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Submission on proposed zoning in Bringellv

Who are we?

We represent a group of adjolning properties on he
RN /.t the time of writing, all nine adjoining property owners {(see map) potentially -
connecting together with a total area of over 45 acres, are signatories to this submission,

Purpose of submission /

The partles to this submussxon (see page 2) oppose the sole Agrlcuiture/Agrlbuslness land use proposed
for our area, . S o

We are seeking a revision of zoning to widen the land use options The following points outline the
basis for our submission: :

1. Restriction of development o'ppor:t_dnities '

To restrict land use in our area to selely Agriculture/Agribusiness is in our eyes both unfair and

short-sighted. Many of the fandholders have owned these properties for three decades or more
in the knowledge that the area was destined for a future airport. We have endured the major
inconvenience of NO town water and NO sewer but looked beyond that because we believed our
properties were likely to be sought after for airport-related businesses or services when an
airport finally became a reality. '

2. It would be uneconomical to convert to Agricuiture/Agribus_iness tand use

-We feel a buy up of properties in our area would be both cumbersome.and uneconomical for
government or commercial industry to undertake. There are better and larger properties to
service Agriculture/Agribusiness land use to both the north and west (even past the M9), Some
of these properties (including Leppington Pastoral Company our direct neighbour) have existing
agricultural use. Qur properties do not. :

3. Proximity te airport southern service entry

Our land is extremely well-placed for access to the Western Sydney Alrport cargo and
- -Mmaintenance areas via the airport southern service entrance. Our properties are only about 150
imetres from this entry. pointweven closer than.the proposed. Aerotropolis Core group an the

- rve commercial business Interests such as those associated wnth cargo and maintenance, s,
articularly warehousmg and Iogistlcs

rsectlon about 300 metres to our south

e

use of the cEivided roa , ss north towards the alrport, from properties on the opposite
{eastern) side of The Northern Rd, is not as direct. Exit is only possible towards the south; the
driver must continue travelling south until reaching a turning bay where they can then head
north back towards the airport. ‘
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On the other hand, access to the alrport from our side {(western) of The Northern Rd is much
more direct: exit left then travel 150 metefs riorth to the airport southern service entrance st

iy T

m

o 'For businesses wish g to locate to th|s area not directly invalved with the Western. Sydney o
- Airport would still relish the ease of access to excellent transport roads including Dwyer Road

5. Commercially enticing

Not all commercial parties interested in acquiring land close to the airport will be multinational
billion doliar companies. Many smaller companies {yet still large commercial businesses) would
relish an opportunity to acquire sites close to the airport to ply their trade. Competition is the
framework of modern business. Giving options to business opens up further cpportunities
allowing businesses to expand. Many Australian businesses are in this category. Some
landowners have already been approached by commercial businesses to discuss the prospect of
acquiring their property should land use far the area expand.

QOutcome

Qur group is seeking a widening of land use options to also include:

Warehousing and logistics

High technology commercial enterprise/industry
Retail

Food production and processing

Food technology and research

Associated administration & offices

Thank you for considering our submission.

Parties to this submission:

Landowners Bringelly address Mobile ... Signature
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Date: 31 October 2018
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Figure 1. MAP showing Eocatlon of properttes In this submisslon
The map shows the nine adjoining

Comment

Not one person contacted has
expressed views against this tvpe of proposal, Evegon e contacted has been willing to sign this
-submission.

The main difficulties in landowners committing to submissions in this area have been:
¢ Families have busy schedules.
* Not realising what the proposed zoning actually means,
* Not realising that they could have a voice In the decision making process
.. Not realising that their opinions could matter to Government. Many believe that the process has
'glready been decided between government and large land owners and companies.
bh‘ficulty in contacting owners of leased properties,

. leﬂculty in contactmg people generally due to them being on leave or working multiple jobs.
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