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LOCATION 
PLAN OF 
LORDS ROAD, 
LEICHHARDT

This process commenced six months prior
to receiving formal preliminary planning
proposal advice from the Inner West
Council and has been refined since
receiving this advice. 
 
As per Criteria 3 of IWC's formal
preliminary planning proposal advice, this
report identifies the stakeholders engaged
and the nature of consultation undertaken
with the community regarding the
proposal. 
 
Material provided to consultees as part of
this consultation process is also provided
as per the list of appendices cited in
section 6 of this report. 
 
Importantly, it highlights how Platino has
responded to the feedback it received
from the local community and other
stakeholders and incorporated it into the
new proposal for the site. 
 
Feedback obtained from stakeholders in
response to the new proposal also forms
part of this report. 
  

Platino Properties (Platino) is the owner of
a site at 67-75 Lords Road Leichhardt,
which is currently tenanted and zoned for
light industrial use.  In 2014, Platino
lodged a proposal with then Leichhardt
Council to have the site rezoned for
Medium Density Residential (MDR) use.  
 
In early 2018, the proposal was rejected
by the Central Planning Panel via a split
decision due to concerns from some
members regarding the loss of
employment land.  Concerns were also
raised by some members of the local
community regarding the
development, including issues around the
impact of the development on local
business, recreation and amenity. 
 
Following this decision and in response to
the community’s concern, Platino decided
to start from scratch and develop a new
proposal for the site.  It also sought
feedback from the community and other
stakeholders affected by the proposal in
order to better understand how it could
develop its proposal in line with their
expectations.   
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DATE

w/c 14th May 
 
 
 

............................................. 
 

w/c 28th May 
 
 

............................................. 
 

w/c 4th June 
 
 

............................................. 
 

w/c 11th June 
 

............................................. 
 

w/c 25th June 
 
 

............................................. 
 

w/c 2nd July 
 
 
 
 

............................................. 
 

w/c 16th July 

ACTIVITIES

Visited Lords Road site to speak with available tenants and followed up with email
correspondence 
Canvassed local business owners regarding the development proposal 
 
...................................................................................................................................................................................... 
 
Established Lords Road project website 
Developed community feedback survey and  arranged to place advert in Inner West Courier 
Requests for a meeting with Kegworth Public School via phone  
....................................................................................................................................................................................... 
 
Ongoing communications with tenants  
Organised meeting with APIA soccer club 
Ongoing contact with Kegworth Public School regarding meeting request  
....................................................................................................................................................................................... 
 
Site visit to APIA soccer club and meeting with key stakeholders  
Ongoing contact with Kegworth Public School regarding meeting request 
....................................................................................................................................................................................... 
 
Advert placed in Inner West Courier print and online regarding feedback survey  
Letterbox dropped residents requesting feedback on the proposal via the online survey 
Ongoing contact with APIA soccer club 
....................................................................................................................................................................................... 
 
Site visit and meeting with the APIA soccer club and Platino urban design architects to discuss
potential amenity and recreational space  
Email reminder to key stakeholders regarding feedback survey  
Requests for meetings sent via phone and email with RMS, TfNSW and EPA  
Ongoing contact with key community stakeholders regarding meeting requests 
....................................................................................................................................................................................... 
 
Ongoing contact with government agencies regarding meeting requests 
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DATE

w/c 6th August 
 
 

............................................. 
 

w/c 3rd September 
 

............................................. 
 

w/c 17th September 
 
 

............................................. 
 

w/c 24th September 
 

............................................. 
 

w/c 8 October 
 

............................................ 
 

ACTIVITIES

Meeting with DPE 
Pre-lodgement with Council 
 
...................................................................................................................................................................................... 
 
Meeting with Council Director of Planning etc (Mayor unavailable) 
Letterbox and door knocked adjacent properties 
....................................................................................................................................................................................... 
 
Meeting with residents 
Drop in Session with community 
 
...................................................................................................................................................................................... 
 
Meeting with Kegworth School Principal & P&C representative 
 
....................................................................................................................................................................................... 
 
Site visit to APIA soccer club and meeting with key stakeholders  
Meeting requested with Haberfield Residents Action Group 
....................................................................................................................................................................................... 
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Via C&A, Platino has reached out to the local community in a number of different ways in
order to seek feedback from a broad range of people and groups.  These are summarised in
the table below.

GROUP

Local Residents

Potentially affected
by the proposal 
 
Raised concerns
previously about
green space and their
amenities 
 
Keen to hear their
views so they can be
incorporated in the
new proposal 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
.................................... 
 

ACTIVITIES

Established a website for the site https://lordsroad.platino.com.au/ including a link to a
survey for people to have their say on the proposal 
 
Placed a notice in the 26 June print edition of the Inner West Courier notifying people
about the website and opportunity to provide feedback 
 
The same notice was also placed on the Inner West Courier’s website on 26 June which
remained online for 30 days (see Appendix L) 
 
Letterbox dropped local residents adjacent to the site  including Davies and Lords roads
and Hawthorn Parade  (see Appendix A for distribution area and Appendix J and K for
letters provided) notifying them of the opportunity to provide feedback on the proposal via
the website 
 
Reached out directly to residents who expressed strong opposition to the proposal, with a
commitment to work with them throughout the proposal application process 
 
Door knocked residents in adjacent properties on Davies and Lords roads to provide them
with more information about the new proposal and ask them to provide feedback (see
Appendix A for distribution area and Appendix J for flyer provided) 
 
Held a community drop in session on 22 September with various members of Platino’s
project team available to answer questions about the proposal and give residents the
opportunity to provide feedback 
.............................................................................................................................................................................. 
 
 
 South Haberfield

Residents Action
Group 
 
Have raised concerns
about the proposal

Received correspondence in late September citing objections to the new planning
proposal. 
 
Requested to meet to discuss further so that feedback could be incorporated into the
new proposal. 
 
Have since followed up and are awaiting the group's response.
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2.2 COMMUNITY CONSULTATION
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TABLE 1  Summary of community stakeholder consultation (continued)

GROUP

Lords Road
Precinct Residents
Committee 
 
 
 
 
.................................... 
 
Tenants at current
site 
 
Potentially affected
by the proposal 
 
Raised concerns
previously about
green space and
their amenities 
 
Keen to hear their
views so they can
be incorporated in
the new proposal 
 
 
 
 
 
.. 
 
 
 

ACTIVITIES

Requested a meeting with the Committee in August 2018 
 
Met with the Committee on 6th September to discuss its concerns  
 
Openly engaged with and offered to work with the Committee as plans for the proposal
progress 
 
.......................................................................................................................................................................................... 
 
Met with each tenant face-to-face to discuss their concerns 
 
Emailed details of the website and encouraged them to forward on to their staff and patrons to
provide feedback 
 
Committed to providing updates on the progress of the proposal once the application has been
lodged and timelines are clearer 
 
Ongoing discussions around how they might be able to return to the commercial space in the
new site if the project is to be built and approved, including assistance that could be provided
during the interim period of construction 
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2.2 COMMUNITY CONSULTATION

P L A T I N O  
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TABLE 1  Summary of community stakeholder consultation (continued)

GROUP

APIA CLUB 
 
Located adjacent to
the site and have
raised concerns
regarding the
impact of the
proposal 
 
Long-standing,
highly respected
and valued
community
organisation with
deep and important
ties to the local
community 
.................................... 
Kegworth Public
School 
 
Site would be
located within this
school's catchment
area and some
concerns raised
about the capacity
of the school to
accommodate
future growth 
....................................... 
Sydney Catholic
Schools 
 
Highlight need for
affordable housing
for families in the
area

Initial face-to-face with representatives from the soccer club was carried out in early April,
where feedback was sought on a number of different aspects including proposal design,
concerns about residents complaining about noise and light from the pitch and the opportunity
to build recreational space for the club’s use into the proposal 
 
Series of additional face-to-face meetings, including a site visit with Platino’s urban design
architects during nighttime game hours to discuss and consider design options which would
reduce or eliminate concerns 
 
Night time drone photography 
 
Emailed details of the website and encouraged them to forward on to their staff and patrons to
provide feedback 
 
Meeting early October where it was confirmed that Platino architects have redesigned the
scheme, such that the building behind the wall to be retained will only contain commercial and
community uses (see Appendix N) 
........................................................................................................................................................................................... 
Contacted the school on a number of occasions and offered to meet to discuss the proposal 
 
Meeting with the Principal and a P&C representative took place on Friday 28th September
where the school's concerns were discussed 
 
Follow up meeting to be arranged - awaiting availability from the school's representatives 
 
 
 
 
 
 
........................................................................................................................................................................................... 
Requested Platino create opportunities to provide families with affordable housing in the Inner
West area 
 
Correspondence has been exchanged and the proposal includes substantial affordable housing
(see Appendix F) 
 
 

ACTIVITIES
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2.3 GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION

P L A T I N O  
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Platino has also sought early engagement with a number of government stakeholders
including the Inner West Council (“IWC”) and various relevant government departments and
agencies.  We felt this early engagement was important in order to inform the concept design
for the proposal. 
 
Regrettably despite numerous requests, some agencies have not been available to meet with
us or responded to requests and therefore we have not been able to incorporate their
feedback at this stage of the proposal.

GROUP

Inner West Council
(IWC) 
 
Site sits within its
local government
area 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
....................................... 
Local Health
District  
(see Appendix H) 
...................................... 
Minister for
Industry 
(see Appendix G) 
 

ACTIVITIES

Initial meetings held with Council Planning Officers in late April to advise that Platino would be
developing a new proposal for the site 
 
Council initially advised a series of meetings would be the best way to seek their input and
feedback on the new proposal 
 
Continued engagement via email to clarify Council’s requirements  
 
10 May 2018 Meeting to discuss planning proposal 
Harjeet Atwal 
Roger Rankin 
Leah Chiswick 
Mecone 
George Revay (Platino) 
Paula Mottek (Platino) 
 
6 June 2018 Site visit  
Nick Chapman 
Matthew Pullinger 
Elke Chapman 
Paula Mottek (Platino) 
 
Walked the site and surrounds with Nick Chapman who provided a background on the
Greenways project. 
............................................................................................................................................................................................ 
Letter and email sent to CEO Local Health District.  No response 
 
 
............................................................................................................................................. 
 
Letter and email sent to Minister for Industry.  No response 
 
 
 

Table 2  Summary of government stakeholder consultation
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2.3 GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION

P L A T I N O
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GROUP

Inner West Council
(IWC) 
 
Site sits within its
local government
area  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
..................................... 
Green Party MP -
Jamie Parker 
 
(see Appendix P) 
 
 

ACTIVITIES

20 June 2018 to discuss planning proposal 
Colette Goodwin 
Leah Chiswick 
FPD  
 
9 August 2018 Pre Lodgement meeting to discuss Planning Proposal 
Colette Goodwin 
Leah Chiswich  
Anna Johnston 
Richard McLachlan (Platino) 
Paula Mottek (Platino) 
 
Presented the draft documents and explained the key elements of the proposal to Council. 
No feedback provided by Council 
 
4 September Meeting with Mayor 
Kate Walsh -Mayor’s Media Relations person 
David Birds - IWC 
Kerry Chikarovski 
Richard McLachlan (Platino) 
Paula Mottek (Platino) 
Mayor didn’t attend     
 
Initial meetings held with Council Planning Officers in late April to advise that Platino would be
developing a new proposal for the site 
 
Council initially advised a series of meetings would be the best way to seek their input and
feedback on the new proposal 
 
Continued engagement via email to clarify Council’s requirements – no face-to-face meetings
were granted during this period 
............................................................................................................................................................................................ 
 
Meeting with Mr Parker was organised for 11th September and subsequently cancelled by Mr
Parker's office.  Repeated attempts to reinstate the meeting with an advisor to Mr Parker have
not been met.  Platino will continue to seek engagement with Mr Parker's office

Table 2  Summary of government stakeholder consultation
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2.3 GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION

P L A T I N O
P R O P E R T I E S

GROUP

Department of
Planning (DPE) 
 
Ultimately
responsible for
assessing the new
planning proposal 
 
 
 

Follow up meeting held on 8 August to provide update on progress to date.  DPE acknowledged
the work that has been carried out with regards to community and stakeholder consultation and
reiterated the need to address the PRCUTS out-of-sequence checklist (see Appendix C) 
 
11 April 2018 to discus planning proposal 
Marcus Ray 
Steve Murray - DPE 
Amanda Harvey - DPE 
Sam Haddad (for Platino) 
George Revay (Platino) 
Paula Mottek 
Very high level discussion of issues 
 
6 August 2018 to further discuss planning propsal 
Steve Murray – DPE  
Amanda Harvey – DPE  
Laura Lock – DPE  
Charlene Nelson – DPE  
Sam Haddad (for Platino) HADDAD ADVISORY 
Anna Johnston – FPD 
George Revay  (Platino) 
Richard McLachlan (Platino) 
Paula Mottek (Platino) 
 
 

ACTIVITIES

Table 2  Summary of government stakeholder consultation
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2.3 GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION

P L A T I N O  
P R O P E R T I E S

GROUP

Transport for
NSW/Sydney
Trains (TfNSW) 
 
Concerns raised
about the capacity
of the existing light
rail service and it's
ability to
accommodate
future growth 
 
...................................... 
 
Roads and
Maritime Services
(RMS) 
 
Concerns raised
about congestion
on roads in the area
and their ability to
accommodate
future growth 
 
....................................... 
 
Environmental
Planning Authority
(EPA) 
 
(see appendices) 
....................................... 
 
Green Party MP 
Jamie Parker 
 
(see appendices)

ACTIVITIES

Exchanged emails on several occasions where it was confirmed the light rail capacity could be
adapted to accommodate for future growth (see Appendix M) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
...........................................................................................................................................................................................
. 
Contacted RMS on number of occasions to seek its feedback on the proposal.  Repeated calls
were made w/c 13th August, 20th August & 3rd September.  Unfortunately numerous requests
have gone without reply 
 
Will continue to seek engagement so the concerns around the capacity and congestion of roads
around the site can be clarified  
 
 
 
 
 
........................................................................................................................................................................................... 
 
Contacted the EPA to set up a meeting - see Call Log in Appendices 
 
Provided talking points as requested 
 
Will follow up to discuss any potential concerns or opportunities for the site 
........................................................................................................................................................................................... 
 
Contacted Jamie Parker to set up meeting.  Meeting was organised for 11th September, but
cancelled by Mr Parker.  Repeated requests gave been made to reinstate the meeting with an
advisor, but no response has been received.  (see appendix 

Table 2  Summary of government stakeholder consultation
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3. SUMMARY OF FEEDBACK

P L A T I N O  
P R O P E R T I E S

3.1 COMMUNITY ONLINE SURVEY

A total of 26 responses were received in relation to the online survey, the outcomes of which
are described below.

Question 1:  Would you like to see any of the below included in the new proposal?

Respondents were able to select more than one option from a list of proposed features.  An
'Other' option was also included, with the opportunity to provide freeform text.  Other
responses included a craft brewery and a swimming pool.

Table 3.  Summary of responses to Question 1

Childcare Centre 
7%

Creative Arts 
20%

Green Space 
20%

Retail Shops 
11%

Cafes/Restaurant 
12%

Gymnasium 
7%

Site to remain  
16%

Other 
7%

Questions 2 and 3: What are you concerned about regarding the development of this

site?  Do you have additional feedback?

This question allowed respondents to provide a freeform response

Space
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3. SUMMARY OF FEEDBACK

P L A T I N O  
P R O P E R T I E S

CONCERN # OF TIMES RAISED

Over development
of the area 
 
....................................... 
 
Noise 
 
....................................... 
 
Traffic and parking 
 
 
 
....................................... 
 
Opposed to high-
rise development
and overshadowing 
 
 
 
....................................... 
 
Loss of local
employment 
....................................... 
 
Lack of green space 
....................................... 
 
That the proposal
will not proceed 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

12 
 
 
.............................................................. 
 
4 
 
.............................................................. 
 
12 
 
 
 
.............................................................. 
 
4 
 
 
 
 
 
.............................................................. 
 
5 
 
.............................................................. 
 
1 
.............................................................. 
 
3 
 
 

COMMENTS

Concerns raised about the impact of other sites which have
recently been developed and the impact this has had on the
amenity of the local area 
................................................................................................................... 
 
Some concerns raised about noise during construction if
the proposal was to proceed 
................................................................................................................... 
 
Issues cited with current congestion on roads surrounding
the site as well as a lack of adequate on-street parking and
the impact additional residential development may have on
this 
................................................................................................................... 
 
Strong preference for low-medium rise (no more than
three stories above current height) as opposed to high-rise
development 
 
Concerns raised about overshadowing housing and green
spaces from high-rise develop 
................................................................................................................... 
 
Concerns raised about the loss of local businesses and
warehousing space and the impact on employment 
................................................................................................................... 
 
Desire to have green space included in the new plan 
................................................................................................................... 
 
Some responses welcomed the proposal and expressed
concern that it may not proceed. 

Table 4  Summary of responses to questions 2 and 3
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3. SUMMARY OF FEEDBACK

P L A T I N O
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3.2 FEEDBACK FROM DOOR KNOCKING AND RESIDENT MEETINGS

Platino has spent considerable time in direct contact with local residents who have concerns
about the proposal and/or feedback on how it can best meet the expectations of the
community.  This includes door knocking adjacent properties and individual meetings with
residents who were either proactively identified as having concerns about the proposal or
who made contact after they had received information from the project team. 
 
On 11 September, Platino door knocked 40 homes surrounding the proposed site on
Kegworth, Lords and Davies roads, to share information about the progress of the new
proposal and to reiterate the invitation to the community drop in session. 
 
Feedback about the new proposal was mixed with some residents supportive of the
development and others opposed. 
 
Platino has also held a series of meeting with residents either at their request or by
proactively seeking out people it believes may be affected by or interested in contributing to
the new planning proposal.  It has been able to clarify misinformation and work
constructively with many of these residents, incorporating their feedback into the new
proposal. 
 
On 22 September, Platino held a community drop in session at the Michael Maher room at
Haberfield Library from 10am to 2pm.  Around 22 people from the community attended the
session where they were provided with more details around the new proposal, had access to
key members of the project team and were able to provide feedback both verbally and via
written forms. 
 
The key discussion points from these interactions included: 
 

1. Parking  
Parking was the number one issue raised as residents currently find it difficult to park
their cars on the street, mostly due to the spaces being used by people visiting the area. 
Platino indicated it would raise the issue with Council on the resident's behalf and
reassured residents that there would be adequate parking in its new planning proposal to
accommodate the new dwellings. 
 
2.  Overdevelopment 

Some residents expressed concerns about overdevelopment of the area and the impact
this would have on the sense of community in the neighbourhood.  In particular a desire
to not have building heights exceeding the current height of the industrial buildings. 
Platino showed residents how the site would have a mixture of building heights and types,
with the highest buildings set against the railway line. 
 
3.  Impact on privacy 

Some residents (particularly those on Davies Street and in Haberfield) expressed concern
around the potential impact on their privacy due to buildings overlooking courtyards in
Davies Lane.  Platino showed residents the buildings would be set back from the lane, with
the trees retained and windows designed to ensure these courtyards could not be viewed. 
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3. SUMMARY OF FEEDBACK

P L A T I N O  
P R O P E R T I E S

3.2 continued ....

4. Operation of APIA soccer club 

Several members of the APIA soccer club attended the drop in session raising similar
concerns to those outlined to Platino in meetings with the Club's leaders.  Platino was
able to show these members the changes it had made to the original proposal, including
retaining the current wall.  The Club noted that it is keen to have no residential at all
closer than 20m from the Club and Platino agreed to consider this.  This was well
received.  In addition, it shared its plans to change the lights to LED to minimise spill
which pleased both the Club's members and local residents who are affected by the
current light spill.   Members were pleased to hear Platino plans to dedicate 500 sqm of
space in the new proposal to the Council, via a VPA, and this space could be used
exclusively by the club as a multi-purpose room, accessed from Lambert Park. 

3.3 Discussions with Tenants

Platino has been in contact with its tenants at Lords Road and continually responsive to
questions they have about the new proposal and the process for lodgement.  It also has
committed to keeping tenants informed as plans for the proposal progress. 
 
The key issues from the tenants' perspective is the ability to find similar warehouse-style
industrial spaces in the local area.  Some have already been looking and indicated they
would be moving in the near future. 
 
A summary of the outcomes of discussions with tenants is provided in a separate report in
Appendix B.

3.4 Engagement with the APIA Soccer Club

As discussed previously, Platino via C&A has been actively engaging with the APIA Soccer
Club to incorporate its feedback into plans for the new proposal. 
 
The key issues and opportunities from the Club's perspective are:

1. Potential complaints from (future) residents  
The club operates from 4pm up until 10pm most weeknights, and some weekends, and
games can be very noisy and also require the use of bright lighting.  APIA is concerned that
residents of the potential future development would complain about this and cause issues
for its operation. 
 
2.  Loss of local parking  
The Club's members currently park on the streets surrounding the site and are concerned
that a development in the area would impact the availability of these spaces. 
 
3.  Impact on the Club's amenity  
The Club is concerned that the proposed new structures would impact the visual amenity
of its grounds as well as create issues for its operations 
 
4.  The provision of community amenity and recreation  
The Club feels that its important the site consider the community's amenity and provide
features in its proposal which benefit the local community
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3. SUMMARY OF FEEDBACK

P L A T I N O
P R O P E R T I E S

3.5  Engagement with Inner West Council

In a meeting and a series of follow up emails, Council has advised Platino it will be guided
by the community in their response to any proposal for the site and that they will be
looking for an outcome that is in line with their expectations. 
 
Some of the key issues and opportunities from Council's perspective are:

Platino met with DPE after its initial application was rejected in order to get early feedback
from the department regarding a potential new proposal.  In the this meeting, DPE indicated
it would be very happy to consider a new proposal, noting in particular it would be assessing
whether or not the PRCUTS out-of-sequence checklist had been addressed. 
 
Some of the key issues and opportunities from DPE's perspective are: 
 
 

3.6 Engagement with DPE

1. The need to carry out extensive consultation with the local community regarding the proposal  
Council is aware of some of the concerns raised by the local community and would like an
extensive engagement program to be carried out so these can be explored in greater detail
and incorporated into the new proposal. 
 
2.  The need to provide affordable commercial/industrial space and employment opportunities

in the local are  
Council notes there is a local of affordable commercial and industrial space in its local area
and is keen to ensure local employment opportunities are not detrimentally affected by
development. 
 
3.  The provision of open space and community amenity and recreation and affordable housing  
Council would like to see more open space and community amenity and recreation facilities
as part of the new proposal as well as a significant amount of affordable housing. 

1. The need to carry out extensive consultation with the local community regarding the proposal  
Like Council, DPE is aware of some of the concerns raised by the local community and
would like an extensive program to be carried out so these can be explored in greater
detail and incorporated into the new proposal. 
 
2.  The need to work collaboratively with IWC to develop a new proposal  
DPE would like to see Platino work collaboratively with IWC to develop a new proposal
which is better aligned with the expectations of the local community 
 
3.  The need to provide affordable commercial/industrial space and employment opportunities

in the local area  
Like Council, DPE notes any new proposal would need to provide affordable
commercial/industrial space and robust local employment opportunities
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3. SUMMARY OF FEEDBACK

P L A T I N O  
P R O P E R T I E S

3.7  Engagement with Transport for NSW/Sydney Trains

Platino sought feedback from Transport for NSW (TfNSW) and Sydney Trains regarding the
capacity of the light rail and its ability to accommodate future growth. 
 
Transport for NSW have confirmed that the light rail can accommodate growth (see email
Appendix M) - further details are provided in Platino's response to feedback below.

Platino notes it has been unsuccessful in its attempts to engage with other government
agencies outlined in this report.  It will continue to seek early and ongoing engagement with
these agencies in order to ensure their feedback can be incorporated into the development
of the new proposal  (See copies of emails and call log in Appendices)

3.8 Attempts to Engage with Other Government Agencies
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4. PLATINO'S RESPONSE TO FEEDBACK

P L A T I N O
P R O P E R T I E S

FEEDBACK
RECEIVED STAKEHOLDERS

Need to carry out
extensive
consultation with
the community and
other affected
stakeholders 
 
 
 
....................................... 
 
Need to provide
affordable
industrial/ 
commercial space
and local job
opportunities 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
....................................... 
 
Need to provide
space for
community amenity
and recreational
facilities 

Local residents 
 
IWC 
 
DPE 
 
 
 
 
.......................................... 
 
Local residents 
 
Current tenants 
 
IWC  
 
DPE 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
......................................... 
 
Local residents 
 
IWC 
 
 
 
 
 

PLATINO'S 
ACTIONS AND STAKEHOLDER RESPONSE

Platino has carried out extensive community and stakeholder consultation
as outlined in this report and Platino is committed to ongoing engagement
as plans for its proposal progress 
 
Local residents have demonstrated a willingness to engage 
 
Feedback has been sought from IWC and DPE on the robustness of the
engagement process so far and improvements made where required 
 
................................................................................................................................................... 
 
As part of its new proposal, Platino has proposed a minimum 3000 sqm of
floor space for commercial and community use 
 
It will be designed to provide flexible spaces, with a generous floor to ceiling
height to cater for a wide range of creative, commercial and community
uses – all of which are similar to some of the uses on the current site 
 
Platino is in discussions with a number of tenants regarding the potential
for them to return to the site in the new commercial space including a
private for-profit art school that has developed a strong client base in the
area.   
 
This responds to community needs identified in the resident survey and
feedback from consultation as well as the IWC's desire to enable businesses
that currently tenant the site to remain  
................................................................................................................................................... 
 
A large public landscaped open space area will be located in the centre of
the site as well as community garden. A through site link will also be
provided so that in the future  access  could  be  gained  on  the  Eastern
 side  of  the  light  rail  line  to  the  Marion  Street  Station.  
 
Re-vegetation along the light rail corridor will also form part  of the
 proposal   
 
Feedback will continue to be sought and incorporated into the final design
and allocation of the green space  
 
 

The table below summarises how Platino has responded to the feedback received during the
extensive consultation process
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4. PLATINO'S RESPONSE TO FEEDBACK

P L A T I N O  
P R O P E R T I E S

FEEDBACK
RECEIVED STAKEHOLDERS

.Local residents 
 
APIA Club 
 
Kegworth Public
School 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
.......................................... 
 
Local residents 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Loss of local
parking and
concern about
increased traffic
including the
potential to impact
the safety of
students in the area
including Kegworth
Public School 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
....................................... 
 
Overdevelopment
in the area 
 
 
 
 

Platino proposes to ensure the development has all parking for residents
onsite according to the relevant planning guidelines. 
 
The proposal also provides for an onsite car sharing facilities which should
reduce on-street parking demand and encourage shared car use.  
 
The above measures will help ensure minimal impact on on-street parking
in the area. 
 
Platino has been working with its traffic engineers to determine the impact
on traffic should the proposal proceed, with the objective being to minimise
congestion 
 
The outcome is the proposal will generate approximately half the amount
of traffic compared to existing potential. 
 
The new proposal will reduce the amount of traffic at times when school
children come to and leave school. 
 
There will also be fewer trucks and heavy vehicle movements which will
therefore increase the safety of children at the school 
 
Please see Appendix D for a summary of the traffic report 
 
.................................................................................................................................................. 
 
The design concentrates development in locations where it has minimal
impact on its surroundings 
 
Lower scale dwellings face Davies Lane to provide a sensitive transition in
height 
 
The height is predominantly well below the PRCUTS height limit and
mitigates any possible impacts on adjoining properties 
 
There is also adequate open, green and community recreational space
provided in the proposal.

PLATINO'S 
ACTIONS AND STAKEHOLDER RESPONSE
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P L A T I N O
P R O P E R T I E S

FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

STAKEHOLDERS

Potential complaints
from future
residents regarding
the APIA soccer
club’s operations and
impact on its
amenity (in particular
due to noise and
light spill) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
......................................... 
 
Concerns regarding
the capacity of light
rail and other
Transport
infrastructure 
 
......................................... 
 
Concerns regarding
the capacity of local
schools to
accommodate
increased growth
and safety for
children attending
Kegworth Primary
School 
 
 
 
 

APIA Club 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
.......................................... 
 
APIA Club 
 
Local residents 
 
 
 
.......................................... 
 
Kegworth School 
 
Local residents 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PLATINO'S 
ACTIONS AND STAKEHOLDER RESPONSE

.Platino is in discussions with the Club regarding its concerns and has put
forward a number of proposed solutions including: 
 
- Providing a blank wall facing the soccer field 
- Changes to the design so that no residential dwellings face the soccer
fields and are set back at least 20m ... from their south boundary, so
residents are not disturbed by lighting or noise. 
 
- Providing the Club with new LED lighting designed to minimise light
spillage whilst maintaining the required illumination for the Club’s
activities.  It is estimated the new lighting will decrease the Club’s
operating costs by up to 55% 
- Providing the Club with space within the new proposal for a multi-
purpose room for it to use for its activities  
 
The APIA Club have been very engaged with Platino & they are in positive
discussions with the Club regarding its proposed solutions 
.............................................................................................................................................. 
 
Platino has sought engagement with Sydney Trains/Transport for NSW in
order to discuss this further 
 
Transport for NSW have confirmed the capacity of the light rail is
consistently monitored and that its capacity can and would be increased
to accommodate future growth in patronage 
.............................................................................................................................................. 
 
Platino has met with Kegworth Public School to discuss this further as
well as carried out an assessment of the capacity of schools in the local
area (see Appendix J). 
 
It plans to meet with the school again during the next few weeks to
progress these discussions. 
 
Requests have been made for a meeting with the Department of
Education and we are awaiting its reply (see Appendix XXX)

Table 5  Summary of responses to questions 2 and 3 continued
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P L A T I N O  
P R O P E R T I E S

FEEDBACK
RECEIVED

STAKEHOLDERS

Requests for the
provision of
significant
proportion of
affordable housing 
......................................... 
 
 
 

Local residents 
 
 
 
 
.......................................... 
 

PLATINO'S 
ACTIONS AND STAKEHOLDER RESPONSE

The new proposal provides affordable housing at 8.5% of GFA (equivalent
to 35 dwellings, or 15%, of the proposed dwellings) compared to 5%
recommended by the PRCUTS 
 
 
.............................................................................................................................................. 
 
 

Table 5  Summary of responses to questions 2 and 3 continued
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6. APPENDICES
Appendix A:  Door knock & letterbox drop area 
 
Appendix B: Summary of contact with Lords Road tenants 
 
Appendix C: PRCUTS Out-of-sequence checklist 
 
Appendix D: Executive Summary of Traffic & Transport Assessment &                                       
 Community Consultation 
 
Appendix E: Community Drop In Session Boards 
 
Appendix F: Letter from Sydney Catholic Schools to Platino 
 
Appendix G:  Communication to Minister for Industry 
 
Appendix H:  Communication to Sydney Local Health District CEO 
 
Appendix I:  Communication to Department of Education 
 
Appendix J: Letterbox drop & door knock flyer  
 
Appendix K: (Part of) Social Impact Study relating to Primary Schools 
 
Appendix L: Advert for Community Drop In session 
 
Appendix M: Notification of Consultation (Inner West Courier advert) 
 
Appendix N: Communication from TfNSW re Light Rail 
 
Appendix O: Platino letter to APIA Club 8th October 2018 
 
Appendix P: Correspondence with Green MP Jamie Parker's Office 
 
Appendix Q: Call log of calls made to agencies  
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Appendix A: Door knock & letterbox drop area
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APPENDIX C: PRCUTS OUT-OF-SEQUENCE CHECKLIST

P L A T I N O  
P R O P E R T I E S

CRITERIA
Criteria 1: 
Strategic objectives,
land use and
development 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Criteria 2:  
Intergrated
Infrastructure
Delivery Plan 
 
 
 
 
 
Criteria 3: 
Stakeholder
engagement 
 

The planning proposal can demonstrate significant delivery or contribution towards the
Strategy’s Corridor wide and Precinct specific vision 
 
The planning proposal satisfies the Strategy’s seven land use and transport planning principles
and fulfils the relevant Strategic Actions for each Principle 
 
The planning proposal can demonstrate significant net community, economic and
environmental benefits for the Corridor and the Precinct or Frame Area within which the site is
located 
 
The planning proposal is consistent with the recommended land uses, heights, densities, open
space, active transport and built form plans for the relevant Precinct or Frame Area 
 
The planning proposal demonstrably achieves outcomes aligned to the desired future
character and growth projections identified in the Strategy 
 
The planning proposal demonstrates design excellence can be achieved, consistent with
councils adopted design excellence strategy or the design excellence provisions provided in the
Parramatta Road Corridor Planning and Design Guidelines (Planning and Design Guidelines) 
 
Integrated Infrastructure Delivery Plan, which identifies advanced infrastructure provision and
cost recovery for the local and regional infrastructure identified in the Infrastructure Schedule,
must support the planning proposal. The Integrated Infrastructure Delivery Plan must
demonstrate a cost offset to council and agency costs for a set period that aligns with the
anticipated timing for land development identified in the Implementation Plan 2016 – 2023.
Infrastructure to be considered includes public transport, active transport, road upgrades and
intersection improvements, open space and public domain improvements, community
infrastructure, utilities and services 
 
Consultation and engagement with relevant stakeholders (council, government agencies,
business, community, adjoining properties and user or interest groups, where relevant) have
been undertaken, including any relevant pre-planning proposal engagement processes
required by local council 
 
An appropriate level of support or agreement is documented 
 
Provision of documentary evidence outlining the level of planning or project readiness in terms
of the extent of planning or business case development for key infrastructure projects. 
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APPENDIX C: PRCUTS OUT-OF-SEQUENCE CHECKLIST

P L A T I N O
P R O P E R T I E S

CRITERIA
Criteria 4: 
Sustainability  
 
Criteria 5: 
Feasibility 
 
 
Criteria 6: 
Market visibility 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The planning proposal achieves or exceeds the sustainability targets identified in the Strategy 
 
 
The planning proposal presents a land use and development scenario that demonstrates
economic feasibility with regard to the likely costs of infrastructure and the proposed funding
arrangements available for the Precinct or Frame Area 
 
The planning proposal demonstrates a land use and development scenario that aligns with and
responds to market conditions for the delivery of housing and employment for 2016 to 2023.
Viability should not be used as a justification for poor planning or built form outcomes. 
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APPENDIX D: EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
OF TRAFFIC & TRANSPORT ASSESSMENT & 

COMMUNITY CONSULTATION

P L A T I N O  
P R O P E R T I E S

In response to community concerns we have prepared this simplified summary in such a way that they can be
understood by non-experts. This summary is backed up in detail in the Traffic and Parking Impact Assessment dated
September 2018 prepared by TTPP Traffic Consultants. 
 
 
The Planning Proposal seeks to rezone the site from IN2 Light Industrial to permit mixed-use development. 
The site in its current configuration has the potential to generate up to 209 vehicle trips per hour (VPH). This is the traffic
generation according to the Roads and Maritime Service (RMS) guidelines, which are derived from traffic counts and
statistical studies of traffic actually generated by developments throughout Sydney and NSW. 
 
Furthermore, traffic counts have been undertaken of the site in 2013 and 2018.  In 2014, the site, albeit not operating at
full capacity generated 105 vehicles per hour (VPH) and an additional count in 2018 showed it generated 110 vehicles per
hour (VPH) in its busiest peak period. 
 
The traffic generated by the proposal will be around 95 vehicles per hour (VPH) using the traffic generation rates in the
RMS Guidelines (using 0.19 VPH per unit (AM) and 1.69 trips per 100m2 (AM)). 
 
As the site is within 350m walk of the Marian Street and Taverners Hill light rail stops, and 800m from 2 heavy rail
stations, it is considered that a significant number of people who move into the new apartments will do so because it is
so convenient to get public transport to where they work. 
 
However, if travel demand management techniques are used and a Green Travel Plan is implemented as at Harold Park,
this could reduce the traffic generation rates down to 0.12 trips per unit (VPH) which is the trip rate recorded at Harold
Park.  On this basis the site would generate 79 vehicles per hour.  
 
It is a fact that commercial uses generate more traffic than residential.  This is because residents occupy more space per
person than employees.  One only needs to look around any office to see that offices are more densely populated than
houses.  The RMS Guide suggests that an office and commercial development would have one employee per 21m2 and a
factory would generally have 1 person per 50m2.  
 
A commercial / industrial use generates a greater proportion of larger vehicles (e.g. trucks and vans) than a residential
development. 
 
Therefore, notwithstanding the increase in floor space resulting from the development, the proposal will: 
 
- Generate approx. less than half the amount of traffic compared to a potential reuse of the existing site with its current
zoning; 
 
- Generate less traffic than the site does now; 
 
- This traffic will include fewer heavy vehicles than an industrial/commercial use; and  
 
- Traffic peaks from the development would generally occur outside school drop off and pick up times. 

Executive Summary
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OF TRAFFIC & TRANSPORT ASSESSMENT & 

COMMUNITY CONSULTATION

P L A T I N O  
P R O P E R T I E S

Green Travel Plan

The Transport Planning Partnership (TTPP) have prepared a Green Travel Plan (GTP) to accompany the proposed
development (See Section 8.4 of the TTPP report and separate Plan). The Green Travel Plan incorporates concepts to
reduce reliance on cars, by facilitating a modal shift towards public transport usage as opposed to car usage, particularly
for single-occupancy car trips.  It encourages active travel over single car use.  In particular it will: 
 
- Promote on-site car-sharing facilities to reduce parking demand on the site and in the streets; 
 
- Promote bike ownership by the provision of bike parking and repair facilities, which will; 
 
- Promote use of bicycles on the Greenway. 
 
It is noted that the subject site shares many characteristics with the Harold Park development where a Green Travel Plan
was a key part of its success.  Whilst Harold Park also benefited from: 
 
- Proximity to a light rail station; and  
 
- Proximity to bus routes; 
 
It does not benefit from proximity to heavy rail, so it can be expected that a Green Travel Plan for Lords Road will be even
more efficacious. 
 
The Green Travel Plan proposed is similar to the one implemented at Harold Park. It has been successful in reducing
reliance in motor vehicles as proven by traffic surveys undertaken in 2018 These surveys demonstrate that the Harold
Park development generates a maximum of 0.12 VPH as compared to other comparable sites in the RMS guideline which
generate 0.19 VPH per unit.  
 
 

Community Consultation
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From: Kelly Hunt  
Sent: Monday, 10 September 2018 1:43 PM 
To: Sharon Butt <Sharon.Butt@parliament.nsw.gov.au> 
Subject: Re: Meeting with Kerry Chikarovski re: Lord's Road development 
 
Hi Sharon, that’s such a shame.  Is there any way that they can meet with one of Mr Parker’s advisors or another member
of his team please?  I know they’re very keen to get feedback on the objections to the Lords Road development & would
like to talk through the new plans. 
 
From: Sharon Butt <Sharon.Butt@parliament.nsw.gov.au> 
Date: Monday, 10 September 2018 at 1:11 pm 
To: Kelly Hunt <kelly@chikarovski.com> 
Subject: RE: Meeting with Kerry Chikarovski re: Lord's Road development 
 
Dear Kelly, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity for Mr Parker to meet with Kerry Chikarovski. 
 
Apologies for the late notice but Mr Parker is not available to meet at present. 
 
Please send us across any information that Ms Chikarovski would like Mr Parker to be aware of and I will bring it to his
attention. 
 
Kind regards, Sharon 
 
 
 
Senior Electorate Officer 
Office of Jamie Parker, Member for Balmain 
Parliament of NSW 
112a Glebe Point Road, Glebe 2037 
Phone: 02 9660 7586 
Website | Facebook | Twitter  
Our office is on the land of the Gadigal people of the Eora Nation. We acknowledge their ownership of this land and pay our
respects to past, present and emerging elders.  
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From: Kelly Hunt [mailto:kelly@chikarovski.com]  
Sent: Thursday, 30 August 2018 3:54 PM 
To: Sharon Butt 
Subject: Re: Meeting with Kerry Chikarovski re: Lord's Road development 
 
Having had a quick chat here, Macquarie Street would actually work please.  Let’s do that for 11am on 11th Sept - invite to
follow. 
 
Get Outlook for iOS 
 
________________________________________ 
From: Sharon Butt <sharon.butt@parliament.nsw.gov.au> 
Sent: Thursday, August 30, 2018 15:44 
To: Kelly Hunt 
Subject: RE: Meeting with Kerry Chikarovski re: Lord's Road development  
 
Hi Kelly, 
 
Just to confirm, Jamie is a State MP and the NSW Parliament is on Macquarie Street, Sydney. 
 
11.00am is suitable for Jamie. 
 
Kind regards, Sharon 
 
From: Kelly Hunt [mailto:kelly@chikarovski.com]  
Sent: Thursday, 30 August 2018 12:30 PM 
To: Sharon Butt 
Subject: Re: Meeting with Kerry Chikarovski re: Lord's Road development 
 
The Platino COO is free any time on 11th, so Jamie can pick the time.  What’s best for him? 
 
Thanks Sharon, you’ve been really helpful. 
 
Get Outlook for iOS 
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________________________________________ 
From: Sharon Butt <sharon.butt@parliament.nsw.gov.au> 
Sent: Thursday, August 30, 2018 11:58 
To: Kelly Hunt 
Subject: RE: Meeting with Kerry Chikarovski re: Lord's Road development  
 
Hi Kelly, 
 
Jamie can meet in our Glebe office or Parliament if that location works. 
 
Kind regards, Sharon 
 
From: Kelly Hunt [mailto:kelly@chikarovski.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, 29 August 2018 10:39 AM 
To: Sharon Butt 
Subject: Re: Meeting with Kerry Chikarovski re: Lord's Road development 
 
Hi Sharon, 
 
Thanks for coming back to me. 
 
11th September all day works for Kerry & Lisa, although I’m just co-ordinating with the Platino COO to see what time he
can do on that day. 
 
I’ll be in touch as soon as I have timings from him. 
 
I’m assuming that it’ll be at the office in Glebe? 
 
Thanks again, 
 
Kelly 
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From: Sharon Butt <Sharon.Butt@parliament.nsw.gov.au> 
Date: Tuesday, 28 August 2018 at 6:40 pm 
To: Kelly Hunt <kelly@chikarovski.com> 
Subject: FW: Meeting with Kerry Chikarovski re: Lord's Road development 
 
Hi Kelly, 
 
Thank you for your call and email regarding a meeting with Mr Parker. 
 
How is Tuesday 11th September?  
 
Kind regards, Sharon 
 
 
 
Senior Electorate Officer 
Office of Jamie Parker, Member for Balmain 
Parliament of NSW 
112a Glebe Point Road, Glebe 2037 
Phone: 02 9660 7586 
Website | Facebook | Twitter  
Our office is on the land of the Gadigal people of the Eora Nation. We acknowledge their ownership of this land and pay our
respects to past, present and emerging elders.  
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From: Kelly Hunt [mailto:kelly@chikarovski.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, 21 August 2018 1:04 PM 
To: ElectorateOffice Balmain 
Subject: Meeting with Kerry Chikarovski re: Lord's Road development 
 
Hi Sharon, 
 
Thanks for taking the time to talk to me earlier. 
 
As I mentioned on the phone, Kerry is representing Platino Properties, the developer connected with the Lords Road
development in Leichardt, that Mr Parker was objecting to. 
 
As part of our community consultation process, Kerry is keen to come in & chat with Mr Parker. 
 
You mentioned that he’s busy in the next few days, but is there any time next week or the following week that we could
arrange a time for? 
 
Looking forward to hearing from you. 
 
Best wishes, 
 
Kelly 
 
Kelly Hunt | Team Assistant – Chikarovski & Assosiciates 
T: 04 666 45913 
A: Level 19, 175 Pitt Street, Sydney 2000 
W: chikarovski.com 
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13th August:  Sarah Anderson (Sydney Trains) - no response 
 
15th August: Sarah Anderson (Sydney Trains) - no response 
 
20th August: Sarah Anderson (Sydney Trains) - no response 
 
5th September: Sarah Anderson (Sydney Trains) - no response 
 
 
13th August:  Peter Bloem (EPA Regional Ops Manager) - no response 
 
15th August:  Peter Bloem (EPA Regional Ops Manager) - spoke with assistant 
 
17th August:  Peter Bloem (EPA Regional Ops Manager) - spoke with assistant, asked to send over talking points / emailed 
                           over.  No further contact. 
 
 
 


