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TO THE EDITOR
Building

a gdreat

city?

SIR, — B, Whitting (Letters,
October 19, 1971) said: “The
City of Sydney Strategic

Plan is about to receive its
first massive attack.” The

City of Sydney has- ‘now

surrendered  without ~ fir-

ing a shot, although Alderman

Harris has apologised - for .its. -

capitulation (Letters, May 15),
Despite what Aldermar Harris: -

understand that the
was not fully in-

says, I
scheme

vestigated in detail by ecouncil -
officers and the recommendation .

was in fact perfunctory and bald
in its presentation.

‘Most noticeably absent _froxvnA

Alderman Harrls’ letter was any
indication whether those alder-
men who declared their interest
in the scheme at- the Works
Committee voted on it in full
council,

I do not agree that the “rec-
ommendations of the City Plan-

ner of April 21, 1972” should

exonerate the council from its
action in approving the plan “in
principle” (whatever that means)
and thereby supersede the Strate-
gic Plan. The proposed develop-

ment does conflict with - the

Strategic Plan  and Alderman
Harris onlg has to read pages 83,
84, 89, 10

firm this conflict. Briefly these
pages say that the area should be

utilised predominantly for resi- -

dential uses but not to the com-
plete exclusion of restricted com-
mercial usage. Further the in-
troduction of a major office and
shop complex would severely
overtax the transportation system
of the whole CBD and in par-
ticular - the. rail system., The
Strategic Plan which cost in
excess of $100,000 would now
appear ‘to be in "part obsolete.
Now even before Dr. Nielsen has
completed the Sydney Trans-
portation Study commissioned by
the State Government also at an
estimated cost of $1.4 mil. the
guthorities are undoubtedly ag-
gravating our severely overtaxed

* this scheme, I'do not believe that

" larly * * comprehensive
study to' support the 1.2 million '

~ years, not with the uses now pro.

and D3 of it to.con- .-

-more than the 55 per cent cur- |
-rently envisaged. This, together '.

It is surprising that the firm of
planners responsible for the

Strategic Plan have not been
more outspoken on this matter,

I was of the opinion that
council avoided an expression of -
opinion on commercial aspects of
development applications, How-
ever, Mr Harris in his letter says
the City Planner in his report of
April 21, 1972, which was
adopted by the council recom-

. "mended that “any reduction re-

‘quired in floor area be made to

~commercial office use.” Does this. - .
- “imply that the . council has’con-

.ducted a market analysis of the
proposed uses and- the above
conclusion was reached? Having
read the submission prepared by
4D  Planning and Design
Pty Ltd for the developers of

they have conducted a particu- -
market

square feet of retail space that is . I’
planned. Knowing that the retail |
floor area at Bondi Junction is 7
about to be doubled and many
new retail . projects are under

construction in the city, I believe

that the major -demands for re-: |
tail “space in Woolloomooloo !
would be far less than 1.2 4
million square ‘feet, and primar- |
ily of a service nature. Further, i
assuming. that ‘the massive 10:1 |
index- is approved, I would ven-. .
ture to suggest that the scheme
will not be completed within 15 |

1
i

posed and certainly not with the
12 . million " spuare  fest
of retail space. Rather, most of
the space will be constructed as

office space, nnd by that I mean '} ment to take a lead

with the" sheer density of. the |

-office. content already proposed, .

will mot result in Sydney becom-
ing one of the greatest cities in :

the world as visualised by Alder-

-man . Harris ‘and “courageous.: '

developers” with'their “shoulders |’
to the wheel” but rather another i |

Chicago or Los Angeles. .

The United States has proved '
that it takes more than big build- ; .
ings to create a great city in
which people wish to work and :
live. In fact this is a major issue | '
upon which the forthcoming US !
elections are to be fought. It will
be unfortunate if our Premier is

employment and refail centres. It

irip to make this observation off
the = socalled great Americap |
cities. - :

! "No, Alderman Harris, I db‘":not f )

tonsider that your defence op |
behalf of the City Council ad-
vances: Sydney as a great city,
nor will this scheme improve its

environment.
i "' P, G. HOWARTH
Hunter's Hill. i

SIR, — It is reported- that the
‘State Government it to set up a '
'sub-committee 0 examine the |
iproposed $400 million. redevelop- .
.ment scheme at Woolloomooloo. |
"This is encouraging and it is to

‘be hoped that the scheme will be
thoroughly examined in all its . |

facets and its impact on the well-- ' -

being of the rest of the city. -
The members of the com- !
mittee should be drawn from the "

+ best brains- available in the ap- |

propriate fields and its eval-

uation should be made available -

for public-comment before final
decisions are made. The NSW -

t" division of the Royal‘Australi%: L

Planning Institute would

_ pleased to have an opportumity .

to participate and assist.
There is a limit to how much

" of this type of development the

market can support, and if satu~
ration point is reached and main-
_tained, scattered and unco-ordi-
nated piecemeal development .
“would result. In this regard-the..
'redevelopment of the depressed
downtown areas, which is so es-
i sential, may be delayed, or not
take place. Certainly the city’s
. balance would be changed dra-
- matically. So far as the Woolloo-
‘mooloo scheme is concerned,
.there is a feeling that com-~

- mercial development should be :

- kept close to William Street, and

. that the- Valley area, redevelop-
ed as a mixed residential.

This.division of thief fRAtPI sees
a great oppottunity, if not an ob-
ligation, facing the State Govern..
-in stimu-
‘lating “the ;growth - of - fegional
“is difficult to accept the stated
mtentions of the Government -
. with--regard to decentralisation
. When . schemes for central area !

development’ ‘such - as  the ..

Woollpomooloo project-dre given:
official blessing. ‘

If the case for decentralisation
is thus weakened, so too are the '
many arguments - relating to '
journey to work and fransporta-

tion [mprovements within the

metropolitan area. ‘
It would be politic before em- |

* barking upon or contimdifig with '

major . schemes _already com- .

menced, such, as the Rocks rede- _

velopnient, the proposed olympic '
cog;.\lex at Mogte Park -and the

transportation system.

unable on his current overseas

' Woolloomooloo 'redeﬂ"l‘elospment D
to await the report of the Sydney -
Transportation Study Group. it

. would be very useful if Dr Neil-

. son could commerit at this stage.
The foreshadowed - great
increase in- the .city work for¢e -1

and the buildup of office space'is

pushing desirable ' cultural and
___ entertainment uses out of the ' | '

7 city, thus excluding those things ..

which give a city life and sparklow
for 24 hours a day.. = | o
~The NSW division of the !
. Royal Australian Planning In-; _

| stitute is very concerned. There/,
should be a pause and-a hard,
ook taken at where we are headw,_‘ R
" ing. It is suggested that.a truly !
. * independent body such-as the: | .
:Australian * Institute of Urban;
Studies, which is engaged on;

. research in NSW and in Sydney:
v icular, be asked to assist, ' <&
~ I P oK " NICHOLLS. '
President, IJSIW dx;llsxon, -
A ian Planning
Royal Australian R tute, -

¢ Northydmey. GO
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