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GEM 
Gwynneville East, Magnificent 

CiEM Action Group 
c!o 16 h?ouutview Avenue 

C;\vyi~ieville 2500 

Thursday, 12 March 2009 

The Director 
Standing Committee on State Development 
Parliament House 
Macquarie St 
Sydney XSW 2000 
Fax: (02) 9230 298 1 

Dear Sir 
Subn~ission hv GEM on the NSW P l a r n i n g F r a ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

We rcprcscilt a small precinct iu ~Vollongong of mostly single store): family homcs, with a 
nunlber recenlly rniovated in charac~er with thc arca. 
Bet~\zeen 2002 and 2005 the previous Council prepared a Strategy Report to guide :in LEP. 
hi ZOO8 the new Council exhibited the new LEP, which. allo\vs 5 or 6 storey flats hcrc. 
They also proposc to double the detlsity at which de\~elopment can be built. 
lYotification was very general, and the proposals cstraordinarily complcs. 
Residents discovcrcd by chance rllc implications. 
Two weeks before the close of subtnissions owners received inscrutable letters. 
After conlplaints, rhc closiilg date for subnlissioiis was extended by t\vo ~vezks. 

The Strategy report is out of datc and did not go through due process, or flag changes. 
The changes should haw bcen luyl~ligllted in a timely Local En\!iron~nental Study. 
Residents should have had prior uppartunity lo debate the chm~gcs and options. 
N 1  property o\\ncrs ought to havc bcen notified individually of changes of this scale. 
'l'he norification should have been in understandable language. 

This precinct provides a \faluable diversity ro the city's housing stock. 
The scale of development proposcd would dcstroy the psecincr and the cou1niuiiity. 
A survey sho\vcd 90% of residerits actively oppose the proposals. 
Up to 40% of the properties are totally or pilltially flood pronc. 
Nearby high and medium dcnsity areas havc rullplc capacity for nlorc dc\pclopmcrlt. 
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Recommendations 

Thc Act or regulations should: 

1 make it clcar that sigliticant changes must be notificd in si~nple, understandable 
language to all propcrty owners individually; 

2 require local public meetings or othcr consultative measurcs in areas wherc significant 
change is proposed; 

3 make a Local Enviruml~ental Study mandatory and timcly for co~ucil-\vide Local 
Eiivironmenral Plsns, especially if significant changcs arc propt~sed. 

4 allow third party appeals against re-zoning where proposals are cltzrly c o i i t r q  to the 
Local Environmental Study or the purported strategic plan. 


