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Submission to the Barangaroo Review by EcoTransit Sydney

EcoTranst Sydneyis a community-based public transpot advocacygroup.In therecentpas
we have benvery active in proposng public transpot soluions espedly rail?, lightrail?
and cycling® soluionsthroughoutSydney.

Our submisson addesses Points 2 and4 of the Review s temns of reference We would be
pleagd to meet with thereview panelto discuss our concensandelaborate onthesoluion
we propoe.

1. Adequacy of planned transport arrangements to meet the demand
generated by the site at full development (ToR 2.)

In its preentform the Barangaono schene would be anisolated erclaveinsufficiently
suppoted by pubiic transpor capacty. In fad it would placeunaugainabk presure on
existing public transpot.

Thisislargdy anoutcone of recent planning misdirecion andleadeship ingability within
theformer state govenment It is apparentthat the Barangaoo devdopess always favoueda
lightrail route serving the site. Regretably, until late in the premiership of KristinaKenally,
roadsand buspublic trangoort were thefocusof Sydney’s planning. Lightrail soluionswere
actively oppsedby NSW Trangport andTreasiry andregponsble plansfor theexpangon of
heavy rail capaity hadlangushedfor sone yeas. Under the lenmaandReespremierships,
matters were furtherconfused by a brief infatuaion with large-scale metro schemes In shott,
thepeiiod of ingabiity during which the Barangaoo schene took shapewasnot conducve
to soundandinnovatve plannngin relaion to thesite’s future.

It is plainly the case thatcurrentpublic transpot arangenent would not med the needsof
theaddtional 23,000workers andresdent expecedto occupythe Barangaoo site underthe
mog recentversion of theredevebpmentschene. Thisrepresntsanincrease in CBD jobs
(andtherefore conmuters) of around 9percent

Accessreliestoo heaviy onWynyard station from which the site can bereadedonly by a
longwalk. Wynyard Stationis alreadyat or near capacty and,with the preent unexgciedly
rapid increa in rail commuting, it will also, in thefuture, needto caer for muchaddtional
commuter accessto other patts of the nothem CBD aswell as Barangaoo.

L http://ecotransit.org.au/ets/NWRL

2 http://ecotransit.org.au/ets/dulwich_hill_light _rail greenway
3 http://ecotransit.org.au/ets/citywest-cyclelink

4 http://ecotransit.org.au/ets/files/ETN_0909 CBDMetro.pdf



TheCBD is adreadycongetedwith buses espedily in peakpetiodsandit would befolly to

rely onthis modefor public trarsport to the site. Indeedthe priority (as recognsed by City of
Sydneyandthe State Govemmentin the currentlightrail planning process isto rapidly wind
back the numberof busesenieringthe CBD.

We are also concenedthatthe plannal pedesriantunnelfrom Wynyard to Barangaoo would
have to acconmodat atleast 10,000pedetriansan hourduring peakpeiiodsif Wynyard was
thesolerail trarspont acess.

Devebpmentof theBarangawoo precinct onthe linesof the currentscheme will also placean
unsugainabk amountof addtional cartraffic on overcrowded CBD streets —anunaceptble
and counemproductve outcone.

Whatis neededs a new high-capacty and more directpublic transpot acces point locaed
in the centre of the Barangaoo precinct We submit that the White Bay Green Link
scheme (WBGL) outlined in the attached briefing paper (White Bay GreenLink —An
owverview) representsarobust solution to this need.

At present, public transpot fromtheinne weg to the central andnorthern CBD reliesalmost
completely on bisesentringthe CBD onanindirectroute viathe AnzacBridgeor
Paramata Road,Broadway and Geoige Street The WBGL would reslve this situdion
(whichis boundto be worsenedby the planned cocentation of workers and resdentsin
Barangano) by making Barangaioo the main acess point for commuters from theinnerweg
and, viafuture lightrail extengonsalong Victoria Road,theinner north-wed. With the
WBGL solutionin place,conmuters from these regions of Sydneywould saveasmuch as30
minuteson curentpeakpeltiod joumeytimes

We also contendthatthe expeceddevebpmentof alightrail loopwithin the CBD (a scheme
we completely suppot) would notin its presentform adequaely answer the needfor public
transpot accessto Barangaoo becaus it is anchoedon Cental Stationin the extrenme south
of the CBD, makingit aninefficientconpromise for commuters fromthe innerwed and
innernorth-wed.

Basd onacog compaitisonwith thelarger SydneyHarbour TunnelProject it islikely tha
the WBGL would cog betwveen $350mand$450m or bewween 5% and7.5% of the stated $6
billi on cog of the Barangaoo project Thefact thatthe WBGL would significanly enhane
theconmercial and retail value of the projectsuggess thata significantpropottion of thecod
should be bome by Barangaoo’s devebpes.

2. Relocation of the cruise terminal to White Bay (ToR 4.)

Thenaure of theredevebpmentof theunusd caigo wharvesat White Bay is uncertain. Part
of thesiteis curenty eamarkedfor a cruise pasenge terminal (CPT). Other patts of the site
will certainly beredeeloped in the nearfuture for resdental, indugrial or edu@tonal
purposes

In the absence of adirect public and active transport link such asthe WBGL, all these
potential uses will generate additional road traffic that will further congest already
over crowded local roads and particularly the routeto the CBD via the Anzac Bridge.

EcoTranst Sydneyhasseriousreservationsaboutthe proposdrelocaton o CPT faciliti esat
Barangaoo to White Bay. It would appeato be only a short-term soluion becaus the



evolution of pasengership desgn is making the future of anyterminal site weg of the
HarbourBridgeuncertain.

It isthe cae thatthenewgeneation of ocean liners now undercongruction will betootall to
passuncerthe SydneyHarbourBridge.Unless the Augrdian Govemmentis willi ng to
preval onthecruise ship builders to build, andopeators to use, lower ships—anextremely
unlikely evenuality —the State Govemmentwill acualy needto invest in terminal faciliti es
ead of theHarbourBridgeor at Botany Bay.

To date, in regponge to this problem, cruise operators haveassertedthatthe new genestion of
taller vessels are notyet deginedfor the Audralian cruise market, thatlower shipswhich can
fit underthe HarbourBridgewill coninueto opeate here, andthat White Bay therefore
remainsaviable option. Thiswould apper to bea short-sighted attitude. At the very least,
the Barangar oo Review should seek independent advice on thisissue.

A resoluionisalso increasngly urgentbecaue of the peaking of world oil supplies andthe
inevitable effectof this oncivil aviation. It isentrely possible thatin thenextdecalethe
rising expen® of air travelwill cawse ashift backto oceantravelfor reasonsotherthan
recreatonalcruising.

In these circunstancesit may beprudentto retan sonme CPT capaity at Barangaioo and for
the NSW govemmentto seekarobug soluion (such asbuying backthe Wooloonooloo
FingerWharf) thattakesinto accountherealty of thenew ocean linerdesgns

Whateve thefuture of the now-unused White Bay area, the creaton of a nev anddirect
public transpor link to the CBD will benecesly if counemproducive road congdionisto
beavoided.
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