LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY

FORTHE AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL TERRITORY

STANDING COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT, CLIMATE CHANGE AND BIODIVERSITY
Dr Marisa Paterson MLA (Chair), Ms Jo Clay MLA (Deputy Chair), Mr Ed Cocks MLA

Exhibit

Inquiry into ACT's heritage arrangements

Exhibit Number: 007
Date Authorised for Publication: 4 April 2023



MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 25, 20}7 THE CANBERRA TIMES _J -

Thanks for Howard Carew’s re-
minder (CT Letters, September
23) of Walter Griffin’s vision for
Canberra, a person now re-
membered in alake’s name.

By contrast, Americais hav-
ing major retrospective of his
one-time employer, Frank Lioyd
Wright, with Frank Wright — Un-
packing the Archive at New York’s
Museum of Modern Art.

Walter worked for Wright at
his Qak Park studio, between
1901 and 1905.

Marion also had intermittent
employment with Wright, best
known for her renderings of his
designs. Between 1914 and 1920,
Walter worked onimplementing
the Canberra plan. After falling
out with Government planners
in 1920, they moved to Cast-
lecrag’s bushland and designed,
then built, its 15 initial houses
(after designing 40).

Today, the Griffins’ houses are
treasured elements of Austra-
lia’s architectural heritage. For
their treasured place in Can-
berra’s architectural heritage,
Marion and Walter Griffin de-
serve Australia’s honour. As
their vision for 2020, it would be
the Wright thing to do.

Peter Graves, Curtin

'"There hasindeed been a major
splitin the direction of Can-
berra’s urbanplanning, but it oc-
curred nearly 50 years earlier
than suggested by Howard
Carew (Letters, September 23).
Mr Carew appears to have con-
fused the plans of Walter Burley
Griffin with the planning policies
pursued by the National Capital
Development Commission.
Theidea of a “small inner city
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surrounded by equal town cen- l
tresdivided by greenbelts”
more accurately describes the
NCDC’s bungalow and freeway-
focused “Y-Plan” than it does
Griffin’s medium-density,
tramway-oriented city of ter-
raced boulevards. Griffin’s final
1918 Canberra Plan extended no
further north than Lynehamand
no further south than Nar-
rabundah, with commercial de-
velopment distributed along the
main avenues rather than con-
centrated in designated town
centres. Paul Reid’s Canberra
Following Griffin provides afan- ./
tastic account of this key diver-
gence, and is essential reading
for anyone interested in the his-
tory of Canberra’s development.
Ryan Hemsley, Wright
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Many recent letters to the edit-
or despair about the current
state of urban planning in Can-
berra. It is a fact the develop-
ment of Canberra has an un-
steady history.

Canberrawassetupasa
model city tobe the best in the
world with commitment toits
unique planning, lake, bush-
land setting, well-designed in-
frastructure, accommodation
of government departments,
well-planned schools, hospitals
and residential suburbs.

Nothing of real value ever
occurs without visionary com-
mitment and hard work.

A true and rare model city
cannotbe achieved when
guided by career politicians
and compliant bureaucrats
alone. Suchis Canberra’slot, at
present. As frustrating asit is,
despairing letter writers will
not change this historic fact.

In a city with no viable local
political alternative to the one
we already have, and with a
compliant and toothless feder-
al watchdog, our territory gov-
ernment will continue to sell
off public parkland for private
housing, continue to demolish
the urban fabric which con-
tains much of Canberra’s un-
written history, and continue
to turn Canberra from the po-

" tentialit once showed intoa
town like any other.

Urban planning isnot an ex-
ercise for individuals and batt-
les are rarely won by citizens
fighting rearguard actions.

The current failure of polit-
ical vision and commitment to
Canberra’s planning, and the
promise it once showed, isa
national tragedy.

Penleigh Boyd, Reid

Exemplar no longer
Prior to self government Can-
berra was Australia’s planning
exemplar. Decisions ofhow the
city should developwere
shaped by a comprehensive
analysis of the implications of
alternative distributions of
population, employment and
facilities.

The purchase of rural leases
to the west of the city, the gov-
ernment’s land release pro-
gram and the development of

"ailure of political vision over
-anberra’s planning a tragedy

THE CANBERRATHMES TUESDAY JUNE 27. 2017

Stores will profit from recyclable‘drink bottles.

light rail and its associated cor-
ridor have all been made with-
out the benefit of such analysis.
The outcome is an increasingly
unaffordable and congested in-
ner city developing in parallel
with car-dependent sprawl to
the west.

Canberra’s planning per-
formance is now that ofa
poorly performing local gov-
ernment.

A perceptionis the govern-
ment is heavily influenced by
the need for land revenues
from a future “government”
greenfields development given
revenues will be reduced from
joint venture arrangements for
Riverview and the CSIRO de-
velopment,

Ifland revenuesfall other
options available include the
culling of discretionary pro-
jectssuch as the untested ex-
tension of light rail. A review of
the planning strategy should
determine the location of the
next greenfields area and
would give confidence deci-
sions are soundly based.

Canberra’s planning hasno
pulse. It needs resuscitation.
Areyouup to the task Mr
Barr?

Mike Quirk, Wanniassa

FRIDAY, AUGUST 4, 2017 THE CANBERRA TIMES

Save our Canberra
It’s always useful to be reminded

CanberraIS the nation’s capital

(Letters, August 3). Our city was
planned from the beginning by
Walter and Marion Griffin, just

as Washington DC was planned - -

by Pierre I.Enfant and Brasilia
by Lucio Costa and Oscar Nie- .
meyer.

That planning mcluded What

has become our Bush Capital. It's.

not the dense high-rise capital,
too much at themercy of prop-

drlven Whlms Canberra s ori-
gins are being sold out. -
This city is not like Sydney or

Melbourne or Brisbane. The coe-

katoos feed regularly on the

nature strips and Iwalk past
kookaburras every mormng
Canb erra’s incomparable. -

Peter Graves, Curtin:

!
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I was hopeful after reading the
Chief Minister’srecent article
(Opinion, May 20) that the way
planning decisions are made in
Canberra might take a turn for
the better.

Unfortunately, [heard on the
news on May 22 that the
government is ploughing
ahead with the West Basin
development.

The consultation process for
this project hasbeen minimal
at best and was done about
10 years ago.

Last Sunday I waspartofa
group that asked people, as
they walked by the ferry ter-
minal in West Basin, if they
were aware of the development
and that it included a private
housing estate.

Of about 100 people consul-
ted, not one person knewthere
would be private housing.

In addition, most were
shocked that part of the lake -
was to be filled in. Surely there
is a case for going back to the
community and asking for
their views.

We areyettobe told the cost
of filling in the lake and what
materials will be used to do
this.

Once the lake s filled in and
the concrete boardwalk
erected there will be no
turning back. At the very least,
a professional heritage impact
study needs to be conducted on
the proposed building estate.

The lake is anicon of our
national capital and Canber-
rans deserve to be fully
consulted.

Penny Movyes, Hughes

Beggaring belief

The proposal, outlined in the
paper today (May 23) to elimin-
ate the cloverleafintersec-
tions at either end of Kings and
Commonwealth avenues and
replace them with convention-
alintersectionsin order to
slow traffic down would have to
suggestthat the planners at
the National Capital Authority
(NCA) allneed tobe sacked or
the agency abolished. -

Those avenues are impor t-
ant through roads and traffic
needs to move along them
freely. The planners at the

Andrew Barr and Mick Géntlerhan at the West Basin boardwalk.

NCA need torecognise that
theylive in the real world and
these avenue, while they have
ceremonial and symbolie
significance, are primarily
functional roads, important,
as roads tend to be, for getting
from A to B.

Ifthey want to give more
space for pedestrians and.
cyclists, then use the space be-
side the roads and, in any case,
the cycle paths overthe bridge -
were widened a few years ago.

Ttisbeyond beliefthat sucha
proposal would even be !
contemplated.

Stan Marks, Hawker

Action needed now
Don Maye’s “To the Point” (CT,
May 22) on the state of Kambah
Village Shops was timely and
correct. His comment, asare-
cent arrival, doesn’t mention
the ACT government environ-
ment and sustainable develop-
ment boolklet “Kambah group
centre master plan”, dated
July2012.

Although some malntenance
workis currently under way,
none of it appears to follow this
five-plus-year-old plan.

However, anything is posit-
ive for this rundown and dirty
area that has needed renewal
for decades. As most of local
government “powers that be”
live northside, the southside
needs attention before the next
election.

Even the Kambah Oval signs
are almost unreadable. The
whole master plan mentioned
above needs to be implemented

- race tothe bottom does not-
) contmue yoters should elect

after sucha long gestation.
And soon.
lan Warren, Kambah

Election beckons
Andrew Barr’s West Basin de-
velopment (“Thelakere- .
claimed:it’s ashore thingat’ .
West Basin”, May 24, p2) will. .- -
conerete over two existing’
open areas: the lake and the
adjacent lakesidepark:

In exchange, the public will -
get a concrete walkway, the
construction unions will get

‘work for severalyearsand - -
* developers will probably make

a good profit (and both will

“continue to donateto Labor),

and a few wealthy people will
get lakeside apartments.

I forgot the ferry service -
expect that to extend to
Yarralumia and Weston Park
to catex for further lakeside
developments. :

Unfortunately, it's probably
too late to stop this “shore
thing”. However; at the 2020
ACT election, fo besure this -

several sensﬂole 1ndependent
candldates‘ e

In father's footsteps .. -
Whit adelight to sée Heather—
Henderson’s defenee of our city
so ably supported by her father
Sir Robert Menzies (“Why are
we spending millions of dollars.
tobecome less efficient?” (Let-
ters, May 23).

He was a Liberal prime min-
ister who believed in the

primacy of Canberra as our
nation’s capital and home for
the dedicated public servants
who support the government
of the day. Unlike the govern-
ment of today, which doesn’t
Andwhat happened to
evidence-based policy? Evid-
ently and conveniently ignor-
ing the inconvenient truth
about the inefficiency of the
APVMA’s moveto the Deputy
Prime Minister’s electorate.
Tell me, Barnaby and Fiona,
why didn’t you start by moving
the headquarters of the Na-
tional Party out of Canberra? .
Putit right amongst your

-voters, surely?

Peter Graves, Canberra
‘Heather Henderson (Letters,
May 23) highlights the folly of

- attempting to turn one-dog -

townsin National Party elect- _

- oratesinto two-dog townsby .
. sending elements of the public
service there.

One further point is wor th
adding. Unless there is bipar-
tisan support for such moves

. (which seems unlikely solong

as the destinations are safe

" seats), the substantial costs of -

sending people and organisa-
tionsout arelikelytobe
duplicated when sanity

- returns and they are brought '

backto Canberra following a

change of government. :
Michael Maleyr
“Queanbeyan, NSW’
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hy are we spending millions of
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This continent was once a
series of scattered settlements ﬁ
and colonies and states.

Our forebears had the wis-
dom and strength and deter-
mination to bring it all together
as one nation: Australia.

Tt was decided to make anew
capital: Canberra.

Tn the late 1950s the Prime
Minister, R. G. Menzies, said
“We are stuck with Canberra,
whether we like it or not, so we
might as well doit properly”.

He was determined to make
Canberra a capital city of
which all Australians could be ‘
proud. Robert Menzies' daughter Heather Henderson queries the moves. |

That included bringing gov- -
ernment departments not al-
ready there to the capital.

Sure, the people involved
came kicking and screaming,
but they could understand and
appreciate that it was practical
and necessary to have the rel-
evant people in the same city.
There is no doubt it has helped
to create good government.

Ministers need to be able to
see and speak to their depart-
mental officers, and those in
different departments need to
know each other.

Tt fills me with horror to
think of present day public ser-
vants being forced to move
away from Canberra. : -

Ttisharder now thanit was
50 or 60 years ago.

Today both spouses are usu-
allyin paid employment. Of
course, children have to
change school and university,
and houses have to be bought
and sold and rented. These are
human beings, not “mere pub-
lic servants’.

Recently Theard Barnaby
Joyce say “There is a chem-
istry when people meet face to
face”.

Exactly so.

Modern communications
are brilliant, but real personal
contact remains vital.

Why are we taking this ret-
rograde step, scattering our
government?

Why are we spending mil-
lions to become less efficient?

All right, I confess. My fath-
erwas (R. G.) Menzies.

Heather Henderson,
Yarralumia




Development application stress

could bring down the Curtam

THE. CANBERRATIMES WEDNESDAY FEBRUARY1 2017

Thanks to Caroline Le Couteur
for her welcome examination
of yet another Development
Application meeting local
resistance (“Building plan
slammed”, January 31, p.1).

Her opinions seem widely
shared across our city (“Cityin
State of Neglect”; Beware
Rough Paths”; “Listen to the
Experts”: letters, January 31).

It now seems to be technolo-
gically difficult even to register
such objections (“On Submis-
sion Roundabout”, Letters,
January 30).

David Biles’ (recent)
concerns about that DA at the
Curtin shops are especially
apposite.

Interested parties have just
been advised that the owner
will close down all the Curtin
businesses involved, when
their leases expire in October,
and fence off the site, if the DA
isnot approved.

This “advice” included the
following: “If the DA isnot ap-
proved, indefinitely until such
time as a development that the
owners consider to be econom-
ically viable is approved.”

So much for the owner’s
expressed concerns for the
Curtin residents.

Ido hope that this will not
influence the final decision of
the Planning and Land
Directorate.

Peter Graves, Curtm

Curtin Residents Aésociation members. Photo: ELESA KURTZ
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owners’ attitudes to their DA on
part of the Curtin shops. (“Cur-
tin shops stand-off” February 2,
p.D.

The run-down state of theu
building contrasts with the one
of the same age in the square,
containing the bank, hairdresser
and baker among others.

Itlooks modern and
maintained, by the various
owners.

The owners ofthe block under
review refuse to.provide any de-
tails supporting their claim
about “pumping money into it”
and the bulldmg being at the end
ofits.economic life.

Curtin clash

The controversy over develop-
ment in the Curtin shopsisa
microcosm of what happensin
any city.

Asaformerresident of Curtin,

who still goes there, two things
are apparent.
Oneis the pleasure of the

beautiful square surrounded by

avariety of shops. The otheris
the increasing difficulty in find-
ing a parking space.

Ifthe developers have their:

way the square will be less pleas-
ant and the parking accessmuch -

worse.
I'would suggest that ifitis

costing them money the owners
of the shops, instead of boarding

them up which will cost them
more money, should relinquish

their leases for a fair valuation to

the government and move else-

where. The patronage would en-
sure new tenants would do well.
Howard Carew, Isaacs

Thanks for the update on the

Ifthey intend not to continiie
with the purpose of their lease ™
(operating commercial busi-

» snesses), perhaps the ACT gov-
ernment should offer the lease to
peoplewhowill. - <

The Curtin community should
not pay when the owners won’t.

Peter Graves, Curtin .

West Basin wipeout
Encouraging to see Caroline Le
Couteur blow the whistle onthe
* execrableover-development
“planned” for Braddon: " -

Now let her cast a criticaleye .
on the even worse development
set to pollute the lake shore and
the natural amemty of West
Basin.

I'would not vote for some
slogan onnumber platesbe- . -
cause, apart from being poinnt- -
less, the options aresobanal. -

Where was “Canberra - The
Warehouse Capital”, or. “Can— o
berra - The Develope1 s’
Paradise”? -

A. Whiddett, Yarralumia
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The Canberra Times editorial
(“Canary in the Coalmine/Des-
troying Canberra to saveit”,
January 11) refers to thereal

_ stakeholders in Canberra, the

people who live in, and love,
this city. Many people have in-
vested alotin Canberra asres-
idents - time and love.

They chose to come and live
here and many have chosen to
remainhere.

Even ordinary citizens who
are residents have invested a
lot of money. Ifbeing a stake-
holder means having an in-
terest, that investment needs
tobe weighed up.

The current DA to put an
outrageously high building into
the Curtin shops values the de-
velopment at just under
$15 millionin construction
costs, on a block of land already
leased by the developer with
unimproved value $848,000.

Thisis less than $16 million
allup. Half of an average street
of houses, about 2§ properties,
has amonetary value thatis
more than that. '

Curtin has around 2500
dwellings - its residents have
invested 100 times asmuch in
Curtin as this developeris pro-
posing.

Add in the surrounding sub-
urbs who use Curtin as agroup
centre and even from abean-
counting point of view, this
community has put up alot
more stake than the developer.

Sowho are the real stake-
holders here?

The residents and the com-
munities deserve to be listened
to. :
Chris Johnson, Curtin

Disease taking hold
The “no holds barred” trash-

" ing of Canberra continues, as
outlined regularly inletters to
the Canberra Times e.g. Colin
Smeal (Letters, January18).

The article by Juliet Ramsay -

(“West Basin's path to urban
awfulness”, January 18, pi6)
provides an excellent overview
of the disease now taking hold
in earnest.

Consultation processes are a

" farce, as flagged by Chris

Emery (Letters, January 17).
Iread the latest contribu-
tionsin a cafein Curtin, only to

be reminded of what is occur-

| ping when walking through the

\ Curtin Shopping Centre, with
citizens seeking signatures

| withthe sign “Development

\ threat to Curtin Square, Rally
11 am Saturday 21 January”.
The Manuka Oval develop-

ment plans by stealth should

have been signal enough to the

Canberra populace. Appar-

ently not, it seems.

Murray May, Cook



Saturday’s Canberra Times
made me shudder as it dawned
onme that here we were just
two weeksinto 2017 and the
developers’ rape of our once
beautiful city was already in
full swing.

The articles spruiking the
Geocon development at the old
NRMA site and QIC’s plans for
another massive development
linked to the Canberra Centre
(“Centretobeleftinthe
shade”, January 14, pp, 2-3) are
just the start of the wholesale
sell-off and over development
of Civic as this government’s
mates cash in on the “oppor-
tunities” atforded by the tram

and alack of any overall planor

standardsbeing applied to
ramipant development.
I'moved to Canberra almost
60 years ago in wonder at its
beauty, potential and amenity,
which flourished under the

careful guidance of the Nation- |

al Capital Development Com-
mission and the Department of
Works.

BverywhereIlooknowsad- -
dens me; hasthere ever been
an uglier building in our sub-
urbs than the shed housing the |
emergency services in Binduhi |
Street — who on earth ap- X
proved this monstrosity?

‘What about the massive
apartments behind Anzac
Parade, the most sacred road
in Australia?

Iwonder now if those good
citizens who went so blindly to
thepolls and re-installed the
Developer Party, sorry Labor
Party, might now be having
second thoughts about their
choice?

Colin Smeal, Holder
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Trimmallsize

Some Curtin residents are
concerned the scale of a pro-
posed shopping centrere-

~development is too large for

the central square (“Curtin call
toreduce size of development”,
January 11, p.1).

Public response for the pre-
paration of Draft Master Plan,

Master Plan and for the de-

veloper stressed the import-
ance of scale and for no addi-
tional shadowing of the square.

The Development Applica-
tion for Mrs Haridemos claims
few people sit or linger in the
central square in winter and
that the proposed building,
predominantly the commercial
section, would shadow the
courtyard progressively from
noon on June 21, lengthening
further from 2pm.

THE CANBERRA TIMES WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 18, 2017 r Its wall height adjacent to

the square is the equivalent of
three residential floors. Docu-
ments note “ground floor with
mezzanine” which may be why

‘the commercial sectionisso

high. The height could be re-
duced by 2m, satisfying the de-
veloper and lessening the shad-
ing of the courtyard. On the
wall facing Strangways Street
the floor height of the commer-
cial sectionis the equivalent of
three residential floors. The re-
duced height of the ground
floor stillwould comply with
the waste collection standard
of a 6m overhead clearance.
Jeremy-McGrane, Kingston

Future guardians
The Canberra Times editorial
of January 12is a timely re-

.minder ofthe need for all Can-

berrans to engage more keenly
with the planning and heritage
issues they face as custodians
of the future of this unique city
and National Capital.

Governments today are gen-
erally more attentive to public
opinion, especially when it rep-
resents abroad demographic
and is wellinformed.

Besidesresidents’ associ-
ations and community councils
there are many community or-
ganisations quietly working to
inform planning debate and
protect Canberra's amenity
and heritage.

Examples are National
Trust (ACT), Friends of ACT
Trees, Lake Burley Griffin
Guardians, Canberra Wood-
land and Wetlands Trust and
The Walter Burley Griffin So-
ciety. Inevitably perhaps, many
of those best informed about
these issues, and most actively
engaged, are time rich retirees,

Thereisa special need for
time poor younger Canber-
rans, the future guardians of
their city, now busy with ca-
reers and family, to consider
joining such organisations.

One easy and enjoyable way
would be through the many
heritage walks and events dur-
ing the Canberra and Region
Heritage Festival from April18
to May 7.

Trevor Lipscombe,
Campbell
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Destroying
Canberra
to save it?

=1 hereis arising tide of discontent
along the landlocked shores of
Lake Burley Griffin among the de-
e fenders of the “Griffin Legacy”.
This not inconsiderable number of Can-
berrans, whose ranks include former senioy
administrators, conununity leaders and
heritage and planning experts, fear for the
future of Walter and Marion’s original vis-
ion for the bush capital.

They argue the ACT governmentis
throwing the baby out with the bathwater
by repeatedly choosing to put development
and the revenue it brings ahead of good
planning and heritage outcomes.

Thisis a debate Canberra needsto have.
If, as has been repeatedly claimed, we are on
the wrong track and at risk of undermining
many of the features that male the city state
such a great place to live, the sooner we
pause and reassess the better.

A succession of issues, including the
Kingston foreshore development, City to
the Lake, the Manulka Oval debacle, the urb-
an densification associated with the light
rail project and the proposed infill of a part
of West Basin to facilitate apartment block
construction, have all put the Barr govern-
ment in the firing ine.

Thelatest canary in the coalmine is a plan
by the owners to lmock over the existing,
single story, Curtin Square shops and re-
place them with a six-storey building locals
have described as “a monolithic chunk” and
incorporating 50 flats.

‘While the application has yetto be deter-
mined - submissions close on January 31~
objectors fear if past experience in areas
such as Jarnison is any guide then a less than
optimum outcome is looming.

They make the point that while the area's
master plan has yet to be finalised, the draft
plan stipulates a two-storey height limit for
buildings fronting the square and four
storeys for buildings set back from the
square at the southern end.

Growing public concern over these issues
is timely given the recently installed chair-
man of the ACT Parliament's planning com-
mittee, Greens MLA Caroline Le Couteur,
has flagged an inquiry into the Territory
Plan this year.

Despite the fact the Greens have been
largely supportive of the Barr government’s
planning agenda in recent years, with Ms Le
Couteur telling the Lake Burley Griffin
Guardians ahead of the election “ACT Greens
support infill rather than urban sprawl”,
any inquiry is an open-ended process.

If a probe into the Territory Planis com-
missioned the government will need to be
ready for a well-targeted critique of its re-
cent actions froin the real stakeholders: the
people who live in, and love, this city.

While there is much to commend in the
desire by Labor and the Greens to increase
housing density to reduce emissions, lower
transport costs and achieve affordable
housing, such goals cannot be at the price of
community amenity.

Surely nobody is suggesting we have to
destroy Canberra in order to save it.

12, 2017
K-

Thanks for your article (*Cur-
tin call to reduce size of deve-
lopment”, January 11, p.1).

It’s the latest in many resi-
dents’ concerns about plan-
ning decisions: e.g. (“Forrest
hotel consultation ‘mislead-
ing’, September 24, 2016, p.17,
“Soulless planning avoidable”,
letters, January 7, '‘Disaster in
Curtin”, letters, January 7).

Ttis noticeable the Curtin
Group Centre Master Plan has
notbeen finalised, nearly one
year atter comments closed.

This dvaft plan recommends
aredevelopment height limit of
two storeys.

Yet the the developers now
want six, knowing this will re-
duce the winter sun in the town
square and will also tempora-
rily remmove the public toilets
presently on ACT land.

Not good developments for
the commercial attractiveness
ofthe centre.

It will also be guite dispro-
portionate to the other three
sides of single-storey build-
ings.lamunaware of any res-
ident who welcomes
this proposal.

t seeins, once again, a
public amenity in Canberrais
set to be appropriated for
private profit. Stick to the
master plan - draft or
final. Please.

Peter Graves, Curtin

Krystian Seibert's article “Gov-
ernment of the people” (January
9, p12) and your editorial “Des-
troying Canberra to save it?”
(January 12, p16) hit the nailon
the head. Siebert mentions the
need for proper and sincere com-
munity engagement whichis
severely lacking in the Canberra
planning processes.

Itisrather puzzling, asearly
last year the ACT government
brought two Canadian planners
to Canberra to discuss how com-
munity consultation could worle
to the benefit of all.

My hopes were raised that at
last there would be a different
approach to the archaie, bullying
tactics of the LDA. But no. None
of the wisdom of the Canadian
planners has been taken on
board, even though the City of.
Geraldton in WA and the South
Australian government have had
great success with such an ap-
proach.

For citizensjuries to worlc ef-
fectively the government hasto
be sineere in wanting to hear
what the community views are
and have the community in-
volved from the beginning,

Herein Canberra the opposite

approachis taken—rather-this
is what you are going to get un-
lessyou scream, With thisap-
proach the ACT government
now has on its hands many issues
that the community is very un-
happy about - the City to the
Lake, the Manula Oval complex,
the Curtin and Dicleson shops de-
velopments, and the Currong flat
development, not to mention
‘Waest Basin where part ofthe
Lakeisduetobefilledinanda
private housing development

onsultatios
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plonked right on our park. Itis

Y

Curtin Residents Association members are concerned,

Six storeys are an unwelcome
development for area’s amenity

&
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Maintain our origins

thority ("“Residents fear date
with density”, December 15, p8)!
Our garden city is being trashed
by developers, assisted by an
ACT government apparently
caring more about revenue than
the terminal damage being done
to Canbetra.

This city need not be lile
Sydney, as so frequently pro-
posed by some, Usually by those
who don't understand the ori-
gins of our city, in the planning
theories of Marion and Waltey
Griffin and the planning prac-
tices of the former National Cap-
ital Development Commission.

Modernise (if 250-400-square
metve blocks can be called that)
in the new areas. Maintain the
civic amenity in the older areas,
That's what makes Canberraa
living and liveable city.

Peter Graves, Curtin
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truly time for a more mature ap-
proach to our planning process
so that we don’t lose the city we
love and treasure.

Pernny Moyes, Hughes

Disaster in Curtin

The latest development applic-
ation for Curtin shops deserves

more scrutiny than the usnal
developer-friendly govern-
ment rubber stamp.

Theinlkis barely dry on the
imposed “master plan” and we
see a proposal to erect asix
storey building with all the
charm of a monolithic chunic
right in the middle of the
centre.

Must we compromise on
quality design? Must all group
centres meet the same fate as
Jamison with its ugly collec-
tion of cheaply built apart-

ments already visibly decaying

and crumbling?
The Curtin shops proposal
makes no attempt to respond

to existing character, and it will

overshadow and dominate the
publicsquare.

‘What is to become of the in-
teresting and popular inde-
pendent shops in the existing

(fully tenanted) building that is

tobe displaced? Many ques- _

tions must be answered, and

the quality.of the design signi-

“ficantly improved, before this
major change to a pexfectly
functional and popular centre
is approved. ’

1 encourage interested users

of Curtin shops to view the

plans on the ACTPLA website
and consider making a submis-

sion prior to the January 31
closing date.

Scott Humphries, Curtin
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Adjust the height
Some Curtin residents are con-
cerned the scale of a proposed
shopping centre redevelopment
is toolarge for the central square
(“Curtin call to reduce size of
development”, January 11,p.1).

Public response for the pre-
paration of a Draft Master Plan,
Master Plan, and for the de-
veloper stressed the importance
af scale and for no additional
shadowing of the square.

The development application
for Mrs Haridemos claims few
peoplesit or linger inthe central
square in winter and that the
proposed building, predomi-
nantly the commercial section,
would shadow the courtyard
progressively fromnoon on
June 21, lengthening further
from 2pm. Its wall height adja-
centtothe square is the equiva-
lent of three residential floors.
Documents note “ground floor
with mezzanine”, which may be
why the commercial section is
30 high.

The applicant states new re-
tail developments tend to deliver
floor-to-ceiling heights of five to
six metres. The height could be
reduced by two metres, satisty-
ing the developer and lessening
the shading of the courtyard. On
the wall facing Strangways
Street, the floor height of the
commercial section equals three
residential floors. The reduced
height ofthe ground floor still
would comply with the waste col-
lection standard of a six-metre
overhead clearance.

Jeremy McGrane, Kingston

About time, National Capital Au-





