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Q1 Address

Full Name

Post Code 2121

Email Address

Q2 How old are you? 57 - 66

Q3 All submissions may be made public (including full
name and postcode only). If you prefer your submission
to be published anonymously (using your postcode only),
please click here:

I would like to make an anonymous submission

Q4 After reading the document, how well do you feel you
understand the PIC model?

68

Q5 How could we improve the model? Is there anything you think we have missed?

Great theory but I note a key element is funding. To date planning seems to be developer driven as they have the fund. This means 
development outstrips infrastructure. So its implementation is likely to be a challenge.  
What about consideration for building quality, changing SEPPs to give bigger setbacks and ensuring adequate commercial space is 
provided in Strategic Centres such as Epping?

Q6 How could this model be used to help other places?

The collaborative approach proposed is good. However, using the Powerhouse Museum as an example of State Government driven 
development, it would appear that there is no consideration for local residents' or Council's concerns such as its impact on heritage 
items. So it seems like a model from top down and pity those who have to suffer/live with it.  So from a Government's perspective it can 
be used to help other places but perhaps the locals do not want this type of help. 
No one seems to stop and think about the unintended impact of some Planning Proposals or DAs until it is too late (such as the 
accumulative impact on traffic). The Planning Panels just look at each PP or DA in isolation and this spells disaster as happened in 
Epping. The Planning Panels need to have the capacity to have a bigger perspective and look at the overall impact on LGAs or 
precincts from the accumulative effects of their decisions.
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Q7 How can community and industry better participate?

It is noted in the documents the community wants more trees, parks and green spaces and sustainability is part of the measures. 
However, this is not what we are seeing happening in our communities. It would seem that message has not got through to the Councils 
and developers. So maybe incentives for their cooperation is needed. Maybe they have to pay the State Government each time they 
remove a tree or are non-compliant with deep soil space.

Q8 What findings from the GPOP pilot do you agree
with?

Finding 1,

Finding 2,

Finding 4,

Finding 5

Q9 Do you think there is anything else that could be considered?

I agree with Finding 5 but it is a pipe dream to think that Growth can be sequenced.  It is developer driven and nothing seems to be able 
to control this.  
Re finding 3:  I think the Federal Government needs to contribute more as it is the one pushing for the population increase which is 
generating the need for such high levels of development. 
Please consider adding more about mitigation of urban heat and preventing urban heat banks. This problem is not making our city 
liveable.

Q10 Do you understand why we need to stage and
sequence development in GPOP?

Yes,

Good luck in its implementation the next time a developer
comes forward with a Planning Proposal for a large
development in a location with no infrastructure. The
developers seem to be able to determine where
developments happen irregardless of whether the
infrastructure is or isn't there.

Comment:

Q11 Do you have feedback on the sequencing plan?

RE proposed Action 3. Can some precincts be left as they are and never looked at for review for potential? That is can some precincts 
be deemed as being protected from all the destructive development we are seeing. Maybe designating them as heritage conservation 
areas or state significant heritage precincts. eg It is so lovely to visit the Rocks area in the CBD and know it will still be there tomorrow. 
Maybe designate the precinct near Harris Park train station or other similar areas to be protected from high-rise development. Also 
consider bushfire prone areas and ban building major developments in these areas.

Q12 What do you think about the service and infrastructure priorities?

Again this is good in theory but we are not seeing this happening in Epping. The community asked to have shared use of Epping Public 
School's new development and were knocked back. We were told by the State Member there is no money for it. 
Can something be added to give more protection for bushlands and vegetation in National Parks. This is an important part of urban 
infrastructure as development encroaches on it and National Parks are under the threat of privatisation.
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Q13 Have we missed anything?

Can you combat Council trends in urban design which are not evidence based but are popular with staff?  That is while you have use of 
data can there also be use of best practice and well researched practices. Maybe the GSC needs a research division. For example, the 
City of Parramatta Council is currently pushing rooftop gardens for communal open space for DAs in lieu of ground level open space 
and compliance with setback. While Council and the Planning Panels think this is superior for providing open space they fail to see that 
this is not good for urban heat, wildlife habitat and allowing space for tree canopy. If there was research on this the public could point 
them to it would be helpful. 
I hope the data will be available to the public. 
I would like to see the SEPPs reviewed to ensure more deep soil space is provided for planting and bigger setbacks to allow tree 
canopy and more vegetation.  
Can it be imposed that the new housing estates out west include public open space and recreational facilities. I drove through a new 
housing estate recently and was horrified to see there are lots of houses with no space to plant trees between them but also no 
planning for parks and green spaces amidst these developments. These suburbs will be so hot.  
Can there be more guidance on the amount of space for various key things.  Can the agricultural land around Sydney be protected so 
we continue to have access to market gardens' fresh produce. Too much fertile land has been taken up with housing estates. Can there 
be a proviso for protecting industrial land from development. ie a certain percentage of land is to be for agriculture and industry.


