
 

 

Department of Planning and Environment, Greenfield Housing 

GPO BOX 39 

SYDNEY, N.S.W. 2001 

 

Attention: Brad Carmady 

 

 

Dear Brad, 

Re: Draft Leppington Precinct Plan Submission (No. , 

Rossmore and nearby lands) 

Introduction 

I represent  owner of the property known as No , 

Rossmore and more broadly comment on behalf of residents in the McCann 

Road/Mark Road sub precinct (Figure 1).  

 

Figure 1: Aerial photograph showing the location of  (solid 

outline) and the McCann Road/Mark Road sub precinct (dotted).   



 

, together with many of his neighbours, is a long term resident of the 

locality. They initially wish to document their extreme disappointment and concern 

with the north western boundary adopted in the subject draft Precinct Plan.(Refer to 

Attachment “A”). 

Evolving Diminution in Environmental Amenity 

My Client, together with the broader neighbourhood has been subject to protracted 

disturbance with the construction of the nearby train stabling facility and has grave 

concerns for his future amenity when the subject facility becomes fully operational. 

Acoustic and light spillage problems currently abound. The nature of the light spillage 

is encapsulated in the images forming Attachment “B”. Such spillage severely 

impacts the sleep patterns of my Client and his neighbours. The evolving adverse 

acoustic environment is reinforced by the additional noise monitoring recently 

commissioned by the” Authorities” and their intimation to my Client that the target 

noise level is likely to be exceeded by 0-7dB at the most affected residential facade 

and that he may be eligible for assistance with limited noise treatment facilities.(Refer 

to Attachment “C”. 

Precinct Planning Optimism 

It is in such context that there was and remains a desire to bring stability to my 

Client’s life (and that of his neighbours).From prior consultations there was 

significant optimism that the Leppington Precinct Planning process would bring an 

anxiously awaited strategic solution, only to have hopes dashed with the exhibited 

boundaries.(Refer to Attachment “A” and north western proposed Precinct boundary). 

Precinct Boundary Review 

The recent precinct boundary review exercise commissioned in respect of the western 

boundary is comprehensively documented and summarised in the Precinct Planning 

Report at Section 2.4 and is well understood. Notwithstanding the same, an extension 

of the north western boundary of the Precinct to include the Mark Road/McCann 

Road area (or my Client’s land and the intervening parcel as a minimum) would 

appear capable of ready inclusion and integration with the current Precinct Plan, in a 

geographic/catchment and servicing context, without prejudicial impact.(Refer to 

Attachment “D”). 

It would also appear that a less noise and light sensitive use such as one focussed on 

employment purposes should form the immediate urban interface land use with the 

train stabling precinct and should be part of the immediate planning process. 

Conclusion 

In such context you are urgently requested to review the subject boundary and provide 

a reasonable inherent market opportunity for my Client (and potentially his immediate 



 

neighbours) to relocate away from the impending adverse operational impacts of the 

“train stabling” facility and facilitate the introduction of an appropriate buffer and 

land use activities. 

Should you require clarification of any aspect of this correspondence please do not 

hesitate to contact me. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

 
 

Graham G. Pascoe JP 

MPIA, CPP, FIAG 

 

18 January, 2015 

 

 



 

ATTACHMENT “A” 

 

Draft indicative layout plan as exhibited 

 



 

ATTACHMENT “B” 

 

Images showing light spill experienced from the recently 

competed train stabling yards 

 



 

 

  



 

ATTACHMENT “C” 

 

Letter from John Holland 

 

  



 

 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

 

 

  



 

ATTACHMENT “D” 

 

Recommended amendment to the dILP plan to include the 

subject lands 

 

 

 

Recommended boundary  




