is 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

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 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 woutd destroy even maore existing vegetation along Stephen 5t

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

The current plans before the State Government do not show the Dillon 5t Reserve being expanded. This is subjectto a
separate Voluntary Planning Agréement (VPA} with Woollahra Council

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

in the Hospltal'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 Diflon 5t Reserve. Who is this intended for? The neighbourhood or aged care?

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

©

Residents were told no garbage would be 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 woutd be
¢rom Brown St. However, there is a large garbage room, kitchen and laundry located near the loading bay on Stephen 5t,

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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1. WE WANT TO KEEP ALL ‘RETENTION VALUE 8’ TREES ALONG STEPHEN §Y

*  Alltrees along Stephen St are slates to be removed without exceplion. They are a wonderful asset to the local area, and

thesr loss would have a significant impact tor local residents and the community
o 7 . Sromd
*  The report classifies nine Lrees locsted within a metre of the boundary line as Retention Value B ‘GemTbe retained’

Wooitahra Council Tree Preservation Order {TPO} says these trees must be preserved, hut the plans ignore this

* Wewere told v 2 Abourist recommends removai of all trees atong Stephen St because they are weeds - but the, o are
severalmstan  ; elsewhere i the proposal where the same tree species will be retained.

*  locsted directly opposite 40 Stephien St is 2 mature Camphor Laurel {T37}). This magnificent specimean has a beautiful
canopy ard, i it were kept, woult heip reduce the visual impact of the Aged Care building. By way of comparison, an gLt
size Camphor Laurel ;s’%}ieéﬁ;gj L e Bran St gnity - the hospital retains itg ‘entry statement’ tree but Stephen
St where the most number of nearby residents are affected, loses 5 tree of similar stature and beauty

*  Another tree slated for removal is 3 mature gy {T35) located very tiose to the property boundary 1t is not a weed
species and would be an ideal candidate for retention — NTIVE LAagtars 4

¢ The consuitants’ reports state thal they will replace any trees assessed as Cptegory A or B with the same or similar species
1o manta.» landscape character. In fact, they are replacing them with b5 which may only reach 8-9 metres tall. Given
the Aged Care ouilding 15 18.3 metres to the parapet, these shrubs will do liitle to screen the buildings from each ather

2. WE WANT GREATER SETBACKS BETWEEN THE AGED CARE FACILITY AND 40 STEPHEN ST

f85eIbACK between the kitchen/ living room windows of 40 $tephen $t and the balconies
et between such uses,

*  The plans show as little as 3 _
of the Aged Care buliding. This does not meet SEPP 65 recommendation of 1B

3. WE WANT TO HAVE THE SERVICE VEHICLE ENTRY REMOVED FROM STEPHEN 3

" Aservice venicle entry is proposed opposiie the ‘oyer to 40 Stephen St The justification is apparently an exist - ; sarvice
entry from Stephen St when the hospital was in operation There is no entry at the moment and residents who have lived in
the bunding for mdré thsn 1wo dedasity say there has never been an entry from Stephen $tin living memory /
R WE  wavE  Olvwed For D Yanal ~No ENYRY
*  During the public consultation the consuitants confessed they had no historica! documentation of this so-called ‘existing’

service entry. Thay do not knew Hiow regulariy itwas wsed, when it was closed, or what it was used for

' There v 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 axisted st this peint

" TheTratfic Repert did not assess the sutability for Stephen St to handle service delivery vehicles. There is no turning circle
at the end of the cul de sac. Vehicles ¢ yudetng park for 40 Stephen 5t to-fidas . We object to this

use of our private property for the purposes of the Aged Care faciity — CHBiN  Hecposs 7

*  Dueto the narrow street, and surrounding tali bulidings and cliffs, the noise generated r ; delivery vehicies twrning into and
backing out of the Ioading bay in this difficult-to-aecess location wil! have a signiticant effect on the surrounding amenity

*  The Development Application shows two parking bays an the street will be rermoved for the service vehicle entry, However
the Voluntary Planning Agreement with Wooflahra Councif 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 Counci's cost, This is
not an equitabie solution for residents or rate payers, and would destroy even mare existing vegetation alorg Stephen 5t

¥ Given the other buiidings will be serviced from Brown St, the Aged Care Facility should be serviced from there as well -~ OBVZOUS
4. WE WANT THE AIR CONDITIONING PLANT MOVED AWAY FROM 40 STEPHEN ST

*  Plans show a [arge bank of anr conditioning condenser urits locates opposite 40 Stephen 5t. These will be noisy and running
24 hours a day, impacting 38 and 40 Stephen 5t, which have living rooms and kitchens facing these air conditioner units

*  The air conditioning condensers nead to be located where they will not impact on 38 or 40 Stephen St residents
5. NO GARBAGF PICKUP, COMMERCIAL LAUNDRY USE OR KiTCHEN VENTILATION TO STEPHEN ST

s Residents were told no garbage would be picked up from Stephen $1. The loading bay would only be used for laundry pickup
and kiteneri supplies for the Aged Care Facility. All other launcry, food and garbage services for other buildings would be
from Brown St. However, there is a large garbage room, kitchen and faundry located near the loading bay *Stephen 5t
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Scottish Hospital Redevelopment: MP09_0016
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WE WANT TO KEEP ALL ‘RETENTION VALUE B’ TREES ALONG STEPHEN ST

All trees along Stephen St are siated to be removed without exception. They are a wonderful asset to the local area, and
their loss would have 2 significant impact for local residents and the community.

The report classifies nine trees tocated within a metre of the boundary line as Retention Value B ‘Could be retained’.
wWoollahra Council Tree Preservation Order {TPO) says these trees must be preserved, but the plans ighore this.

We were told the Abourist recommends removal of all trees slong Stephen St because they are weeds {contradicting

Woollahara's TPO) - but there are several instances elsewhere in the proposal where the same tree species will be retained.
p p

1ocated directly opposite 40 Stephen St is a mature Camphor Laurel {T37). This magnificent specimen has a beautiful
canopy and, if it were kept, would help reduce the visual impact of the Aged Care building. By way of comparison, an equa!
size Camphor Laurel is being retained near the Brown St entry - the hospital retains its “entry statement’ tree but Stephen
§t, where the most number of nearby residents are affected, loses a tree of similar stature and beauty.

Another tree slated for removal is a mature Brushibox (T35) located very close to the property boundary. It is not a weed
species and would be an ideal candidate for retention.

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

WE WANT GREATER SETBACKS BETWEEN THE AGED CARE FACILITY AND 40 STEPHEN ST

The plans show as little as 16 metres setback between the kitchen/ living room windows of 40 Stephen St and the balconies
of the Aged Care building. This does not meet SEPP 65 recommendation of 18 metres setback between such building types.

WE WANT TO HAVE THE SERVICE VEHICLE ENTRY REMOVED FROM STEPHEN ST

- A service vehicle entry Ts propiosed opposite the foyer to 40 Stephen St. The justification is apparently an existing service
-entry from Stephen St when the hospital was in operation. There is no entry at the mament and residents who have lived in
40 Stephen St for more than twe decades say thérs has never been an entry from Stephen St in living memory.

During the public consultation the consultants tonfessed they had no histaricat documentation of this so-called “existing’
service entry. They do not know how regulatly 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 ‘historic’ service entry. Looking at the existing -
hospital oparation 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 of Stephen 5t to-handle service delivery vehicles. There is no turning cirgle at

“the end of the cul-de sac, conseguently vehicies frequently use the private car park at 40 Stephen St to turn around. We
‘object to the likely use of our private property for the purposes of the Aged Care facility.

Dué to the narrow street; and surrounding tall 'buiidin’gs-'anci-cliffs, the noise generated by delivery vehicles turning into and
backing out of the loading bay in this difficult-to-access [Geation will have a significant effect on the surrounding amenity.

The Davelopment Application shows two parkitig bays onthe street will be removed for the service vehicle entry. However

. -the Voluntary Planning Agreement with Woaollahra Council shows The removal of more paralfei parking bays, and the

creation of eight 90 degree parking bays otitside Dillon Reserve. This would all be done at Woollahra Council's cost. This is
ot an equitable solution for residents or rate payers, and would destroy even more existing vegetation along Stephen 5t.

Givén the 6ther buiidings will be serviced from Browriét, the Aged Care Facility should be serviced from there as well,

WE WANT THE AIR CONDITIONING PLANT MOVED AWAY FROM 40 STEPHEN ST

Plans stiow a large biank of air conditioning condenser units focated opposite 40 Stephien St. These will be noisy and runining - -

74 hours a day; impacting 38 and 40 Stephen St, which have living rooms and kitchens facing these air conditioner units
The air conditioning condensers need to be located Where they will not impact on 38 or 40 Stépheri St residents ~

NO GARBAGE PICKUP; COMMERCIAL LAUNDRY USE OR KITCHEN VENTILATION TO STEPHEN ST

. ‘Residents'were told no'garbage would be picked up from Stephen St. The loading bay would only be used for laundry pickup
7 and kitchen supplies for the Aged Care Facility. Al other tauridry, foed and garbage services for other bidldings wouldbg -~

~from Brown St, However, there is a large garbage rcom, kitchen and laundry located near the loading bay"dn' Stephen st
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Scottish Hospital Redavelopment: MP0S_0018
1. WE WANT TO KEEP ALL ‘RETENTION VALUE B’ TREES ALONG STEPHEN ST

v All trees along Stephen St are slated to be removed without exception. They-are a wonderful asset to the local area, and
their loss would have a significant impact for local residents and the community.

v The 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 plansignore this.

e We were told the Abourist recommaends removal of all trees along Stephen St because they are weeds (contradicting
Woollahara's TPO) — but there are several instances elsewhere in the proposal where the same tree species will be retained.

» Located directly opposite 40 Stephen 5t is a mature Camphor Laurel {T37). This magnificent specimen has a beautiful
canopy and, if it were kept, would help reduce the visuat impact of the Aged Care building. By way of comparison, an equal
size Camphor Laurel is being retained near the Brown St entry - the hospital retains its ‘entry statement’ tree but Stephen

-5t, where the mast number of nearby residents are affected, loses a tree of similar stature and beauty.

v Anpther tree slated for removal is 2 mature Brushbox (T35) located very close to the property boundary. It is not a weed
species and would be an jdeal candidate for retention,

‘®  The consultants’ reports state that they will replace any trees assessed as Category A or B with the same or similar species
't maintain landscape character, In fact, they are replacing them with shrubs which may only reach 8-0 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 WANT GREATER SETBACKS BETWEEN THE AGED CARE FACILITY AND 40 STEPHEN ST

* The plansshow as little as 16 metres setback between the kitchen/ living room windows of 40 Stephen 5t and the balconies
of the Aged Care building. This does not meet SEPP 65 recommendation of 18 metres setback between such building types.

3. 'WE WANT TO HAVE THE SERVICE VEHICLE ENTRY REMOVED FROM STEPHEN ST

= A servicevehicle entry Is proposed opposite the foyer to 40 Stephen St. The justification is apparently an existing service
-gntry from Stephen St when the hospital was in operation. Thereis no'entry at the morment and residents who have fived in
40 Stephen $t for more than two decades say there has never been an-entry from Stephen 5t in living memory.

* During the public consuftation the consultants confessed they had nio historical documentation of this so-catled ‘existing’
. -service entry. They do not know how regularly it was used, when it was closed, or what it was used for,

= Thereis a targe cluster of mature trees in the supposed-location of the ‘historic’ service entry. Locking at the existing
‘hospital operation building and Stephen St kerbing, it is extremely unlikely that any service entry existed at this point

E The Traffic Report did not assess the suitability of Stephen 5t to handle service delivery vehicles. There is no turning circle at
the end of the cul de sac, consequently vehicles frequently Use the private car park at 40 Stephen St to turn around. We
objett to the likely use of our private property for the purposes of the Aged Care facility.

B pueto the. narrow street, and surrounding tall buildings and cliffs; the noise generated by defivery 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 Agreament with Woollahra Council shiows the removal of moré paratlel parking bays, and the
creation of eight 96 degree parking bays outside Ditlon Reserve. This would all be done at Woollahra Council’s cost. This is
©_not anequitable solution for residents or rate payers, and would destroy even more existing vegetaticn along Stephen St.

« Given the other buildings will bie'serviced from Brown 'S't,:.t'he:Age'd Care Facility should be serviced from there as well,
4. WE WANT THE AIR CONDITIONING PLANT 'MOVED:AWA‘? FROM 40 STEPHEN ST _
s Plans'show a large bank of air condit'itmihg condenser units Iocétéd dpposite 40 Stephen $t. These will be noisy and running
24 houss a day, impacting 38 and 40 Stephen St, which have living rooms and kitchens facing these air conditioner units
5 The air conditioning condensers need to be located whiere they will not impact on 38 or 40 Stephen St residents
5. NO GARBAGE PICKUP, COMIMERCIAL LAUNDRY USE OR KITCHEN VENTILATION TO STEPHEN ST ~ =
El -_Ré‘sidéﬁts were told no garbage would be picked up from Stephert 5t Thé joading bay would only be used for laundry p“f’;kﬁ"p‘ D

and kitchen supplies for the Aged Care Facility. Alf otherlaundry, food and garbage services for other buildings would be .
from Brown St. However, there is a large garbage room, kitchen and laundry located near the loading bay on Stephen St.
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Scottish Hospital Redevelopment: MP09_0016
1. WE WANT TO KEEP ALL 'RETENTION VALUE B’ TREES ALONG STEPHEN ST

v All trees along Stephen St are stated to be removed without exception. They are a wonderful asset to the local area, and
their loss would have a significant impact for local residents and the community.

r  The report classifies nine trees located within a metre of the boundary line as Retention Value 8 'Could be retained’.
Woollahira Councit Tree Preservation Order {TPG) says these trees must be preserved, but the plans ignore this.

= \We were told the Abourist recommends removal of all trees along Stepheh St because they are weeds {contradicting
Wogllahara's TPO) — but there are several instances elsewhere ini the proposal where the same tree spedies will be retained.

v located directly cpposite 40 Stephen St is a mature Camphor Laurel (T37). This magnificent specimen has a beautiful
canopy and, if-it were kept, would help reduce the visual impact of the.Aged Care building. By way of comparison, an equal
sizeé Camphor Laurel is being retained near the Brown St entry - the hospital retains its ‘entry statement’ tree but Stephen
‘St where the most number of nearby residents are affected, joses a tree of similar stature and beauty,

s finother tree siated for removal is a mature Brushbox {T35) located very close to the property boundary. It is not a weed
species and would be an ideal candidate for retention.

s The consultants’ reports state that they will replace any trees assessed as Cé‘tegery A or B with the same or similar species
1o mdintain Jandscape 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 WANT GREATER SETBACKS BETWEEN THE AGED CARE FACILITY AND 40 STEPHEN ST

The plans show as little as 16 metres sethack between the kitchen/ living room windows of 40 Stephen St and the balconies
of the Aged Care building. This-does.not meet SEPP 65 recommendation of 18 metres sethack between such building types.

3, WE WANT TO HAVE THE SERVICE VEHICLE ENTRY REMOVED FROM STEPHEN ST

* A service vehicle entry is proposed opposite the foyer to 40 Stephien St. The justification is apparentiy an existing service
entry from Stephien St when the hospitat was in operation. There.is no entry at the moment and residents who have lived in
40 Stephen St for more than two decades say therehas never been an entry from Stephen St in fiving memaory.

» - 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.

* Therd is a large cluster of mature trees in'the supposed location of the ‘historic” service entry. Looking at the existing
hospital operation building end Stephen St kerbing, it is extremely unlikely that any service entry existed at this point

= - The Traffic Report did niof assess the suitability of Stephen St to-handle service delivery vehicies. There is no turning circle at
the end of the cul de sac, consequently vehicles frequently use the private car park at 40 Stephen St to turn around. We
object to the likely use of our private property for the putposes of the Aged Care facility,

2 [ie 't the narrow street, and surrounding tall buildings and cliffs, the adise penerated by delivery vehicles turning into and
backing out of the loading bay in this difficuit-to-access focation will have a significant effect on the surrounding amenity.

= - The Development Application shows two parking bays o the street will be rémoved for the service vehicle entry, However
“the Voluntary Planning Agreementwith Woollahra Council shows the rénioval of more parallel parking bays. and the
creation of eight 90 degree parking bays outside Dillon Resérve. This would all be done at Woollahra Council’s cost. This is
not ar equitable solution for residents.or rate payers, and would destroy even more existing vegetation along Stephen St.

. Gier the other buildings will be serviced from Brown St, the Aged Care Facility should bé serviced from there as well.
4, WE WANT THE AIR CONDITIONING PLANT MOVED AWAY FROM 40 STEPHEN ST
x - plans show a large bank of air conditiéning condenser units ldé’éfgd bﬁﬁoéite 40 Stephen St. These will be noisy and running
- 24-hours a day, impacting 38 and 40 Stephen 5t, which have living rooms and kitchens facing these air conditioner units
" The air conditioning condensers need to be located where they will rot impact on 38 or 40 Stephen St residents
5. NO GARBAGE PICKUP, COMMERCIAL LAUNDRY USE OR KITCHEN VENTILATION TO STEPHEN ST
R'esi'dén‘ts. were told no garbage would be picked Qp from Ste;:h‘eh‘ 5t. ?hé ldading bay would only be used for launtry pickup - :

-and kitehen supplies for the Aged Care FacHity. Al other lzundry, food and garbage services for other buildings would be
from Brown St. However, there is a large garbage room, kitchen and faundry located near the foading bay 6ii Stephen St.
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Scottish Hospital Redevelopment: MP0S_0016
1. WE WANT TO KEEP ALL ‘RETENTION VALUE B’ TREES ALONG STEPHEN ST

= All trees along Stephen St are slated to be removed without exception. They are a wonderful asset to the tocal area, and
their loss woutd have a significant impact for local residents and the community.

= The report classifies nine trees tocated within a metre of the boundary line as Retention Value B ‘Could be retained’.
Woollahra Council Tree Preservation Order (TPC) says these trees must be preserved, but the plans ignore this.

v We were told the Abourist recommends removal of all treas along Stephen St because they are weeds {coniradicting
Woollahara’s TPO) — but there are several instances elsewhere in the proposal where the same tree species will be retained.

e jocated directly opposite 40 Stephen St is a mature Camphor Laurel {T37). This magnificent specimen has a beautiful
canopy and, if it were kept, would help reduce-the visual impact of the Aged Care building. By way of comparison, an equal
size:Camphor Laurel is being retained near the Brown St entry - the hospital retains its "entry statement’ tree but Stephen
st, where the miost number of nearby residents are affected, loses a tree of similar stature and beauty.

»  Anothertreeslated for removalis a mature Brushbox {735} located very close to the property boundary. #is not a weed
species and would be an ideal candidate for retention.

= The'consultants’ reports state that they will replace any trees assessed as Category A or B with the same or similar spacies
to maintain landscape character. Infact, they 3ré replacing them with shrubs which may only reach 8- metras tall. Given
the Aged Care building is 18.3 metres to the parapet, these shrubs will do little to screen the buildings fraom each other,

2. WE WANT GREATER SETBACKS BETWEEN THE AGED CARE FACILITY AND 40 STEPHEN ST

= The ptans show as little as 16 metres setback between the kitchen/ living room windows of 40 Stephen 5t and the balconies
of the ‘Aged Care building. This does not meet SEPP 65 recommendation of 18 metres-setback between such huilding types.

3. WE WANT TO HAVE THE SERVICE VEHICLE ENTRY REMOVED FROM STEPHEN ST

» A sérvice 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. There is no entry at the moment and residents who have lived in
40 Stephen St for more than two decades say there hasnever been an entry from Stephen St in living memaory.

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

» - Thereis a large cluster of mature trées in the supposed location of the “historic’ 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 'suit_abi!_it"y of Stephen St to handle service delivery vehicles. There is no turning circle at
the end of the cul de sac, consequently vehicles frequently use the private car park at 40 Stephen St to turn around. We
objectto the likely use of our private property for the purposes of the Aged Care facility.

r  Due'to the nariow street, and surrounding tail biiildings and dliffs, the naise gé‘nera'ted by deliveryvehicles turning into and
backing out ¢f'the loading bay in this difficuit-to-access location will have a sighificant effect on the surrounding amenity.

* The Deveélopment Application shows two parking bays on the street will be réemoved for the service vehicle entry. However
the Voluntary Planning Agreement with Woollahra Councit shows the removal of more parallet parking bays, and the
‘creationof eight 90 degree parking bays outside Dillon Reserve. This would all be done at Woollahra Council’s cost. This is
not an equitable sélution for residents or rate payers, and would destrdy even more existing vegetation along Stephen St.

. Gi\_.fen the othef-bml'dings will be serviced frorm Brown St, the Aged Care Facility should be serviced from there as well.

4. WE WANT THE AIR CONDITIONING PLANT MOVED AWAY EROM 40 STEPHEN ST

* Plans show'a la’r'gé bark of air conditioning condenser units focated 'op'pbs.it'.e 40 Stephen St. These wili be'noisy and running
- 24 hours a day, impacting 38 and 40 Stephen St, which have living rooms and kitchens facing these air conditioner units

W  The 3ir cdhdition’in‘g coridensers heed to be focated where they w'i_l.l not impact on 38 or 40 Stephen St résidents

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

e - Residerts were t'o[d:n:'o garbage would bé picked up from Stephen St. The loading biay would only be used for laundry pickup
and kitchen s_upp_lies far the Aged Care Facility. All other taundry, food and garbage services for ather buildings wouid be
from Brown St. However, thereis a large garbage room, kitchen and laimdry focated near the loading bay on Stephen St
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Scottish Hospital Redevelopment: MP09_0016
1. WE WANT TO KEEP ALL ‘RETENTION VALUE B’ TREES ALONG STEPHEN ST

a Al trees along Stephen St are slated to be removed without exception. They are a wonderful asset to the local area, and
their loss would have a significant impact for local residents and the community.

= The report classifies nine trees located within a metra of the boundary line as Retention Value B ‘Could be retained’.
Woollahra Council Tree Preservation Order (TPQ) says these trees must be preserved, but the plans ignore this,

*  We were told the Abourist recommends removal of all trees along Stephen St because they are weeds (contradicting
Woollahara's TPO) ~ but there are several instances elsewhere in the proposal where the same tree species will be retained.

*  Located directly opposite 40 Stephen St is a mature Camphor Laurel {T37). This magnificent specimen has a beautiful
cahopy and, if it were kept, would help reduce the visual impact of the Aged Care building. By way of comparison, an equal
size Camphor Laurel is being retained near the Brown St entry - the hospital retains its ‘entry statement’ tree but Stephen
St, where the most number of nearby residents are affected, loses a tree of similar stature and beauty.

= Another tree slated for removal is a mature Brushbox (T35) focated very close to the property boundary. it is not a weed
species and would be an ideal candidate for retention.

= The consultants’ reports state that they will replace any trees assessed as Category A or B with the same or similar 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 bhuilding is 18.3 metres to the parapet, these shrubs will do litile to screen the buildings from each other.

2. WE WANT GREATER SETBACKS BETWEEN THE AGED CARE FACILITY AND 40 STEPHEN ST

= The plans show as little as 16 metres setback between the kitchen/ living room windows of 40 Stephen 5t and the balconies
of the Aged Care building. This does not meet SEPP 65 recommendation of 18 metres setback between such building types.

3. WE WANT TO HAVE THE SERVICE VEHICLE ENTRY REMOVED FROM STEPHEN ST

n  Aservice 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. There is no entry at the moment and residents who have lived in
40 Stephen St for more than two decades say there has never been an entry from Stephen St in living memory.

»  Dyring 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.

= There is a large cluster of mature trees in the supposed location of the ‘historic’ service entry. Locking 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 of Stephen 5t to handle service delivery vehicles. There is no turning circle at
the end of the cul de sac, consequently vehicles frequently use the private car park at 40 Stephen St to turn around. We
object to the likely use of our private property for the purposes of the Aged Care facility.

s 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 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 maore existing vegetation along Stephen St.

s Given the other buildings will be serviced from Brown $t, the Aged Care Facility should be serviced from there as well.

4. WE WANT THE AIR CONDITIONING PLANT MOVED AWAY FROM 40 STEPHEN ST

2 Plans show a large bank of air conditioning condenser units focated opposite 40 Stephen St. These will be noisy and running
24 hours a day, impacting 38 and 40 Stephen St, which have living rooms and kitchens facing these air conditioner units

= The air conditioning condensers need to be located where they wilt not impact on 38 or 40 Stephen 5t residents
5. NO GARBAGE PICKUP, COMMERCIAL LAUNDRY USE OR KITCHEN VENTILATION TO STEPHEN 5T

o  Residents were told no garbage would be 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 large garbage room, kitchen and laundry located near the loading bay on Stephen 5t.
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Mr. Shivesh Singh,
Department of Planning
23 Bridge Street,
Sydney, NSW 2000

15" December, 2010.

Dear Mr. Singh,

My husband and | are writing with regard to the Scottish Hospital redevelopment proposal
{application #MP09_0016) to express our concerns about the adverse effects this will have on the
apartment we own at 40 Stephen Street, Paddington.

Please see the attached page that outlines our concerns.

Yours sincersly,

Patricia Sadokierski

, Q%C”\/ "W ’/;éo)éwﬁ/&f ”/;

Steven Sadokierski




WE WANT TO KEEP ALL '‘RETENTION VALUE B’ TREES ALONG STEPHEN 5T
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¢ The consultants’ renorts siate that they wili replace any tress assessed as Category A or § with the same or similar species
to masinisin landscape characier, In face, they are replacing them wAth shrubs which may only reach 8-9 metres tall. Given

the Aged Care boilding is 18.3 metres 1o the parapet, these shrubs will do little to screen the buildings from each other

7, WE WANT GREATER SETBACKS BETWEEN THE AGED CARE FACILITY AND 40 STEPHEN 5T

v The pians show a3 little 25 16 metres seibsck between the kitchen/ fiving room wingows of 40 Stephen St and the baiconies
of the Aged Care bullding. This does not maeat bEP? 65 recorhmaendation of 18 metres setback between such vses.

3, WE WANT TO HAVE THE SERVICE VEHICLE ENTRY REMOVED FROM STEPHEN 5T

v Aservice vehicle entry is proposed opposice the foyar to-40 Stephen 5t The justification is aoperently an existing service
ntry from Stephen $twhen the nospucl was in operation, Therg is no entry 2t the moment and residents who hava lived in
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¢ Dusto the nareow street, and susrounding tali buildings and ciiffs, the noise generated by delivery vehicles t turning inte snd
backing out of the loading bay in this difficuitto-access location will have a signific ant eifecton the surrountding srmenity

t  The Development Agplication shifws two parking bays o the sireet will he removed for the service vehicle entry. However

the Voluntary Planning Agreemént with Woollahra Council shows the removal of more paraliel parking bays, and the

creation of sight 90 degree oarking bays outside Dillon Reserve. This would all be done st Woollahra Council’s cost. Thisis
not an eauitable solution for residents or rate payers, and would dastroy even more existing vegetation slong Stephen 5t

' Given the other buildings vill be sevviced from Browri'$i, the Aged Care Facility should be sérviced from there as well
4, WE WANT THE AIR CONDH IONH\G PLANT MOVED AWAY FROM 40 STEPHEN ST
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e Plang show 3 large bank of air conditioning condenierunits located opposite 40 S‘z‘ep‘ner\ St These will be
24 hours a day, impacting 3€ and 40 Stephen 5t, which have living rooms and Kitchens ating thase zir conditionar units

¢ The air tondit iohing condensers ‘nead 1o e located where thay will not iriipect on 38 oF 40 Stephen Strasidents
5. NO GARBAGE PICKUP, COMMERCIAL LAUNDRY USE OR KITCHEN VENTILATION TO STEPHEN ST

“Residants were 1014 no garhage would pe picked up from Stephen St The loading bay weisld only be used for lsundry picklp
and kitehen sopplies fof the-Ageld Care Facility. All othar laundry, food and garbage service: for other euuomgs would be
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