
Objection to MP08_0098 MOD 13 - Construction of a new hotel and residential 
tower and alterations to existing building 
 

Mine was one of the 85 out of 110 responses who objected to the MP08_0098 MOD 

13 development when exhibition was first made. I attended the public meeting called 

by the IPC today on the morning of the 27th Of August 2019. 

Firstly, I would like to than the chairperson and panel of the meeting in allowing 

presentation of views by interested parties in a balanced and professional mannert. It 

was good to hear other views from those supporting and objecting to this 

development. 

After this meeting and considering the position put by all the speakers, I’m still 

strongly objecting to the development modification for the following reasons: 

1. I’m not objecting to the existing Star Casino complex or the addition of the 

ribbon complex but to the 237 metre tower which is disproportionate and 

imposing over the character of the Pyrmont peninsular north of the Pyrmont 

Bridge 

2. It is undemocratic and spiteful that when the Department of Planning properly 

rejected the development (considering the design and planning rules for the 

area) that political pressure is being put on the Department and IPC with the 

premier wanting a ‘snap review’ of the recommendation outside the planning 

process. 

3. Several speakers in favour of the development made representation that 

Sydney urgently needs more 5 star hotel rooms. The Star Casino already has 

three hotels in its complex that have over 480 five star rooms already so the 

extra 220 rooms afforded by the tower is not a large increase. This increase 

could be achieved within the existing profile of the Star complex. 

4. The extra 150 luxury apartments take up more that 50% of the tower and is 

not needed in the Pyrmont area which is already the highest density suburb in 

Australia and whose infrastructure is not coping with the traffic, noise and 

disruption caused by the existing Star Casino. 

5. Several speakers spoke in favour of the extra restaurants, Lyric Theatre and 

entertainment areas in the development and the loss this would be if not 

approved. Most of these are already existing or in the approved ribbon 

complex (shown below), which is nearly complete, so rejection of the tower 

would not affect these. 

6. The Pyrmont peninsula (north of Pyrmont Bridge) is not part of the CBD, nor 

part of the high rise Barrangaroo and Cockle Bay high rise perimeter and 

cannot be used to justify this isolated and nonessential tower. 



 

 

I hope that the IPC does not succumb to political pressure and instead upholds the 

decision of the Department of Planning Industry and Environment to reject 

MP08_0098 MOD 13 development.. 

 

Yours Sincerely 

Bruce Hunter 

 

 

 


