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Dear IPC Chair
I am responding to the upcoming public meeting being held by the Independent Planning
Commission NSW to listen to our community’s views on the proposed Greenwich Hospital
Redevelopment.

As a health professional I have serious concerns about this proposed development, in
particular the fact that the size and scale of it will erode the potential use of this site as a
hospital facility into the future. 

Further there is already a plethora of other aged care developments in the pipeline,
existing/approved and/or under way in this local government area that require
examination. It is paramount that Greenwich Hospital be retained as a zoned health facility
and its role not be eroded.

Accordingly, there is a need for further significant reduction in the size and scale of the
proposal. Public palliative care and rehabilitation are much needed and should be
enhanced and expanded.

Please find attached a document providing additional supporting information to this email.

I ask that the IPC take the issues I have raised into consideration in making its decision on
the Greenwich Hospital development proposal.

I would be happy to discuss further the issues I have raised and would appreciate a
response.

Yours sincerely

Dr Liz GILL
Dip Pty (Sydney), BSc PT (UWO Canada) MBA (AGSM), MA(MGSM), PhD(Sydney) 
Research Fellow
John Walsh Centre for Rehabilitation Research, Sydney Medical School Northern,THE UNIVERSITY 
OF SYDNEY
Kolling Institute of Medical Research, Royal North Shore Hospital, St Leonards, NSW 2065
T +61417041838 F+612 9926 4045
E liz.gill@sydney.edu.au W http://www.rehab.med.usyd.edu.au
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2 Albert Street 
Greenwich 2065 
October 11 2020 


 
Dear IPC Chair 


Greenwich Redevelopment (SSD-8699) 
 


In regards to the upcoming public meeting being held by the Independent Planning 
Commission NSW to listen to our community’s views on the proposed Greenwich Hospital 
Redevelopment, I make the following submission for your consideration. 
 
As a health professional I have serious concerns about this proposed development in 
particular the fact that this site has a SP2 health service facility zoning under the Lane Cove 
Council Local Environment Plan 2009.  This Local Environment Plan 2009 makes residential 
villas/apartments a prohibited use, as these cannot be considered in any way as a health 
services facility. Further, it is clear that on the basis of the costings provided these 
villas/apartments remain a significant part of the total proposed redevelopment (almost 50 
percent).  
 
In reality, the proposed development does NOT meet the specified requirements for it to be 
assessed as a State Significant Development because the apartments/villas are not 
“incidental or ancillary” to the proposal. Further, this site cannot meet the current 2004 
standards required by the NSW Environmental Planning Policy for seniors housing due to 
both its specific topography and its location that does not provide good access to retail and 
health services, regular daily public transport services and broader community facilities.  
 
The community on this lower north shore has experienced the selloff by previous and 
present governments of significant public land, both school and hospital sites, for 
redevelopment. This now leaves the NSW community exposed with having to pick up the 
tab into the future for land purchases to build public infrastructure to meet forecast 
significant population growth. In particular I refer to the huge rezoning for residential 
development that has been approved by the NSW State government for the Crows Nest/St 
Leonards area. This will see a massive increase in the residential population in this area, in 
fact more than double has been identified just for Greenwich. 
 
Because of the significant population growth now planned for this area, land for dedicated 
public health facilities will be at a premium. It is therefore essential that this site retain its 
health service facility zoning and be preserved as a hospital facility site, not a long-term 
privately operated residential aged care site. 
 
In addition, there is emerging evidence that demand for residential aged care sites may 
likely decrease as the baby boomer generation ages. In this regard, I refer to my recent 
research and in press journal article “Identifying baby boomer service expectations for 
future aged care community services in Australia” DOI: 10.1111/hsc.13187. I would be 
happy to provide further details should this assist the IPC. 
 







Further, it is apparent that in the development of this Greenwich Hospital site proposal, no 
account has been taken of the supply of seniors housing and its impact on future demand in 
this area. I refer to the already approved 92 bed Residential Aged Care Facility at 33 
Greenwich Road and the redevelopment of the 2 Greenwich Road site as seniors housing. 
There is also no consideration given to the existence of the Glenwood Nursing home on 
Greenwich Road nor the plethora of other aged care developments that are in the pipeline, 
approved and/or under way in this local government area. These include existing and 
proposed sites on Longueville Road and Tambourine Bay Road, along with the proposed 
expansive redevelopment of St Columbas at Lane Cove. 
 
As a health professional, I am well aware of the significant growing need for public palliative 
care and rehabilitation infrastructure. Therefore, I ask that the IPC refuse the existing 
proposal in its current revised form. However, I suggest that the IPC has an opportunity to 
recommend the development proposal be revised to largely focus on much-needed public 
palliative care and rehabilitation infrastructure. This will ensure that this Greenwich Hospital 
site is retained as a health facility into the future and makes a much-needed contribution to 
the public health facilities of this State. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission. 
 
 
 
Dr Liz Gill 






