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18, Non Official Evidence At the punlic hearinvs and in
written submissions there was a considersole expression of ovwnosition
to the scheme by non official witnesscs. 4 commoa objection wes

concern with the suitability of the site from the voint of view of its

convenience to public trénspo:t, existing and planned, and the
pressures expected to be placed on the suburban rail system by staff,
particularly in the city area at peak periods. ‘luere was a
queétioning on town planning grounds of the suitability of the area‘
for further significant office development and varticularly its

relationship to the centre of gravity of metrovolitan Sydney.

THE COMMITTEE'S DELIBERATION
M

19, The result of our close-considération of the evidencé is
expressed in the following extract from the minutes of the Committee
meeting held on 17 August 1972,

"It was moved by Mr. Johuson, seconded.ﬁr. James -

That whilst

(a) conceding the need for additional larze scale

Commonwealth owned office accommodation for usevby?_A

Commonwealth departments in Sydney; and

(b) appreciating the quality of the submissions made
by repreaentatives of the Department of the Interior

and the. Dopartment of Works;
the Committee is of the opinion that
(1)  there is evidence that the implementation of the

proposal would contribute to a scale of workforce in

excess of the desirable level in the Woolloomooloo basin;
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(ii) bstaff end public utilisation 57 tan comuiex wil.
strain road, transport und oiier cerviess UCy 0nd
cavacity ond cause serisus lon- tcrm incunvenicoce to
cormuters and the public:

(iii) oﬁblic interest would be seiter served if the
Commcnwealth used its current need for large sczie
office accommodation as an cccasion to take a
significent initiative towardsz the princivle of
decentralisation;

(iv)  the project should be disaprroved and consideration
given to decentralising the pronosed office comyulex

and future complexes.

Debate ensued.

The Committee divided.

Ayes Noes

Mr. Johnson . .- e e bedn aact Mr, Kelly ! .cio. Jelorss,. ;
Mr. James | tawm fres ot Mr, Corﬁett{ CE Leronl
Mr. Fulton (/ﬁ“f°~ TR Senator Webster(ﬂf 2. /ie

S
Senator Jessop’ ~ <. @ d
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and so it was resolved in the affirmative,”
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0. Recommendation In accordance with this resolution therefore,

it is the recommendation of the Committee that it is not expedient to
proceed with the proposed work as submitted by the svonsoring

authorities.

{(C.R. BLLY)
Chairman.

Parliamentary Standing Committee on Public Works,
Parliament House,
CANBERRA,  ACT.

29 August 1972,




