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To: Department of Planning, 
I make this submission against the planning proposal which seeks to amend the Ku-Ring-Gai Local Environmental Plan (LEP) 2015 to facilitate the redevelopment of the site for a 5-
storey residenWal flat building with approximately 40 dwellings. My objecWon is based on based on intolerable traffic and parking issues and irreversible biodiversity loss. 
The street has been overdeveloped with two huge, aged care faciliWes and two new apartment complexes. The traffic is already intolerable and parking on the street is impossible. 
With 40 new dwellings this will add to the chaos in the street. There appears to have been no thought put into the planning of Killeaton Street at the Mona Vale end. 
The Environment Protec-on and Biodiversity Conserva-on Act 1999 lists 'TurpenWne-lronbark Forest of the Sydney Basin Bioregion' as a CriWcally Endangered Ecological 
Community. This site has a remnant 287 square metre patch of Sydney TurpenWne lronbark Forest. There is less than .05% in the world. In Ku-ring-gai there is lid le protecWon for 
these criWcally endangered ecosystems. Threatened species such as the Grey-headed Flying-foxes have been recorded as inhabiWng on the site. 
The potenWal development will result in the direct loss of approximately 287 square metres of STIF. It is not an insignificant loss, given the survey established the presence or likely 
presence of three species of bats: 
· Pteropus poliocephalus Grey-headed Flying-fox

· Micronomus norfolkensis Eastern Coastal Free-tailed Bat· Miniopterus orianae oceanensis Eastern Bent-wing Bat
The direct loss of trees will represent the loss of potenWal or realised foraging habitat for these three species. Rezoning to R4 and giving approval to build a 40 story unit block
ulWmately means cuhng down naWve trees and that is not what the community wants.
Former Treasury chief Dr Ken Henry completed a review into the effecWveness of the 2016 Biodiversity act found that Australia's environment must be given legal priority over land­
clearing and logging to survive.

Please reject this planning proposal to rezone 130 Killeaton Street. St Ives based on the traffic and parking issues and the destrucWve impact on the rare flora and fauna.
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17 February, 2023 
 
RE: (PP-2022-1137) Planning Proposal 130 Killeaton Street, St Ives 
 
To: Department of Planning, 
 
I make this submission against the planning proposal which seeks to amend the Ku-Ring-Gai Local 
Environmental Plan (LEP) 2015 to facilitate the redevelopment of the site for a 5-storey residenWal 
flat building with approximately 40 dwellings. My objecWon is based on based on intolerable traffic 
and parking issues and irreversible biodiversity loss. 
 
The street has been overdeveloped with two huge, aged care faciliWes and two new apartment 
complexes. The traffic is already intolerable and parking on the street is impossible. With 40 new 
dwellings this will add to the chaos in the street. There appears to have been no thought put into the 
planning of Killeaton Street at the Mona Vale end.  
 
The Environment Protec-on and Biodiversity Conserva-on Act 1999 lists ‘TurpenWne-Ironbark Forest 
of the Sydney Basin Bioregion’ as a CriWcally Endangered Ecological Community. This site has a 
remnant 287 square metre patch of Sydney TurpenWne Ironbark Forest. There is less than .05% in the 
world. In Ku-ring-gai there is lidle protecWon for these criWcally endangered ecosystems. Threatened 
species such as the Grey-headed Flying-foxes have been recorded as inhabiWng on the site.  
 
The potenWal development will result in the direct loss of approximately 287 square metres of STIF. It 
is not an insignificant loss, given the survey established the presence or likely presence of three 
species of bats:  
 
• Pteropus poliocephalus Grey-headed Flying-fox  
• Micronomus norfolkensis Eastern Coastal Free-tailed Bat  
• Miniopterus orianae oceanensis Eastern Bent-wing Bat  
 
The direct loss of trees will represent the loss of potenWal or realised foraging habitat for these three 
species. Rezoning to R4 and giving approval to build a 40 story unit block ulWmately means cuhng 
down naWve trees and that is not what the community wants.  
 
Former Treasury chief Dr Ken Henry completed a review into the effecWveness of the 2016 
Biodiversity act found that Australia’s environment must be given legal priority over land-clearing 
and logging to survive.  
 
Please reject this planning proposal to rezone 130 Killeaton Street, St Ives based on the traffic and 
parking issues and the destrucWve impact on the rare flora and fauna.  
 
Regards 

 



















































































Dear Sir/Madam, 

I write in relation to the Planning Proposal for 130 Killeaton Street, St 

Ives. (Lot 1, DP 748682) 

I object to the proposal (a 5 storey, 40 unit complex) for the following 

reasons: 

• The destruction of scores of trees 

We need to protect Ku-ring-gai’s urban tree canopy. This site is a wildlife 

corridor. The trees are home to possums and a huge variety of native 

birdlife, including kookaburras. I overlook the site and regularly have 

cockatoos, lorikeets, noisy miners, butcher birds, king parrots, magpies 

and currawongs drinking from and bathing in the birdbath on my balcony. 

Removal of these trees will displace so much native wildlife. The trees 

are their homes too. 

The original arborist and ecologist report originally commissioned by the 

investor/developer mis-identified trees. Was this to enable the rezoning 

of the site and the removal of scores of trees?  

The trees have since been correctly identified as Sydney Turpentine 

Ironbark Forest (STIF) & Blue Gum High Forest (BGHF). If the proposed 

development is approved, it will result in the removal of over 50 critically 

endangered trees. 

The NSW govt has set a goal to nearly double Greater Sydney’s tree 

canopy coverage in just over a decade. How is the destruction of these 

trees working towards achieving that target? A spokesperson for the 

Dept of Planning, Housing & Infrastructure is on record stating the State 

Government remains committed to achieving the 40% target by 2036 

‘with more than $35 million awarded to Councils across Greater Sydney 

for more than 130 urban greening projects’. How does rezoning this site 

to enable the destruction of these trees reconcile with that commitment? 

• Increased traffic and parking pressure 

A traffic study of this section of Killeaton St East was done some years 

ago and prior to the completion of two very large aged care homes plus 

an additional townhouse complex within the immediate vicinity of 130 

Killeaton Street. Residents already struggle to find on-street parking. 

This does not indicate any appropriate planning or thought for the 

amenity of residents in this area.  



• Infrastructure overload 

Is the Dept of Planning, Housing & Infrastructure intending to conduct a 

study into the impacts on infrastructure in this area, before considering 

approving this rezoning or development? 

• Rezoning 

The proposed rezoning of 130 Killeaton Street is putting developer’s 

needs before the Community’s needs. The developer bought the site 

knowing it was zoned SP2. Why should the developer benefit from a 

rezoning? In my opinion, a rezoning would offer the developer a sizeable 

financial windfall and offer nothing of benefit to the community.  

Local communities should have a say in what works best for them. 

Residents in this street already know the difficulties they have with traffic 

and parking.  

I would like to invite a representative from the Dept of Planning, Housing 

& Infrastructure to come out to 130 Killeaton Street, St Ives and see 

what a new 5 storey, 40 unit complex will mean for this 200m section of 

Killeaton Street. 

Yours sincerely. 

  

 























 

 

SUBMISSION: RR-2023-9 130 KILLEATON STREET, ST IVES NSW 2075 (PP-2022-1137) 

Introduc�on 

There is no doubt that beter plans for more affordable and an increased housing stock for 
Australians is required. However, this should not be considered in isola�on, to sa�sfy short term 
gains, or take precedence over the considera�on for longer term environmental and community 
impacts. Australia’s environment and its biodiversity should be given priority over land clearing for 
individual gain. The current rezoning proposal will not produce affordable or rent to buy housing 
stock that would most benefit the community and does not take material steps in its design to 
remove, address or mi�gate its environmental impacts on our na�ve flora and fauna. 

Traffic and Infrastructure 

This part of Killeaton Street has already witnessed a large amount of development to increase 
housing stock. This has included a large Meriton development of 300 units (Alcove, 132-138 Killeaton 
Street) on the former College of St Pius X Monastery Site, a site rezoned from SP2 to R4 specifically 
for this purpose, the development of a 74-unit complex on the corner of Mona Vale Rd and Killeaton 
Street (124-128 Killeaton Street) and the currently under construc�on development of 10 
townhouses at 142 Killeaton Street. These last two developments replacing single dwelling housing 
stock. Due to inadequate planning policies that legislate appropriate off-street parking for these 
developments, on street parking associated with these developments now produces traffic chaos 
crea�ng a safety hazard for pedestrians and drivers trying to exit or enter the exis�ng developments 
and navigate the narrow street.  

In addi�on, further pressure is placed on this sec�on of Killeaton Street with the recently completed 
Es�a Aged Care Facility on the corner of Yarrabung Rd and the soon to be completed Thompson Aged 
Care facility on the corner of Mona Vale Rd. Both of this community facili�es will have a significant 
impact on the volume of traffic moving through this area. This has not been accounted for in the 
Traffic Report prepared as part of this proposal nor has the traffic report considered the impact of 
the new townhouses. 

Although the suppor�ng documents generated by the developer1 indicate that the proposal will 
comply with planning policies including the required number of off-street parking spaces the 
documents atached to the proposal do not support the traffic report. Councils Local Centres DCP 
requires that a total of fi�y-four resident spaces and ten visitor spaces (64 in total) be provided for a 
development of this size and accommoda�on mix. The Architect’s drawings submited as part of the 
proposal only indicate sixty-two spaces. Although this may be considered a minor devia�on at this 
stage, it demonstrates that the proposal has not fully considered its impact on the already 
unmanageable traffic and infrastructure situa�on at this end of Killeaton Street. 

The rezoning of this land to accommodate forty addi�onal dwellings will overwhelm the currently 
unsustainable traffic condi�on on this sec�on of Killeaton Street and key aspects of traffic genera�on 
(two aged care facili�es and a new townhouse development) have not been considered in the traffic 
report. If this rezoning is to be considered, condi�ons must be atached to alleviate the already 
inadequate street parking and untenable pedestrian safety situa�on. 

 
1 “Proposed Residential Planning Proposal 130 Killeaton Street, St Ives Traffic, Transport and Parking 
 Assessment Report” 6th May 2022, Prepared by Terraffic Pty Ltd Traffic and Parking Consultants and “Planning 
 Proposal 130 Killeaton Street, St Ives, NSW 2075” prepared by Mackenzie Architects International dated 29 
 March 2022. 



 

 

Environment Fauna and Flora 

The Turpen�ne–Ironbark Forest is listed as a cri�cally endangered ecological community under 
the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act). It is recognised as 
two separate endangered ecological communi�es in New South Wales listed under the Threatened 
Species Conservation Act 1995. The NSW-listed ecological communi�es are known as the Sydney 
Turpen�ne–Ironbark Forest and the Blue Mountains Shale Cap Forest. 

This 2,803m2 site the subject of this proposal has a remnant 287m2 patch of Sydney Turpen�ne- 
Ironbark Forest (STIF) or 10% of its total area. The proposed development will result in the direct loss 
of 15 STIF with only 6 STIF to be retained, clearing over 70% of the STIF on the site. This is not an 
insignificant loss and the impact of this has been significantly diminished in the developer supplied 
reports given that a survey has established the presence or likely presence of three species of bats.  

1. Pteropus poliocephalus (Grey-headed Flying Fox)2, 
2. Mormopterus norfolkensis (Eastern Coastal Free Tailed Bat),  
3. Miniopterus orianae oceanensis (Large Bent-wing bat) 

The direct loss of STIF trees will represent the loss of poten�al or realized foraging habitat for these 
three species, all of which are iden�fied on Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016 as vulnerable and 
whose main threat to con�nued existence is the loss of foraging and roos�ng habitat. The rezoning 
proposal and consequent development plan have failed to adequately consider and have deliberately 
diminished its impact on the flora or fauna of the site and makes no ac�ve effort to minimize, 
mi�gate or reduce this impact. 

Summary 

Based on the untenable impact on traffic and parking and the destruc�ve and detrimental effect on 
our na�ve flora and fauna this proposed rezoning will have, please reject this planning proposal to 
rezone 130 Killeaton Street, St Ives from SP2 to R4. The planning proposal does not provide housing 
stock that will posi�vely impact on housing supply and choice in the surrounding area and the 
development does not offer significant benefits to the community through the provision of 
affordable housing stock nor rent to buy. The associated design proposal will have a highly 
detrimental and irreversible impact on this site’s biodiversity and on the na�ve fauna and flora of the 
wider municipality and region. 

 

Regards, 

 
2  In 2021 the species was listed as Vulnerable" on the Interna�onal Union for Conserva�on of Nature (IUCN) 
 Red List of Threatened Species. This is the world’s most comprehensive informa�on source on the global 
 ex�nc�on risk status of animal, fungus and plant species. 
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