
25 Byron Road
GUILDPORD NSW 2161

Patrons:
Mr. Jason Clare, MP
Federal Member for Blaxland

Mr Lauie Ferguson, MP
Federal Member for Werriwa

16th August 2013

The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10-0171 Mixed Use

Residential Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application

for modifications to the existing approvalfor development at 330 Church Street,

Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:

o the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ Z+.a metres) i-e.23o/o

increase
. the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%

increase
o building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval

represents a major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore

requires a new Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the

proposed development in their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its

appearance is'otherwise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious

ObLUt on the integrity of the NSW's legislative planning process, as it creates a two-

stage approval piocess, with the negative outcomes of the development being

preienteb as a minor alteration to an already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Part2, 
.

Oeietoprient ln parramatta -ity And The lmpact On Old Government House And

Domain's Worid And Nationat Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and

Settings (2012).Without close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed
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modified towers will severely impact the views and setting from Old Government
House and the Crescent toward the City and the Kings School, thereby downgrading
the value of this world heritage listed site.

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the
basis that it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved
Development Application. Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a
new Development Apptication should be submitted for the new proposal in all its
aspects.

Yours faithfully
I

-Aa,ur,t-
Dorothy Warwick
President
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15th August, 2013  
 
 
The Director General  
NSW Department of Planning and Infrastructure  
GPO Box 39,  
Sydney NSW 2001  
 
 
Dear Sir/Madam  
 
 
Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use 
Residential Development; Meriton Apartments  
 
 
I refer to the Public Exhibition and Invitation to Comment in relation to the application for 
modifications to the existing approval for development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta. 
 
It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for: 
 the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e. 23% 

increase  
 the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50% 

increase 
 building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.  

 
In my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents 
a major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new 
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in 
their entirety and within a single document. 
 
Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance 
is otherwise.  Its approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the 
integrity of the NSW‟s legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval 
process, with the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor 
alteration to an already approved Development Application.  
 
Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, 
Part 2, Development In Parramatta City And The Impact On Old 



Government House And Domain’s World And National Heritage 
Listed Values Technical Report – Views and Settings (2012). Without 
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified 
towers will severely impact the views and setting from Old 
Government House and the Crescent toward the City and the Kings 
School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed 
site. 
 
I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis 
that it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development 
Application. Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development 
Application should be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects. 
 
Granville Historical Society members are extremely disappointed in the treatment of the 

Heritage in NSW by your department and also the Heritage Minister Robyn Parker. We 

were under the impression that from pre election promises that our Heritage would be 

looked after without us having to fight for every piece of built heritage in NSW.  
 
 
 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 

 
June M Bullivant OAM 

Secretary-Treasurer  

 

 

 

 

                        

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 
 

Dear Ms. MacDonald, 
 

Re: MP 10_0171 MOD – 330 Church Street, Parramatta 
Mixed use development - Former David Jones store and adjacent site 

 
Reference is made to your referral of the above modification of the major project proposal, 
which was otherwise given delegated Departmental consent on 6 February 2013. 
 
The Heritage Division, on behalf of the Heritage Council, has provided advice on the 
previous proposal in letters of: 

- 6/10/2011; 
- 24/11/2011 and 9/12/2011 from the former Chair, Gabrielle Kibble AM; 
- 4/2/2013 concerning comments on an archaeological impact assessment, 

research design and excavation methodology for the subject site. 
 

The Heritage Division notes the modification proposes almost doubling the height of the 
previously approved proposal, to a maximum of 54 stories and 31 stories and change 
podium (among other changes). It is considered that the new proposal amplifies what the 
Heritage Council had concluded were adverse visual impacts on the settings of several major 
heritage items. 
 
The Heritage Council makes the following points for the Department’s consideration: 
 
 

1. The subject development is in close proximity to a State, National and World Heritage 
listed item (Parramatta Park and Old Government House as part of a serial site called 
Australian Convict Sites).  It is noted that the subject site is outside the ‘zone of 
sensitivity’ identified in the 2013 Views and Heights (sic) study undertaken by 
Plannisphere for the Federal Department of Sustainability, the Environment, Water, 
Population and Communities (DSEWPaC) and Parramatta City Council; 
 

2. The Heritage Council nevertheless considers that doubling of tower heights will have 
an adverse visual impact on Parramatta Park and Old Government House and 
particularly on its setting. Views from the courtyard of Old Government House and 
from its front garden and carriage drive will now have a skyline broken not only by 
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Phone: 02 9873 8554 
Fax: 02 9873 8599 
Email: stuart.read@heritage.nsw.gov.au   
Our ref: A1545450 
File number: 11/17670 
Your ref:MP 10_0171 MOD 

Mr. Cameron Sargent 
Team Leader 
Metropolitan & Regional Projects North 
Department of Planning & Infrastructure 
GPO Box 39 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 
  
Attention: Ms. Kate MacDonald 
c/o kate.macDonald@planning.nsw.gov.au  
 

   



 

trees but by these towers. At present these views present as ‘semi-rural’. They are 
not broken by high rise towers; 
 

3. The increased podium height of another storey will be out of scale the rest of that 
block of Church Street, which now is a consistent 2-3 storeys maximum. This and its 
proximity to Lennox Bridge, a heritage item on the NSW State Heritage Register, are 
considered inappropriately bulky and not in sympathy with existing streetscape scale; 
 

4. The modified maximum heights do not comply with Parramatta LEP height maxima 
for the subject block. This sets a precedent for any owner of any site in the LEP area; 
 

5. The Heritage Impact Statement concludes that the proposed development has no 
impacts on views from this significant heritage item and on its setting.  This 
conclusion is not supported. It is considered that the previously approved proposal 
had adverse visual impacts. By increasing the height, greater adverse impacts arise.  
 

6. It is also noted that in inscribing the Australian Convict Sites, the World Heritage 
Committee recommended that the State Party pay attention to managing the 
landscape values of the sites in or close to urban areas by studying the visual impact 
of their current environment and any projects liable to affect those values. The 
Heritage Council notes that DSEWPaC have advised there is not a need to seek 
approval under the Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act from 
the Federal Government in this instance;  

 

7. The 'Aboriginal & Historical Preliminary Archaeological Impact Assessment 330 
Church Street, Parramatta' by AHMS, dated 2011 does not appear to comply with the 
Director General's Requirements (DGR) for the Project which require that 
assessment of Aboriginal and non-indigenous archaeological resources, including an 
assessment of the significance and potential impact on the archaeological resources 
be undertaken. This report states (page 62) that is has not included a detailed 
archaeological potential assessment or a comprehensive significance assessment. 
Therefore, it is considered that a detailed archaeological assessment which 
addresses the above DGR must be undertaken, particularly as the report does detail 
that the site has the potential to contain early archaeology from Parramatta's history 
which may be of state significance; 

 
8. Given that the site has the potential to contain early and potentially significant 

historical archaeology, all archaeological work must be undertaken by an 
Archaeologist with the appropriate level of experience against Heritage Council 
Excavation Director Criteria for a site of this nature. Prior to archaeological works 
commencing on site, the approved Excavation Director must submit a detailed 
archaeological research design and methodology for these works to the Heritage 
Division for comment; 
 

9. While the archaeological methodology and research design are found to be generally 
adequate to guide the future archaeological excavations at 330 Church Street, the 
lack of detailed research questions within the Research Design for the salvage 
excavation phase is an issue; 
 



 

10. Whilst it is acknowledged that the salvage phase will only go ahead based on positive 
results during the testing program, it is assumed that the Archaeological Research 
Design will not be revised with detailed research questions and resubmitted for 
comment between those two phases as this consultation may hold up the works on 
site;  
 

11. Accordingly, this report needs to be revised to contain detailed research questions 
suitable for the salvage excavation of this site and resubmitted to the Heritage 
Division for comment prior to any archaeological works commencing on site; 
 

12. The proposed Excavation Director is Graham Wilson. Mr. Wilson is considered to 
have adequate experience and knowledge to undertake an excavation of this type, on 
a site with this extended history; 
 

13. The proposed Co- Director, Laura Matarese has not held an Excavation Directors 
permit under the Heritage Act, nor does the Heritage Branch have any record of a 
submission from Ms Matarese against the Heritage Council Excavation Director's 
Criteria which outlines her knowledge and experience in co-directing an excavation of 
this nature; 
 

14. Accordingly, the Heritage Division recommends that Ms Matarese be listed as the 
Site Director for this project. This would allow her to gain the experience and skills 
which would allow her to co-direct and direct and excavation of this type in the future. 
 

15. It is noted the subject property (the former David Jones Store) is listed as a local 
heritage item on Parramatta Local Environmental Plan. If retention and adaptive 
reuse of the above item is unviable, the applicant should be required through detailed 
consent conditions to provide substantial ongoing best-practice heritage interpretation 
of the former use of the site in works to be implemented prior to any Occupation 
Certificate is issued.  
 

 
For enquiries regarding this matter, please contact Stuart Read at the Heritage Branch on 
(02) 9873 8554. 
 
Yours sincerely 

 
23/08/2013 
 
Vincent Sicari 
Manager Conservation Team 
Heritage Branch 
Office of Environment and Heritage 
As Delegate of the Heritage Council of NSW  
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11 August 2013 
 
Department of Planning and Infrastructure NSW 
 
ONLINE SUBMISSION 
 
 
 
Dear Sir/Madam 
 
Re:  MP 10_0171 MOD 3 - Mixed Use Residential Development – Meriton Apartments Pty Ltd, 

Residential Development, 330 Church Street, Parramatta, NSW  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal. I provide this letter as a submission on behalf of 
Australia ICOMOS. 
 
ICOMOS – the International Council for Monuments and Sites – is a non-government professional 
organisation that promotes expertise in the conservation of cultural heritage.  ICOMOS is also an Advisory 
Body to the World Heritage Committee under the World Heritage Convention.  Australia ICOMOS, formed in 
1976, is one of over 100 national committees throughout the world. Australia ICOMOS has over 500 
members in a range of heritage professions.  We have expert members on a large number of ICOMOS 
International Scientific Committees, as well as on expert committees and boards in Australia. We have a 
particular interest in Australia’s world heritage sites.  
 
We note that this referral relates to the same development in Referral No. 2011/6166 and Referral No. 
2012/6358, although this proposal involves a substantial increase in height of the towers, increasing the 
height of the East Tower by 24.8 metres to RL 116.3m and the West Tower by 59.5 metres to RL185.1m.  
Our previous concerns with the development are now greatly increased by this current modification 
proposal which dramatically increases the height.  
 
We have referred to The Old Government House Views and Settings study (2012) by Planisphere and 
highlight that this document has used as its basis the existing Parramatta City Centre LEP 2007 which states 
that for the zone where the development is to be located, the maximum building height is 80 metres.  It must 
be assumed that this has been the standard against which development impacts have been measured in 
that study. 
 
I refer to your correspondence of 1 July 2013 which notes that the applicant is now seeking approval to 
increase the East Tower to RL 116.3m and the West Tower to 185.1m. The latter is more than double the 80 
metre height against which the view analysis has been assessed.  
 
We further note that the Planisphere report has assessed the views from Old Government House across to 
the proposed development site as being of either high or moderate significance in relation to the site’s 
heritage values (summarised p. 31). However, the report locates the development in the ‘middle ground’ and 
suggests that: Development in these areas may have some impact, but there is no risk of resulting in a 
significant impact upon the World and National Heritage values (p. 80). The justification for this assessment 
is included on the same page, based on a consideration that visual impact reduces with distance. It is equally 
arguable that while distance will decrease visual impact, increasing the size of a feature in that view line will 
concomitantly increase visual impact. As the original assessment has a baseline of an 80 metre height, we 
argue that it is not valid to assume there will be no impact on heritage values if the height is more than 
double that on which the original assessment was based.   
 



Hence we suggest that there is indeed a potential for this increased height to detrimentally impact on the 
setting of Old Government House and Domain, Parramatta Park, and negatively affect the place’s heritage 
values, including World Heritage values. The current referral documentation cannot rely on existing view line 
analyses and has not addressed the impact of this newly proposed amendment in height on the setting of 
Old Government House and Domain, Parramatta Park. 
 
The heritage significance of this important and valuable part of our cultural heritage is linked to the retention 
of this significant setting.  
 
As stated in our previous submissions, the Australian government is aware that the impact on heritage 
values of developments in areas surrounding a World Heritage property is of interest and can be of serious 
concern to the UNESCO World Heritage Committee. In the Australian context this has recently been 
reinforced by the Reactive Monitoring Mission to review actions in relation to the Great Barrier Reef World 
Heritage Area. We are confident that the Australian government would not wish to attract a similar mission or 
questions in the case of the Australian Convict Sites World Heritage property. Paragraph 172 of the 
Operational Guidelines provides a mechanism to refer concerns from State Parties – particularly ‘new 
constructions which may affect the outstanding universal value of the property’ – and we urge the Australian 
government to take this opportunity to seek feedback from the World Heritage Centre in a timely way. This 
would seem an appropriate step to take given the identification of potential development impacts at the time 
the Australian Convict Sites was added to the World Heritage List. We once again bring your attention the 
text from the 2010 ICOMOS Assessment report, under the heading ‘Development pressures’: 
 

More broadly, some of the sites within the property may be threatened by the development of the 
property’s peripheral area and in its buffer zone, notably in terms of the landscape impact of growing 
urban environments (see Integrity). This refers in particular to the City of Sydney for Hyde Park 
Barracks (3) and Cockatoo Island (10), to Parramatta city for Old Government House (2) … 
(emphasis added) 

 
In conclusion we make the following recommendations: 
 

1. Prior to this modification to the development being determined, the Old Government House 
Views and Settings study (2012) is reviewed to assess the impact of buildings at heights over 
80 metres, which is the current maximum assessed in zone 3, the location of this 
development. 
 

2. Under Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines, a mechanism is provided to refer 
concerns from State Parties, particularly ‘new constructions which may affect the 
outstanding universal value of the property’, and we urge the Australian government to take 
this opportunity to seek feedback from the World Heritage Centre on this development in a 
timely way. 

 
 
Thank you again for your consideration of the views of Australia ICOMOS on this important issue. 
 
 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
 

 
 
MS ELIZABETH VINES OAM, FRAIA, MICOMOS 
President, Australia ICOMOS 
 

 
 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
  
12 August, 2013  
 
 
The Director General  
NSW Department of Planning and Infrastructure  
GPO Box 39,  
Sydney NSW 2001  
 
 
Dear Sir/Madam  
 
 
Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential 
Development; Meriton Apartments  

 
On behalf of the Parramatta Branch of the National Trust I refer to the Public Exhibition and 
Invitation to Comment in relation to the application for modifications to the existing approval 
for development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta. 
 
It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for: 

 the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e. 23% increase  
 the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50% 

increase 
 building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.  

 
It is the opinion of the Branch that the proposed variations to the existing Development 
Approval represents a major and significant modification to the original proposal (up to 50% 
increasing heights of the towers) and therefore requires a new Development Application that 
addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in their entirety and within a single 
document. 
 
The Branch maintains that even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for 
acceptance, its appearance is otherwise.  Its approval, in the eyes of our members and the 
general public, would place serious doubt on the integrity of the NSW s legislative planning 
process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with the negative outcomes of the 
development being presented as a minor alteration, of which they are not, to an already 
approved Development Application.  
 
The prime concern of the Branch is in regards to the increased height and associated 
signage submitted in the modified proposal. In relation to these concerns I refer you to, Part
2, Development in Parramatta City and the Impact on Old Government House and Domain’s 
World and National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report – Views and Settings (2012).  
 
Without close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will 
severely impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward 
the City and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed 
site thereby placing at risk its continued placement on and standing as a world heritage site.. 
 
The Branch therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the 
basis that it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development 

NATIONAL TRUST
PARRAMATTA REGIONAL BRANCH
SECRETARY
48 Bricketwood Drive
WOODCROFT 2767
nat.trust.parramatta@hotmail.com

NATIONAL TRUST ofAUSTRALIANEW SOUTHWALES



Application. Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development 
Application should be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects. 
 
 
 
Yours faithfully 
 

 
 
Brian Powyer 
17 Burton Avenue 
Northmead 2152 



































From:  "FAEGHI, JORDAN" <JORDAN.FAEGHI@sydneywater.com.au> 
To: "'kate.macdonald@planning.nsw.gov.au'" <kate.macdonald@planning.nsw.gov.... 
Date:  7/15/2013 11:05 am 
Subject:  MP10_171 MOD 3, 330 Church Street, Parramatta 
 
Dear Ms Macdonald, 
 
Thank you for your letter advising Sydney Water about the above development. 
 
Due to the scale and type of development the proponent will be required to gain a Section 73 Certificate, according 
to the Sydney Water Act 1994. We request that the following is included in the development consent. 
 
Requirement for a Section 73 Certificate 
Sydney Water will assess the impact of the development when the proponent applies for a Section 73 Certificate. 
This assessment will enable Sydney Water to specify any works required as a result of the development and to 
assess if amplification and/or changes to the system are applicable. The proponent must fund any adjustments 
needed to Sydney Water infrastructure as a result of any development. 
 
The proponent should engage a Water Servicing Coordinator to get a Section 73 Certificate and manage the 
servicing aspects of the development. The Water Servicing Coordinator will ensure submitted infrastructure designs 
are sized & configured according to the Water Supply Code of Australia (Sydney Water Edition WSA 03-2002) and 
the Sewerage Code of Australia (Sydney Water Edition WSA 02-2002). 
 
Sydney Water requests Council to continue to instruct proponents to obtain a Section 73 Certificate from Sydney 
Water. Details are available from any Sydney Water Customer Centre on 13 20 92 or Sydney Water's website at 
www.sydneywater.com.au<http://www.sydneywater.com.au/> 
 
If you require any further information, please contact the Urban Growth Branch on 02 8849 4649 or e-mail 
urbangrowth@sydneywater.com.au<mailto:urbangrowth@sydneywater.com.au> 
 
Regards, 
 
Jordan Faeghi | Student Town Planner 
Urban Growth Strategy | Sydney Water 
Level 7, 1 Smith Street Parramatta NSW 2150 
PO Box 399 Parramatta NSW 2124 
T 8849 4649 
jordan.faeghi@sydneywater.com.au<mailto:jordan.faeghi@sydneywater.com.au> | 
sydneywater.com.au<http://www.sydneywater.com.au/> 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
 
tap™ is the original ecowater. Get sustainable. Drink tap. Visit tapsydney.com.au 
 
http://www.facebook.com/SydneyWater 
http://twitter.com/sydneywaternews  
http://www.flickr.com/photos/sydneywater/ 
http://www.youtube.com/user/sydneywatertv 
http://sydneywaternews.com.au/feed/ 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
 
NOTICE: This email is confidential. If you are not the nominated recipient, please immediately delete this email, 
destroy all copies and inform the sender. Sydney Water Corporation (Sydney Water) prohibits the unauthorised 
copying or distribution of this email. This email does not necessarily express the views of Sydney Water. Sydney 
Water does not warrant nor guarantee that this email communication is free from errors, virus, interception or 



interference. 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 



12 August, 2013  
 
 
The Director General  
NSW Department of Planning and Infrastructure  
GPO Box 39,  
Sydney NSW 2001  
 
 
Dear Sir/Madam  
 
 
Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential 
Development; Meriton Apartments  

 
I refer to the Public Exhibition and Invitation to Comment in relation to the application for 
modifications to the existing approval for development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta. 
 
It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for: 

 the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e. 23% increase  
 the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50% 

increase 
 building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.  

 
In my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a 
major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new 
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in 
their entirety and within a single document. 
 
Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is 
otherwise.  Its approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity 
of the NSW s legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with 
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an 
already approved Development Application.  
 
Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Part 2, Development 
In Parramatta City And The Impact On Old Government House And Domain�s World And 
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report � Views and Settings (2012). Without 
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely 
impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City 
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site. 
 
I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that 
it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application. 
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should 
be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects. 
 
 
 
Yours faithfully 
 

 
 
Brian Powyer 
17 Burton Avenue 
Northmead 2152 
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12 August,2013

The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001
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Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP l0_0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approval for development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission foi':
o the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e. 23o/o increase
. the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%

increase
. building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinionthe proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a
major and significant modificationto the original proposal and thereforerequires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in
their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance,its appearance is
othenruise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would placeseriousdoubt on the integrity of
the NSW"s legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with the
negative outcomes of the development being presented as aminor alteration to an already
approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to,Part 2, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old GovernmentHouse And Domain's WorldAnd
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towerswill severely
impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that
it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application.
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should
be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.

faithfully
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'12 July,2013

The Director General,
NSW Departnent of Planning and lnftastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001

Upper Fort Street, Observatory Hill
Milles Point, Sydney NSW2000

GPO Box518, Sydney NSW2001
T: +61 2 02 92580123;
F: +ô102925212æ

www. nationaltrust. com. au
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Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Ghurch Steet, Parmmatta - todiñcation to tP 10-0171 tixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Aparünents

We refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Gomment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approval for development on the above site. The proposed
Modifications are summarised as:

o Podium increased height by 1 storey (+ 3.1 metres);
r East Tower increased height by 5 storeys (+ Z¿.9 metres);
. West Tower increased height by 16 storeys (+ Sg.S metres):
r lncrease in 17,594 mt gross floor area;
o lSSadditional residentialapartments;
. 96additionalservicedapartments;
c 1,152 mt less retail floor spâce;
¡ Deleted chíldcare centre:
o 112 additionalcar parking spaces;and
o Building signage on the serviced apartment tower.

The Trust notes that this equates to:
. A 33% increase in height overthe original podium level;
o A23Va increase in height of the Eastem Tower;
¡ A 50% increase in height of the Western Tower;
o A 56% increase in the number of serviced apartments;
o A75o/o increase in the number of residential apartments; and
r A 19% increase in car parking spaces.

The Trust also notes that this is accompanied by a significant reduction in retail floor space
(approximately 60% of the designated 'supermarket' space) and the deletion of the Child Care
Centre from the proposal.

ln general, the Trust acknowledges that the Meriton proposal for 3Í!0 Churcfi $t represents a major
development for Panamatta, which willbe accompanied by both benefits and costs for Panamatta.
We have previously expressed our reservations regardíng the appropriateness of tower buildings
in this part of Panamatta and have concems regarding the impact of the bulk of these buildings
upon the amenity and characterof the riverside areas in the vicinþ of Lennox Bridge.

ln this case, however, the Trust is mostly concefned that this proposed Modification to an existing
Development Approval represents a major and significant modification to the original proposal.

Where, as set out above, the modification represents in the order of a 50o/o increase in size and
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residential density, we consider that a new development application should be submitted,'which
examines and addresses the environmental and social impacts of the new proposal in its entirety.
At present, the evaluation of these impacb is spread across two complete sets of documents,
creating difficulties in compiling and synthesising the outcomes of all the studies and
understanding the full impacts of the development proposal.

The Trust understands that the abili$ to submit applications to modiff existing development
assessments is allowed for in the planning system. We are @ncerned, though, that unless clear
limits are placed upon this facílity, it becomes a loophole to avoid public interest and proper
scrutiny, with the potentialthat an acceptable and approved development proposal is progressively
stripped of its public benefit aspects through the "modification" process.

Public benefit aspects are key to community acceptance of property development outcomes,
particularly in urban contexts. Whilst the Trust has no information regarding the reasoning behind
the removal of the Child Care Centre and the significant reduction in retail accommodation that
forms part of this Modification application, the combination of the increase in size, bulk and density
with the reduction in the public benefits of the development presents as a highly retrograde
proposal compared to the existing development approval.

The Trust is greatly concerned that this appears to be an abuse of NSWs legislative planning
process, as it creates a two-stage development approval process, with the negative outcomes of
the development packaged as an incremental alteration (after considerable energy and interest
has already been expended) to an already approved Developrnent Application. Even if this
Modification is claimed to fuffil the technical requiremenfs for acceptance as a complying
application, the appearance is otherwise and it has the potential to further bring the planning
system (and the NSW Government) into publíc disrepute.

The Trust requests that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that it represents a
substantive modification to the originally approved Development Applicatbn. Should the applicant
wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should be submitted for the new
proposal in all its aspects.

Yours sincerely,

Graham Quint
Advocacy Manager
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12 August, 2013

The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Ghurch Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP l0_0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approval for development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:
. the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e.23o/o increase
. the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ Sg.S metres) i.e. 50%

increase
. building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a
major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in
their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
otherwise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity

of the NSW"s legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an
already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Part2, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's World And
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely
impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that
it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application.
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should
be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.

Yours faithfully

//;* t"¡t#'
Aline Ter Horst
PO Box 53
OATLANDS
NSW 21 17.
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New South Wales Government
Department of Planning
Skip to content
Home > Development Assessments > Major Project Assessments

Andrew  Lee , of  Pennant Hills NSW, made the
follow ing submission on the project:

MP 10_0171 MOD 3 - Mixed Use Residential
Development

Supports this project

I think adding height to these buildings is a good decision. Parramatta is striving to
become Sydney's CBD and to do so will need as much residential and commercial space
as possible. 

In addition, together with the 300m+ Aspire development at the other end of the Parra
CBD, will provide balance to both sides of the Parra skyline, and will set a precedent for
more buildings of similar height to fill up the gap in the middle. Eventually, Parramatta
will have skyline easily recognisable from a distance, comparable to the Sydney CBD.
This is the first step and I urge you to approve this modification so construction can
start as soon as possible. 

http://www.nsw.gov.au/
http://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/
http://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/
http://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/DevelopmentAssessments/tabid/65/Default.aspx
http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/page/
http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/?action=list_submissions&job_id=5998
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The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
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Re: 330 Ghurch Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approval for development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:
o the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e.23o/o increase
. the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%

increase
. building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a
major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in
their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
otherwise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity
of the NSW"s legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an
already approved Devefopment Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Paft2, Development
ln Parramatta Gity And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's World And
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely
impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that
it represpnts a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application.
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should
be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.
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Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Ghurch Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and the lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approvalfor development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:
. the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e.23% increase
. the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ Sg.S metres) i.e. 50%

increase
r building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion, the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a
major and significant modification to the original proposal and, therefore, requires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in
their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
otherwise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity
of the NSW"s legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an
already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage, I refer you to, Part2, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's World And
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without
close examination, it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely
impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

l, therefore, respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis
that it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development
Application. I request that a new Development Application should be submitted for the
new proposal in all its aspects.

Yours faithfully

Catherine M Gow
19/6 lsabella Street
North Parramatta NSW 2151
Ph: 0404 473 186
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New South Wales Government
Department of Planning
Skip to content
Home > Development Assessments > Major Project Assessments

Christopher O'Brien , of  Epping NSW, made the
follow ing submission on the project:

MP 10_0171 MOD 3 - Mixed Use Residential
Development

Objects to this project

15 August, 2013 

The Director General 
NSW Department of Planning and Infrastructure 
GPO Box 39, 
Sydney NSW 2001 

Dear Sir/Madam 

Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments 

I refer to the Public Exhibition and Invitation to Comment in relation to the application
for modifications to the existing approval for development at 330 Church Street,
Parramatta. 

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for: 
* the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e. 23%
increase 
* the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%
increase 
* Deleted childcare centre 
* building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower. 

In my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents
a major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a
new Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed
development in their entirety and within a single document. 

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
otherwise. Its approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the
integrity of the NSW's legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval
process, with the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor
alteration to an already approved Development Application. 

http://www.nsw.gov.au/
http://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/
http://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/
http://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/DevelopmentAssessments/tabid/65/Default.aspx
http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/page/
http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/?action=list_submissions&job_id=5998
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Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Part 2,
Development In Parramatta City And The Impact On Old Government House And
Domain's World And National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and
Settings (2012). Without close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed
modified towers will severely impact the views and setting from Old Government House
and the Crescent toward the City and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value
of this world heritage listed site. 

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis
that it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development
Application. Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development
Application should be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects. 

Yours faithfully, 
Chris O'Brien 
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Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

We refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approval for development on the above site. The proposed
Modifications are summarised as:

Podium increased height by 1 storey (+ 3.1 metres);
East Tower increased height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres);
West Tower increased height by 16 storeys
lncrease in 17 ,594 m2 gross floor area;

(+ Sg.S metres);

1 58 additional residential apartments;
96 additional serviced apartments;
1,152 m2less retail floor space;
Deleted childcare centre;
1 12 additional car parking spaces; and
Building signage on the serviced apartment tower

The Trust notes that this equates to
A 33% increase in height overthe original podium level;
A23% increase in height of the Eastern Tower;
A 50%o increase in height of the Western Tower;
A 56% increase in the number of serviced apartments;
A'75% increase in the number of residential apartments; and
A 1go/o increase in car parking spaces.

The Trust also notes that this is accompanied by a significant reduction in retail floor space
(approximately 60% of the designated 'supermarket' space) and the deletion of the Child Care
Centre from the proposal.

ln general, the Trust acknowledges that the Meriton proposal for 330 Church St represents a major
development for Parramatta, which will be accompanied by both benefits and costs for Parramatta.
We have previously expressed our reservations regarding the appropriateness of tower buildings
in this part of Parramatta and have concerns regarding the impact of the bulk of these buildings
upon the amenity and character of the riverside areas in the vicinity of Lennox Bridge.

ln this case, however, the Trust is mostly conce¡ned that this proposed Modification to an existing
Development Approval represents a major and significant modification to the original proposal.
Where, as set out above, the modification represents in the order of a 50o/o increase in size and

Narronar Tnusr o/Ausrnern (NEW Sourn Wares)
ABN 82 491 958 802

NSWGO\/ERNMENT
Planning & lnfrastructure

2 1 AUG 2013

DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMEMT
SYSTEMSANDAPPRÚVALS

RECEIVËD

üe



residential density, we consider that a new development application should be submitted, which
examines and addresses the environmental and social impacts of the new proposal in its entirety.
At present, the evaluation of these impacts is spread across two complete sets of documents,
creating difficulties in compiling and synthesising the outcomes of all the studies and
understanding the full impacts of the development proposal.

The Trust understands that the ability to submit applications to modifo existing development
assessments is allowed for in the planning system. We are concerned, though, that unless clear
limits are placed upon this facility, it becomes a loophole to avoid public interest and proper
scrutiny, with the potentialthat an acceptable and approved development proposal is progressively
stripped of its public benefit aspects through the "modification" process.

Public benefit aspects are key to community acceptance of property development outcomes,
particularly in urban contexts. Whilst the Trust has no information regarding the reasoning behind
the removal of the Child Care Centre and the significant reduction in retail accommodation that
forms part of this Modification application, the combination of the increase in size, bulk and density
with the reduction in the public benefits of the development presents as a highly retrograde
proposal compared to the existing development approval.

The Trust is greatly concerned that this appears to be an abuse of NSW's legislative planning
process, as it creates a two-stage development approval process, with the negative outcomes of
the development packaged as an incremental alteration (after considerable energy and interest
has already been expended) to an already approved Development Application. Even if this
Modification is claimed to fulfil the technical requirements for acceptance as a complying
application, the appearance is othen¡vise and it has the potential to further bring the planning
system (and the NSW Government) into public disrepute.

The Trust requests that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that it represents a
substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application. Should the applicant
wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should be submitted for the new
proposal in all its aspects.

Yours sincerely,
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Graham Quint
Advocacy Manager

t/
..{i'.

2

z /(3



D N>h

13 August, 2013

The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001
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Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approvalfor development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:
o the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e. 23o/o increase
o the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50o/o

increase
o building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a
major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in
their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
otherwise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity
of the NSWIs legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an
already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Parl?, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's World And
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely
impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that
it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application.
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should
be submitted forthe new proposal in all its aspects.

Yours faithfully
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12 August, 2013

The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001
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Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Ghurch Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approval for development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:
. the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e. 23o/o increase
o the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%

increase
. buílding signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a
major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in
their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
otherwise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity
of the NSW's legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an
already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Part2, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's World And
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Wthout
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely
impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City
and the Kings School, thereby downgradÍng the value of this world heritage listed site.

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that
it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application.
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should
be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.

Yours faithfully
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The Ðirector General,
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure,
GPO Box 39,
Sydney, NSW, 2001.

19/3ColemanAve,
Carlingford, 2118.
12 August, 2013
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Dear Sir/Madam.

Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

We refer to the 'Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment' in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approvalfor development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

We are most concerned to note that the modification application is seeking permission for:
. the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e. 23o/o increase
o the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%

increase
r building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln our opinion, the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represent a
major and significant modification to the original proposal and one which is not in keeping
with the area. We feel, therefore, that a new Development Application is required - one that
addresses the full impact of the proposed development.

The approval of the modification application would place serious doubt on the integrity of the

NSW's legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with the
negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an already
approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage, we referyou to, Par[2,
Development ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's
World And National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). lt
can be seen that the proposed modified towers will severely impact the views and setting
from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City and the Kings School,
thereby downgrading the value of this World Heritage listed site.

We therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis
that it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development
Application. Should the applicant wish to proceed with this modification, a Development
Application should be submitted for the new proposal.

Yours faithfully,

K,li=tü-

n Gilbert and Kristine Trott
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12 August, 2013

The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 lllixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approvalfor development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:
o the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e.23o/o increase
. the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%

increase
o building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower,

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a
major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in
their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
othêrwise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity
of the NSW's legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an
already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Paft2, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's World And
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely
impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that
it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application.
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should
be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.

Yours faithfully

An
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10 August, 2013

The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 200't

bH:F

i\I__,^'j- !t /!__r-
:''..t- \-ri ¡\i t 'l r

| '\ ,.- t q:1 .ì.. ¡Jû!
I i ;:.r,-;^l ¡;.li:.i

I 
-1; i i:|ì i.iÌ i.r,t:itllt-¡:i

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Ghurch Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10-0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approval for development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:
. the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e.23o/o increase

¡ the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%

increase
. building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a

major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new

Deüelopmeni Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in

their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is

otherwise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity

of the NSW"s legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with

the negative outóomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an

already approved Development Application'

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Part2., Development

tn Þarramãtta City And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's World And

National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without

close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely

impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City

"n'd 
th" Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site'

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that

it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application.

SnoutO the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should

be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.

Yourç faithfully

JL^relrtu C&Mv

Jeane-lle Cà l"*,n
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10 August, 2013

The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 200't
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Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Ghurch Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10-0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approval for development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:
. the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e.23o/o increase

¡ the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%

increase
. building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a

major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new

Deüelopmeni Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in

their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is

otherwise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity

of the NSW"s legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with

the negative outóomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an

already approved Development Application'

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Part2., Development

tn Þarramãtta City And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's World And

National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without

close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely

impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City

"n'd 
th" Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site'

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that

it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application.

SnoutO the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should

be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.

Yourç faithfully

JL^relrtu C&Mv

Jeane-lle Cà l"*,n

tS V,;q s.ñ rà .tl
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The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001
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Re: 330 Church Street Parramatta
Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential Development:

Meriton Apartments

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed modification to existing
approval for the development at 330 Church Street Parramatüa.

Like so many approvals this application is seeking to modify a development far
beyond what would be considered a reasonable percentage.

In this instance, 330 Church Street Parramatt4 the following changes have been
identified:
o east tower increase in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) or 23 Yo

o west tower increase in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) or 50o/o

I would thtlng 5% maybe up to lÙVo modification would be within a reasonable

range. Anything beyond this percentage represents a significantly change to what
was the original intention of the applicant. This changed application with, hopefully,
emergency and other safety aspects fully reviewed, is a considerably higher-rise
building that the developer originally planned to build.

MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential Development: Meriton Apartments, really
needs to submit a new development application that needs to be re-examined by
grotrps concerned with the streetscape/landscape of Paramatta - its impact and
heriøge. As I believe the original application did rely on a degrce of support from
local, state, national and world heritage bodies and others interested in the unique
position thatPanamatta holds in our eady history.

I conclude my objection with the request that this modification application be
refused as it notes changes far beyond what was originally approved (as given
above). A new Development Application should be called, showing:
o all newproposed modifications
o relevant emergency and safety aspects are closely checked and
o peak bodies and heritage groups views included in final decision.

Yours faithtully

Jeannette Roberts
10 Moseley Street
Carlingford NSW 2118

ø,e
12 August 2013
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Jennie Minifie , of  North Ryde NSW, made the
follow ing submission on the project:

MP 10_0171 MOD 3 - Mixed Use Residential
Development

Objects to this project

PO Box 6116 
North Ryde NSW 2113 
15 August, 2013 
The Director General NSW Department of Planning and Infrastructure GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001 
Dear Sir/Madam 
Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments 
I wish to object to the application for variation of the existing approval for development
at 330 Church Street, Parramatta which includes the following departures from the
approved development. 
&#61623; the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e.
23% increase 
&#61623; the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e.
50% increase 
&#61623; building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower. 
The proposed variations to the existing development approval include major
modifications to the original proposal which are of such a significant scale and potential
impact that a new development application is required to fully address the potential
impacts of the proposed development in their entirety and within a single document. 
The Department of Planning & Infrastructure should reject the new proposal as a
variation of the original consent as the proposed increase in height and floor space and
proposed signage will have an adverse potential impact on the historic town centre of
Parramatta and the unique historic precinct along the Parramatta River, including world
heritage listed Old Government House and Domain. 
The proposed modification of the towers and the proposed signage will severely impact
upon heritage significance of the visual catchment of Old Government House and views
from the Crescent toward the Kings School, and the town centre. Old Government
House is one of the most important buildings in Australia as it dates from the earliest
years of the NSW colony. It has to date retained a unique ambience and visual setting
through the efforts of the National Trust, the community and those Federal, State and
Local Government authorities which have worked over many years to protect the
heritage of Parramatta from unsympathetic and intrusive development. 
Technical guidance is provided in "Development In Parramatta City And The Impact On
Old Government House And Domain's World And National Heritage Listed Values
Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012) Part 2 on the specific controls on future
development in the visual 
catchment of Old Government House and Domain. All future development should adopt

http://www.nsw.gov.au/
http://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/
http://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/
http://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/DevelopmentAssessments/tabid/65/Default.aspx
http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/page/
http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/?action=list_submissions&job_id=5998


9/5/13 majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/?action=view_submission&job_id=5998&submission_id=72405

majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/?action=view_submission&job_id=5998&submission_id=72405 2/2

the recommended development restrictions in the report. 
It is impossible to imagine any other city in the world which would be prepared to
destroy the setting of one of the most historic buildings. Whether it is the White House
in Washington, the Arc de Triomphe and the Louvre in Paris, the Opera House in Sydney,
and many more heritage buildings, the scale of development permitted in those visual
catchments is never permitted to dominate or tower over the historic buildings and
structures. 
The proposed increase in height and scale now proposed for this development is of such
an excessive scale that it will permanently damage the heritage value of the simple
Georgian style of buildings that give Parramatta a unique and pleasing scale and
character. All levels of Government should ensure that future development in
Parramatta Town centre respects our Australian heritage. 
I therefore believe that the application for proposed variation of consent should be
refused having regard to the proposed substantive increase in the height and scale of
the approved development and the potential severe impacts of the proposed variation
and the associated signage on the cultural significance of Old Government House and
Domain, the historic Parramatta River precinct, and the scale and character of the
historic town centre. 
Yours sincerely, 
Jennie Minifie.



The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001

DerÂ

12 August, 2013

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10-0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approval for development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:
o the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e.23o/o increase
. the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%

increase
. building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a
major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in
their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
othenruise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity
of the NSWns legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an
already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Par12, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's World And
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely
impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that
it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application.
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should
be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.

Yours faithfully
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10 August, 2013

The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW2001 : if--i.;, j\,'r::i 
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Re: 330 Ghurch Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approvalfor development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:
o the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) t.e.23o/o increase
. the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%

increase
. building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a
major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in
their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
othenruise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity
of the NSW's legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an
already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Part2, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's World And
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely
impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that
it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application.
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should
be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.

Yours faithfully
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14 August,2013 Mrs. Dorothy Warwick
29 Cardigan Street
Guildford NSW 216'1

The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP {0_0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approvalfor development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:
. the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ Zl.8 metres) i.e. 23% increase
o the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%

increase
o building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a
major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in

their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
otherwise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity
of the NSW"s legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an
already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Part2, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's World And
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely
impact the views and setting from Old Governmenl House and the Crescent toward the City
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that
it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application.
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should
be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.

Yours faithfully

2ffiJao,^,i.n-



10 August, 2013

The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001
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Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Ghurch Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP lO 0l7l Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

.'7tÞ
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I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approvalfor development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:o the East Tower to be increased in height by b storeys (+ 24.9 metres) i.e.23% increase. the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ Sg.S metres) i.e. 50%
increase

. building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a
lajor and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in
their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
o!h9nrui9_e. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity
of the NSW"s legislative planning process, as it creates à two-stage approval process, with
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor'alteration to an
already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, part2, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Goverñment House And Domain's World And
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified toweis will severely
impact the views and setting from Old Government i{ouse and the Crescent toward tfré City
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

l.therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that
it represents a substantive modification to the originally'approved Development Application.
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this pãth, á nä* Developmeni Apptication shoutd
be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.

Yours faithfully

e76 7



12 August, 2013

The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001
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Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10 0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approvalfor development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:o the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.A metres) i.e. 2To/o increaseo the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ Sg.S metres) i.e. 50%
increase

o building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a
lajor and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in
their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
olh9rwise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity
of the NSW's legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an
already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Parl2, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's World And
Natíonal Heritage Listed Vafues Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely
impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that
it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application.
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should
be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.

Yours faithfully

é1'*tle (.."-



The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001

\tr)k
12 August, 2013

I Yawung Ave
Baulkham Hills 2153

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Ghurch Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP l0_0171 Mixed Use Resident¡al
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approval for development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permíssíon for:
¡ the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e. 23o/o increase
. the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%

increase
¡ building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a
major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in
their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
otherwise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity
of the NSW¡s legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an
already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Part 2, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's World And
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely
impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that
it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application.
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should
be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.

Yours faithfully

/ú,1 øØ/ lyú
Margaret Neyle
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The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

Re:330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and the lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approvalfor development at 330 Church Street, Panamatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:
¡ the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e.23o/o increase
¡ the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%

increase
o building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion, the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a
major and significant modification to the original proposal and, therefore, requires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in
their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
otherwise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity
of the NSWns legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approvalprocess, with
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an
already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage, I referyou to, Part 2, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Govemment House And Domain's World And
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without
close examination, it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely
impact the views and setting from Old Govemment House and the Crescent toward the City
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

l, therefore, respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis
that it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development
Application. I request that a new Development Application should be submitted for the
new proposal in all its aspects.

Yours faithfully

6èw

Maureen V
4114-16 Helen Street
WESTMEAD NSW 2145
Ph:02 9893 7634
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The DirectorGeneral ''l'r" i'ilr')i'í'rl
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001

17 Churchill Drive,
Winston Hills NSW 2153
12th. August 2013.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approval for development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:
o the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e.23o/o increase
o the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59,5 metres) i.e. 50%

increase
o building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a
major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in
their entirety and withìn a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
otherwise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity
of the NSW"s legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an
already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Part2, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's World And
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely
impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that
it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application.
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should
be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.

Yours faithfully,

H\ L. {^J\J-J<uf\Åon=
Moira L. Wilkinson
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17 Churchill Drive,
Winston Hills NSW 2153.
12th. Augusl2013.

The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

Re:330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approval for development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:
o the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e.23o/o increase
o the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%

increase
o building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents a
major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in
their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
otherwise. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity
of the NSW"s legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor alteration to an
already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Part2, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's World And
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely
impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that
it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application"
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should
be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.

Yo ly,
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New South Wales Government
Department of Planning
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Home > Development Assessments > Major Project Assessments

Pamela Coleman , of  Parramatta NSW, made the
follow ing submission on the project:

MP 10_0171 MOD 3 - Mixed Use Residential
Development

Objects to this project

15 August, 2013 

The Director General &#8232;NSW Department of Planning and Infrastructure
&#8232;GPO Box 39, &#8232;Sydney NSW 2001 

Dear Sir/Madam 

Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments 

I refer to the Public Exhibition and Invitation to Comment in relation to the application
for modifications to the existing approval for development at 330 Church Street,
Parramatta. 

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for: 
the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e. 23%
increase 
the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%
increase 
building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower. 

In my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents
a major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a
new Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed
development in their entirety and within a single document. 

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
otherwise. Its approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the
integrity of the NSW&#8223;s legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage
approval process, with the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a
minor alteration to an already approved Development Application. 

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Part 2,
Development In Parramatta City And The Impact On Old Government House And

http://www.nsw.gov.au/
http://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/
http://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/
http://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/DevelopmentAssessments/tabid/65/Default.aspx
http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/page/
http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/?action=list_submissions&job_id=5998
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Domain's World And National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and
Settings (2012). Without close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed
modified towers will severely impact the views and setting from Old Government House
and the Crescent toward the City and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value
of this world heritage listed site. 

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis
that it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development
Application. Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development
Application should be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects. 

Yours faithfully 

Pamela Coleman 
35/1 Palmer Street 
Parramatta NSW 2150
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PETER FERGUSSON , of  Eastw ood  NSW, made the
follow ing submission on the project:

MP 10_0171 MOD 3 - Mixed Use Residential
Development

Objects to this project

12 August, 2013 

The Director General 
NSW Department of Planning and Infrastructure 
GPO Box 39, 
Sydney NSW 2001 

Dear Sir/Madam 

Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments 

I refer to the Public Exhibition and Invitation to Comment in relation to the application
for modifications to the existing approval for development at 330 Church Street,
Parramatta. 

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for: 
* the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e. 23%
increase 
* the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%
increase 
* building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower. 

In my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Development Approval represents
a major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a
new Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed
development in their entirety and within a single document. 

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
otherwise. Its approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the
integrity of the NSW&#8223;s legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage
approval process, with the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a
minor alteration to an already approved Development Application. 

http://www.nsw.gov.au/
http://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/
http://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/
http://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/DevelopmentAssessments/tabid/65/Default.aspx
http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/page/
http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/?action=list_submissions&job_id=5998
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Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Part 2,
Development In Parramatta City And The Impact On Old Government House And
Domain's World And National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and
Settings (2012). Without close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed
modified towers will severely impact the views and setting from Old Government House
and the Crescent toward the City and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value
of this world heritage listed site. 

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis
that it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development
Application. Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development
Application should be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects. 

Yours faithfully 

Peter Fergusson 
2/6 Lovell Rd 
Eastwood, 2122 
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12August,2013

The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001

0c*> A

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Church Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP l0 0171 Mixed Use Residential
Development; Meriton Apartments

Yours faithfully

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approval for development at 330 Church Streei, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:' the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 stóieys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e.23o/o increase' the West Tower to be increased in heþht by 16 stoieyò (+ Sg.S metrés) i.e. S0%
increase

' building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing DevelopmentApproval represents a
Tajof and significant modification to the original proþosal and therefóie requires a new
DevelopmentApplicatlon that addresses the full impacts of the proposed dävelopment in
their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
o!|gry¡P_". Jts approval, in the.eyes of the public, would place serious doubt bi.r tne integrity
of the N9W't legislative planning process, as it creates à two-stage approval process, ririth
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a ñrinor'alteration to an
already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased heþht and associated signage I refer you to, Paft2, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Goverñme-nt House And Domain's World Änd
National.Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Setting s (2012). Without close
examination it can be easily_seen that the proposed modified towers i,vili seveiely impact the
yjg*t and setting from Old Government Hòuse and the Crescent toward the Citf anà the
Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that
t! represents a substantive modification to the originally'approved Development Application.
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this pãth, ã nåw DevetopmeniApptication should
be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.

P.fud/'-
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1 August 2013 
 
Department of Planning and Infrastructure 
 
Attention – Heather Warton 
Director 
Metropolitan and Regional Projects North 
 
 
Dear Heather, 
 

Re: 330 Church St, Parramatta – MP10_0171 MOD 3 
 
I write on behalf of Two-Dad Pty Limited who are the owners of No.328 Church St, 
Parramatta and Jag Points Group Pty Limited who are the owners of the El-
Phoenician Restaurant operating on the same land. 
 
It is noted that my clients property is immediately adjacent the southern boundary of 
330 Church St, Parramatta.  A successful and long established restaurant operates 
at No.328 Church St, which has a minimum of 500 people entering and exiting the 
premises from the rear per week.  The site benefits from direct frontage to Church 
Street, however the rear of the restaurant is accessible to patrons from David Fraser 
Reserve, where there is existing public parking.  The rear access point, also provides 
an important point for delivery and services to the restaurant.  Accordingly, any short 
term disruption or long term impact on the workability and functionality of the rear 
access to the site is of significant commercial interest and concern to the owners of 
the site. 
 
There is no in principle objection to the amendment of the application in relation to 
increased residential yield.  However, significant concern is expressed in relation to: -  
- the proposed rearrangement of the ground floor entry and exit points; 
- the size and location of the loading dock and driveway;  
- any increase in carparking that results in a poor access arrangement to the site; 

and  
- the substantial reduction in ground floor retail floor space and resulting decrease 

in activation of the southern and southeastern frontages and surrounds. 
 
Irrespective of the use of No.328 Church St as an ongoing restaurant, or whether a 
pedestrian laneway (as identified by Council in the Parramatta City Centre DCP 
2007), the concerns expressed in this submission are equally valid and relevant. 
 
The above objections to the proposal are discussed in greater detail in turn below. 
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1. Entry and Exit Arrangements (Vehicular and Pedestrian) 

The allocation of floor space above ground level for carparking purposes has led 
to an amended entry and exist configuration at the ground floor.  The 
amendment necessitates ramps to now descend and ascend to parking areas.  
Rather than retain the existing entry and exit arrangements to the site and 
handle the revised traffic movements fully within the site, the application 
proposes to significantly increase the width of the parking entry points by making 
both the ascending and descending ramps commence at the site boundary.  This 
results in a significant increase in the area of the site dedicated to traffic 
movements and reduction in the area of the site that could be activated following 
the implementation of the pedestrian link in accordance with the DCP. 
 
The amended proposal also seeks to relocate the lobby entrance to the serviced 
apartments so that directly fronts the rear access point and the right of way that 
will be used by all residents vehicles, all commercial and retail vehicles and all 
loading and garbage vehicles. 
 
The key concerns with the above amended design are as follows –  
a) Increase in pedestrian and vehicular conflict due to additional car access 

point and broadening of car and truck movements further to the west and 
immediately adjacent the entrance point to the restaurant at No.328 and the 
redesigned lobby entrance to the serviced apartments.   

b) Diminished pedestrian amenity and reduction in safety for pedestrians 
accessing the restaurant or serviced apartments. 

c) Reduced amenity and functionality for the restaurant (or future pedestrian 
link) due to expanded vehicle movement area and associated noise 
emissions. 

d) The location of the proposed loading dock entirely prohibits the opportunity 
for loading or unloading at the rear of the restaurant, without impeding the 
access to the loading dock. 

e) It is apparent that little consideration has been given to managing the 
ascending and descending vehicle movements within the site.  Rather the 
traffic movements and parking arrangements within the site are to have a 
knock on effect in the way that the building presents to the rear access point 
to the south and surrounds.  It is strongly submitted that the existing 
arrangements for a single vehicle entry point and a single loading dock can 
be retained through a better design that manages internal vehicle 
movements within the site.  The significant reduction in commercial/retail 
floor space on the ground floor and its allocation to uses not previously 
proposed on the ground floor (such as loading, laundry, dirty linen, staff room 
and furniture store) is evidence that there is opportunity to manage 
ascending and descending ramps within the building footprint, and not 
impact on the presentation to the rear public circulation space. 



3	
  
	
  

f) The Traffic Report submitted with the application is limited in its scope and 
detail.  Discussion is generally limited to parking rates and traffic generation.  
The Traffic Report fails to adequately address the functionality and useability 
of the spaces dedicated to car and truck movements; does not deal with 
vehicular and pedestrian conflicts and hazard management; and fails to 
establish that there is any demand for the significantly increased truck 
movement areas, particularly when there is reduced commercial and retail 
floor space.   

 
2. Loading Dock 

The loading dock has been substantially increased in area (notwithstanding 
substantial reductions in commercial / retail floor space) and relocated to a point 
further within the site and therefore more distant from the vehicle circulation area 
at the rear.   
 
The increased loading dock area does not correspond with an increased need 
given the reduced commercial floor space and appears to be a convenient 
method of being able to reconfigure FSR.  No objection is raised to the increase 
in FSR, however, the increased loading dock area is not necessary, nor an 
appropriate way to adjust FSR rates. 
 
Of greatest concern to my client is that the loading dock permits more than 1 
large truck to be present on site at any one time.  We are concerned that there is 
likely to be increased noise associated with movements and trucks idling and 
that the location immediately adjacent the rear of the restaurant is entirely 
inappropriate. 
 

3. Activation 
The approved scheme appropriately located the vehicular points in close 
proximity to the vehicular circulation points (laneway) and preserved, as much as 
was practically possible, the activation potential of the future pedestrian laneway.  
This in turn preserved the existing amenity of the rear access to the restaurant at 
No.328. 
 
Additionally, should No.328 ever be acquired and converted to a pedestrian 
laneway, the ground floor supermarket was capable of becoming an active 
frontage to the laneway through the introduction of openings in the wall. 
 
The proposed modification will result in over 50% of the southern side of the 
building to lack activation or the potential to be converted to activation in the 
future.  The loading dock is excessive in size and unnecessarily reduces the 
activation potential. 
 
It is noted that the modification is entirely free of any rigorous urban design 
analysis of the relationship of the ground floor with rear laneway, the existing 
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restaurant or the future pedestrian laneway.  Such analysis should consider the 
aesthetic presentation of the southern side of the building along with a 
discussion of pedestrian movements, safety and the way in which the shared 
zone can be managed. 

 
We trust that the objections raised in this letter will be fully considered and that 
amendments to the scheme will occur to ensure that the ground floor relationship of 
the proposal to the rear circulation space, the restaurant at No.328 and the future 
pedestrian connection point is improved and looks at the long term workability of the 
scheme in this significant location.  
 
Please don’t hesitate to contact me to discuss any of the matters in this letter on 
0419 288 899 or adam@thinkplanners.com.au. 
 
Regards, 
 
Adam Byrnes- Director 
Think Planners Pty Ltd 



12 August, 2013

The Director General
NSW Department of Planning and lnfrastructure
GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001
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Dear Sir/Madam

Re: 330 Chuch Street, Parramatta - Modification to MP 10_0171 Mixed Use Residential
Devetopment lllleriton Apartments

I refer to the Public Exhibition and lnvitation to Comment in relation to the application for
modifications to the existing approvalfor development at 330 Church Street, Parramatta.

It is noted that the modification application is seeking permission for:o the East Tower to be increased in height by 5 storeys (+ 24.8 metres) i.e. 23o/o increase¡ the West Tower to be increased in height by 16 storeys (+ 59.5 metres) i.e. 50%
increase

r building signage to be displayed on the serviced apartment tower.

ln my opinion the proposed variations to the existing Ðevelopment Approval represents a
major and significant modification to the original proposal and therefore requires a new
Development Application that addresses the full impacts of the proposed development in
their entirety and within a single document.

Even if this application fulfils the technical requirements for acceptance, its appearance is
o!h9rwis9. lts approval, in the eyes of the public, would place serious doubt on the integrity
o-f the NSW's legislative planning process, as it creates a two-stage approval process, with
the negative outcomes of the development being presented as a minor atteration to an
already approved Development Application.

Regarding the increased height and associated signage I refer you to, Parl2, Development
ln Parramatta City And The lmpact On Old Government House And Domain's World And
National Heritage Listed Values Technical Report - Views and Settings (2012). Without
close examination it can be easily seen that the proposed modified towers will severely
impact the views and setting from Old Government House and the Crescent toward the City
and the Kings School, thereby downgrading the value of this world heritage listed site.

I therefore respectfully request that this Modification Application be refused on the basis that
it represents a substantive modification to the originally approved Development Application.
Should the applicant wish to proceed down this path, a new Development Application should
be submitted for the new proposal in all its aspects.

Yours faithfully
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