
A RESPONSE TO GREATER MACARTHUR 2040

1) Introductory Comments

Note that I’ve been given an extension till the end of this week. Normally, I
would  spend  many  hours  studying your  document  before  producing 10 pages  or
more. However, I’ve been recently overwhelmed with another project. Hopefully, this
submission is sufficiently constructive and not too offensive.

I’m very grateful for the opportunity, a few decades ago, to study Urban and
Regional Planning. It seems to be a duty to use the honours degree even when I’m not
being paid to do so. 

Being a member of the National Parks Association, Macarthur, I know some
people who produced a couple of the submissions about Macarthur 2040. They seem
to live outside of the area that will be developed but they are very concerned about
Koalas and the natural environment of Macarthur, generally. One is a highly educated
person and the other is a retired couple who were successful in business and would be
living very comfortably if they were not conservationists striving for a good outcome
on the edge of a large sprawling city that is growing fast. 

I also live in Macarthur but am about 20 kilometres from the south western
corner  of  the  subject  land.  However,  even  where  I  live,  there  are  developments
characterised by small lots with large houses that have dark-grey roofs. There is not
much room in these places for  the planting of  trees so there will  be heat  islands
created. Could it not also be argued that such an abundance of dark grey helps to
make the estates depressing places? While looking through the Macarthur 2040 plan,
I was amazed when I saw that the plan recommended such roofs. Is the plan being
created by suitably qualified people?

Finally,  I  was  bemused  when  I  realised  that  the  so-called  2040 plan  is  an
“interim” plan. Will  it  be replaced by something very different well before 2040?
If so, who will benefit? Would we be too cynical if we suggest that developers are the
people most likely to benefit from the plan? 

2) Koalas

A very  pleasing  aspect  of  the  plan  is  that  the  welfare  of  Koalas  is  given
significant attention in terms of sentences in the plan. However, is the plan based on
the best of the relevant science? The retired Dr Robert Close has put enormous effort
into studying the Koalas of the Macarthur Region. His health problem prevents him
from doing  much  campaigning  now but  the  above-mentioned  retired  couple  (the
Durmans) have been putting his data onto the internet in a usable form. They have
also discussed the matter with one or more other experts.



It seems that the stress caused by urbanisation and fragmentation of habitat is
making koalas more susceptible to chlamydia infections. The growing population of
koalas around Campbelltown is currently chlamydia free but will that change if they
cannot move into new areas?
You will need to find suitably qualified scientists and ask them 2 questions:

1) will wildlife corridors for koalas, between Appin and Campbelltown, cause 
chlamydia-free koalas to be exposed to, and then infected by, chlamydia?

2) will a lack of wildlife corridors cause the growing population of koalas, near
Campbelltown, to become stressed and therefore more susceptible to 
chlamydia?

You should seek the information from independent, suitably-qualified scientists
– not scientists hired by developers. Note that my honours dissertation was about the
criteria of good wildlife corridors for a variety of species. My main conclusions were
that  wildlife  corridors  are  generally  necessary  and  the  wider  they  are  the  better.
Koalas are certainly not the only species that should be cared for in Macarthur. 

3) Macarthur, Sydney and Global Warming

Many  people  don’t  want  to  know  about  global  warming.  The  fossil  fuel
industry  and  certain  newspapers  say  that  people  like  me  are  nasty  “alarmists”.
However, the truth is that in just 40 years, the surface temperature of the planet has
risen by almost one centigrade degree and almost all of the 20 warmest years have
been in  the 21st century.  Dr  James Hansen is  probably the  most  credible  climate
scientist  but Sir John Houghton should also be listened to. Unqualified journalists
employed by a certain highly biased media mogul should be ignored.  

It is not just the above-mentioned grey roofs that are contributing to global
warming. Low density cities that are car dependent are making a huge contribution
and Macarthur 2040 will probably lead to commuters travelling even further in their
CO2 producing cars. Even when electric cars are the norm, CO2 will be produced
unless the electricity comes from renewable energy. 

Because  it  is  a  coastal  city,  parts  of  Sydney will  be  flooded when  serious
melting of polar ice takes place and causes the sea level to rise. Some areas that are
not permanently flooded may be badly affected by increasingly severe storms and
resulting huge waves. Poor unfortunate places, like Bangladesh, will be particularly
harmed by the planners and commuters of Sydney and places like Sydney.



4) Towards a Denser City?

Sydney already covers a huge area when compared with most of the world’s
cities. I tend to agree with those who think the city should grow up rather than out.
However, it seems that high-rise should be mainly closer, than Liverpool, to the city. 

The 2040 plan seems to be quite strongly in favour of high-rise near railway
stations. That is a very good policy – especially if better signalling equipment allows
more trains to use the lines so that more commuters can travel by train. However, it is
highly desirable for high-rise developments to include vibrant commercial areas with
shops, restaurants and other businesses, at one extreme, and many hectares of lawn,
garden and sports fields at the other. Rhodes scores quite well in this way and so does
the eastern side of the Wolli Creek cluster of high-rise. 

One must also consider the impact on existing residents. High-rise near stations
will give some residents windfall profits while others will suffer a loss of amenity.
Compensating some residents and/or distributing the benefits of development widely
and fairly is very important.

In addition to high-rise developments, there should be plenty of buildings that
are 3 to 10 floors high – near railway stations and other transport nodes. Paris has lots
of aesthetically pleasing residential buildings that are 6 or 7 floors high. Why can’t
we build attractive, though much simpler, buildings here in the 21st century?  A small
to medium amount of bright colour would be a fairly cheap way of improving the
aesthetic appeal of all types of housing – low, medium and high density.

5) Decentralisation?

Sydney has higher and more reliable rain than most parts of Australia. It also
has soil that is better than most of the soil in Australia. These two reasons plus the
difficulties involved in solving traffic congestion and air pollution are good reasons
for encouraging agriculture in Sydney and considering means of encouraging growth
in country towns. Obviously, such regional growth should not take place on the small
areas of excellent soil. Nor should it take place where water resources are meagre –
even if there is much water reuse. 

It could be argued that large cities allow a large range of businesses. However,
it could also be argued that many jobs are now being done via the Internet. As I was
heading  towards  retirement,  I  worked  part-time  as  an  ABS  interviewer  and
occasionally came across people who did most of their work, in the country via the
Internet. One architectural company worked in a cheap office in a tiny hamlet and
they had clients from around the world.

Decentralisation  certainly  presents  difficulties  but  so  does  the  continuing
growth of large cities and I think Sydney is still in the largest 100 cities of the world.
There seems to be a case for decentralisation and that should be considered.



6) Water Re-use

Almost all decisions are based on assumptions. We can make an assumption
that seems justifiable. Let us assume that the people of Macarthur, should obtain their
food from Australia – preferably from Macarthur and elsewhere in Sydney. 

Because Australia is affected by extremes in weather, including drought that
can last for a year or more, it seems necessary to value our water resources including
waste-water. Sydney produces an abundance of sewage and during the last 20 years
the  Picton-Tahmoor-Thirlmere  sewerage  scheme  has  shown  that  lucerne  can  be
grown  very  successfully  by  applying  treated  sewage  to  soil-landscapes  that  are
common in the Greater Sydney Region. Of course, lucerne is not the only thing that
can  be  grown.  Maintaining  agriculture  and  using  some  of  Sydney’s  waste-water
should be a high priority for Macarthur and beyond. There are difficulties involved in
doing this but it has been done successfully at Picton and I’ve heard that a degree of
water-reuse takes place near Camden too. 

Correct me if I’m wrong, and too cynical, but it seems that water reuse is not
common because much of the suitable land is owned by developers who are waiting
for an opportunity to get windfall profits. It seems that developers make the main
planning decisions. Perhaps the most important planning question should be “What
should  go  where?”  Unfortunately,  it  seems  that  the  most  influential  question  is
“Where can I make a quick quid?

7) Concluding Comments

Most of the comments, in this short submission, could be supported by further
evidence and I’m prepared to provide it if you have the time to consider it.

This  submission  is  rather  broad  and  does  not  focus  on  many  specific
paragraphs of the Macarthur 2040 plan. However, it seems that we should consider
the big picture – not just the details. 

Importantly, we should examine the assumptions upon which the 2040 plan is
based. Are those assumptions justifiable in a world that is already being affected by
global warming? How justifiable is the assumption that Sydney should continue to
sprawl into Macarthur and beyond? Hopefully, this submission has gone a little way
towards answering those 2 important, relevant questions.
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