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ABOUT PLACE SCORE AND THIS RESEARCH

Place Score offers two sophisticated data collection tools, Care Factor and Place
Experience (PX) Assessments. Like a ‘place census’, Care Factor captures what
your community really values, while PX Assessments measure the community’s
lived experience.

Together they help you identify what is important, how a place is performing
and what the focus of change should be. An attribute with a high Care Factor
but a low PX Assessment should be a priority for investment.

There are many benefits in using Place Score for your project research:
« Community segmentation; geographic and demographic

« Insights that can be used for multiple projects over a number of years:
strategic planning and implementation projects

« Quantitative data for evidence based planning to measure the impact
of investment over time

« Identification of place attributes that the community all cares about as
well as potential conflicts to minimise risk

HOW THE PLACE SCORE SYSTEM WORKS:

PX Assessment
captures how your community
‘rates’ each attribute...

Care Factor
captures what attributes
your community ‘values’...

A place attribute with a high Care Factor but a low PX
Score should be prioritised.

WHERE AND WHEN WAS THIS DATA COLLECTED?

Between 4 February and 6 March 2019 Place Score collected Neighbourhood
Care Factor surveys and PX Assessments for the Inner West Council. This data is
the basis for your Neighbourhood Community Insights Report.

Surveys were available in: English, Italian, Greek, Simplified Chinese, Spanish,
and Vietnamese.

NEIGHBOURHOOD CARE FACTOR SURVEY
Which place attributes are most important to you in your ideal neighbourhood?

- 1805 respondents, with 1701 being local residents

- Respondents were asked ‘What is your small or big idea to make your
neighbourhood a better place?”’

- 1203 people shared their ideas.

- Online and face-to-face data was collected between 4 February and

6 March 2019.

NEIGHBOURHOOD PX ASSESSMENTS

How is each place attribute impacting your personal enjoyment of your
neighbourhood?

- 1091 local residents, workers and visitors completed a Neighbourhood PX
Assessment

- Respondents were asked ‘What's missing in your neighbourhood that would
make it a better place to live?

- 867 people shared their ideas.

- Online and face-to-face data was collected between 4 February and

6 March 2019,

A total of 2,896 responses were collected during the research.

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org
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ABOUT PLACE SCORE AND THIS RESEARCH

STRATEGIC PLANNING USING PLACE SCORE

Place Score provides a rigourous evidence base for decision making
by providing four different data sets:

1. CARE FACTOR - what your community thinks is most important
in their ‘ideal neighbourhood'. Like a ‘place census’ you can use this
data to understand community values in a specific location or for a
particular demographic group

2. PX ASSESSMENT - how your community rates the liveability of
their current neighbourhood. This measures performance and
can be used as a baseline from which to compare the place after
investment and over time.

3. PLACE PRIORITIES - by aggregating the Care Factor and the PX
Assessment data we can identify what place attributes people both
care about and think are performing poorly (priorities), and those
that are performing well (retain and protect).

4. OPEN ENDED QUESTIONS - your community’s ideas for changes
that will make their lives better. This provides the opportunity to
‘hear the voice of the community".

Place Score has tailored the Neighbourhood Care Factor and PX
Assessment reporting to reflect the requirements of the Greater
Sydney Commission and Department of Planning. Place Score’s
standardised insights provides a “common language” across the LEP
update process, assuring a clear line of sight from the District Plan to
the Local Environmental Plan.

This report is designed to assimilate your community’s inputs
directly into each of the key areas of the LEP Update to help simplify
Council's task:

Local Strategic Planning Statement

Local Character Statement
LEP key themes (eg Residential)

CONNECTING PLACE SCORE TO STRATEGIC PLANNING

The Care Factor and PX Assessment include 50 neighbourhood attributes. Because liveable neighbourhoods are a
complex system of the both tangible and intangible, and the private and the public, not all Place Score attributes align
directly with the LEP Update process. The following table summarises how Place Score has built the base structure for
this report - by coding our attributes against the requirements set out in sample documents and guidelines.

PLACE SCORE OPEN
QUESTION ANALYSIS

DIRECTION / PLACE SCORE ATTRIBUTES
THEME (TOTAL OF 50)

PLAN

Open question analysis (Built
form, facilities, movement,
economy, housing, character,
public domain, community
behaviours, social connections
and safety, natural
environment, development
and change)

Built form

5 Attributes
Land use 12 attributes

Place 24 attributes
5 attributes
4 attributes

Local Character
Statement
Landscape

Movement

NOTES:

A response to the ‘Infrastructure and Collaboration’ directions from the Greater Sydney Commission’s District
Plan has not been included in this report as there was low levels of attribute alignment. Where a Place Score
attribute could have been aligned with this direction there was also an overlap with the ‘Productivity’ direction.
For the purpose of this report ‘Productivity’ was favoured as the more valuable direction for the community.

Local Character Statement categories are based on example reports for St Leonards & Crows Nest and Telopea
provided by the NSW Department of Planning and Environment.’

Planning Tool Box themes are based upon Place Score attributes and Council preferences.

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org

Place Score©2019 | P.4
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



HOW DO WE COLLECT AND USE THE DATA?

PLACE SCORE COLLECTS THREE DIFFERENT

DATA SOURCES:

CARE FACTOR
(CF)

PLACE
EXPERIENCE
ASSESSMENT
(PX)

OPEN-ENDED
QUESTION
(OPENS)

DATA SOURCE QUESTION ASKED

‘Which place attributes are most
important to you in your ideal
neighbourhood?’ Respondents
selected their 3 most important
attributes in five categories to
reveal what they value.

‘How is each place attribute
impacting your personal enjoyment
of your neighbourhood?’
Respondents rated the
performance of each attribute in
five categories in relation to their
neighbourhood.

‘What is your big or small idea to
make your neighbourhood better
foryou?”and ‘What’s missing in
your neighbourhood that would
make it a better place to live?
Respondents were given 25
words to express their ideas

for each question, responses
have been classified according
different themes by Place Score.

THERE ARE THREE DIFFERENT WAYS THE DATA IS REPORTED:
1. Raw data (e.g. Care Factor top 10)

2. Combined Care Factor and PX data (e.g. Liveability priorities)

3. Raw and/or combined data coded against NSW Planning / Greater Sydney Commission (GSC)
requirements or a specific topic (e.g. Local Character ‘Place’)

DATA SOURCE

DATA REPORTING'

NEIGHBOURHOOD
PROFILES
(P.31-110)

Str::i\(g):::iseasnd Yes Yes No Combined Care Factor and PX data
Top 10 Care Factor Yes No No Raw data
Liveability No Yes No Raw data
Ideas for change No No Yes | Raw data

PLANNING
TOOL BOX
(P.122-162)

Directions Yes Yes Yes | Raw and/or combined data coded against NSW Planning / GSC requirements
Community Priorities ) . . .
for Investment Yes Yes No Raw and/or combined data coded against NSW Planning / GSC requirements
Priorities, Strengths
and community Yes Yes Yes | Raw and/or combined data coded against NSW Planning / GSC requirements
concerns
Community ideas for No No Yes Raw and/or combined data coded against NSW Planning / GSC requirements

change

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org

'Section’s introduction and footnotes include further details regarding the different methodologies.
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ABOUT THE RESPONDENTS

CONFIDENCE LEVEL:

Unless noted otherwise, a 95% confidence level with
amargin of error of £5 (% or pts) can be expected for
all Care Factor and PX Data

CARE FACTOR DATA PX DATA 2016 CENSUS DATA

Data was collected via online and face-to-
face surveys during the period 4 February
and 6 March 2019. A total of 1091 people

Data was collected via online and face-to-face
surveys during the period 4 February and 6
March 2019. A total of 1701 local residents
participated.

participated.

This column captures the make-up of our
population in accordance with the 2016 census.

Loemogrsonc L Lowtage | scneves | e (R n=1091 N=105.715
CF LGA n =380 n=1701 Above target
o™ - GENDER GENDER GENDER
15-24 yrs 13% 5% 3.2% 4.8% below target
margin [ ) [ ) [ ) [ ) [ ) [ )
25-44 yrs 45% 5% 39.3%
45-64 yrs 28% 5% 41.2% 8.2% over target
margin
sevs e e 34.9% 64.7% 0.5% 35.1% 64.5% 0.4% 48.7% 51.3% N/A%
Male 48.7% 5% 34.9% 8.8% below target
margin
Female 51.3% £5% 64.7% 8.4% over target
margin AGE" 16.3% 3.2% AGE' 18.6% 4.1% AGE’ 13% 13%
S"Ia"|ESt :(l)r=t1900% at 95% n=67
(Haberfielgy  Conence 1524 M 15-24 M 15-24
P 1o el Ml 25-44 sy 2524 o 2544
95% Confidence . .
M 45-64 W 45-64 B 45-64 28%
15-24 yrs 13% 5% 4.1% i.:‘:;ibnelow target - 65+ . 65+ 65+
25-44 yrs 45% 25% 37.7% 39.6%
45-64 yrs 28% 5% 39.6% 6.6% above target
margin
doeyrs — COUNTRY OF BIRTH COUNTRY OF BIRTH COUNTRY OF BIRTH
Australia 72.2% Australia 71.1% Australia 58.1%
Mal 48.7% + 35.1% 8.6% bel . . . .

e h margin =" United Kingdom 9.2% United Kingdom 10.2% England 4.4%
Female Saan | 645 2% over target New Zealand 2.7% New Zealand 2.7% China 3.5%
smallest ne70 ne36 U.S.A 1.8% U.S.A 1.7% New Zealand 2.3%
sample or £7pts at 95%

(Haberfield)  Confence Italy 1.1% France 1.0% Italy 1.8%
w Notes: "Place Score does not actively collect surveys from people aged under 15. When collecting face to face data, Place Score are unable to survey people under the age of Place S ©2019 | P.6
PLACESCORE 15 years without parental consent. ace score |

www.placescore.org
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YOUR LGA DATA AT A GLANCE

carefactor
il

Care Factor requires respondents to prioritise different
aspects of a neighbourhood to identify what they personally
care the most about.

Overall, most people in your LGA selected the
following Place Attributes:

(RANK____| ATTRIBUTE

General condition of public open

Sspace (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.) O%

©,

Access to neighbourhood amenities

(cafes, shops, health and wellness services 55%
etc.) :
Local businesses that provide for

daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy, 52%
banks etc.)

Access and safety of walking, cycling '
and/or public transport (signage, paths, 50%
lighting etc.) 3

9

Elements of natural environment
(natural features, views, vegetation, 49%
topography, water, wildlife etc.)

pxassessment

A PX Assessment asks
respondents to rate how
different aspects of their
current neighbourhood
are impacting their ‘lived
place experience’, resulting
in a PX Score that captures
neighbourhood liveability.

Here is how community
rated the liveability of their
current neighbourhoods:

YOUR LGA'S
AVERAGE PX
SCORE IS:

: |

_ / Balmain and Surrounds |

2N

PLACESCORE" Notes: Full data and breakdowns are available in the next sections. Care Factor percentages are based on the percentage of respondents that selected an Place Score©2019 | P.17
attribute (n=1701). PX Scores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019
www.placescore.org investment required.Map tiles by Stamen Design, under CC BY 3.0. Data by OpenStreetMap, under ODbL. *Confidence level of 85% with a margin of

error of +7 for Haberfield and a confidence level of 90% for Stanmore-Camperdown.






NEIGHBOURHOOD PLACE VALUES

YOUR COMMUNITY VALUES NEIGHBOURHOODS
THAT ARE:

WELL MAINTAINED

Your community highly values the condition of public open spaces, so
much so that it is the number one Care Factor in every surveyed
neighbourhoods but Haberfield. The quality of public spaces (footpaths,
street trees, parks) was also selected by many members of your
community as being important to them.

HUMAN SCALED

Your community’s ideal neighbourhood offers safe and easy active
transport options that connect their residence to nearby amenities, every
day shops or parks.

LANDSCAPED AND GREEN

Your community cares about their neighbourhood offering natural
features, views, vegetation and quality landscaping.

VIBRANT AND SAFE

Your community values having things to do in the evening (bars, dining,
cinema, live music etc.), but also cares about their neighbourhood
providing a feeling of safety for all, during both day and night.

Differences: While there are some minor differences between
demographics, most of the Care Factor differences are between different
neighbourhoods.

carefactor
reiqfloscikesd

DEMOGRAPHIC DIFFERENCES IN NEIGHBOURHOOD VALUES

25-44 YEARS
OLD

45-64 YEARS
OLD

AUSTRALIAN

BORN

UK BORN

MEN

WOMEN

30% of people aged 25-44 care about ‘Spaces suitable for
play (from toddlers to teens)’ compared to only 13% of
people aged 45-64.

36% of people aged 45-64 care about ‘Local history, historic
buildings or features’ compared to only 23% of people aged
25-44

46% of people born in Australia care about ‘Protection of the
natural environment’ compared to only 36% of people born
in United Kingdom.

49% of people born in United Kingdom care about 'Overall
visual character of the neighbourhood' compared to only
38% of people born in Australia.

35% of Men care about ‘Evidence of recent public investment
(roads, parks, schools etc.) compared to only 27% of Women.

37% of Women care about ‘Evidence of community activity
(volunteering, gardening, art, community-organised events
etc.) compared to only 25% of Men.

“ Notes:  Results on this page are based on the overall Care Factor data for the LGA.
PLACESCORE g

www.placescore.org
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carefactor
reiqfloscikesd

THE FIVE PLACE DIMENSIONS ARE:

NEIGHBOURHOOD PLACE VALUES

The Care Factor survey asks respondents to select what is most important to
them in each of five Place Dimensions.

The Place Dimensions and associated Place Attributes reveal what attracts
and attaches people to a neighbourhood, as well as the barriers to entry or
connection.

YOUR LGA TOP 10 CARE FACTORS

Your LGA top 10 Care Factors are ranked based on how many people selected

each attribute as being important to them in the ‘ideal neighbourhood".

[RANK | ATTRIBUTE % OF PEOPLE [RANK | ATTRIBUTE % OF PEOPLE

CARE
Yl How well a neighbourhood is
A managed, maintained and
improved. It considers care, pride, personal
and financial investment in the area.

LOOK & FUNCTION

Physical characteristics of

a neighbourhood: how it looks and
works, the buildings, public space

and vegetation.

&,

LOOK &
FUNCTION

Wl SENSE OF WELCOME

‘H\'ﬂ The social characteristics of a
SENSE OF

L. . . . . Ml neighbourhood, and how inviting it
General condition of public open @, Things to do in the evening (bars, = o g g
space (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.) 70% \J dining, cinema, live music etc.) 48% T! feels to a range of people regardless of age,
CARE THINGS i i i
[HNGs income, gender, ethnicity or interests.
. . 5. 8 . .
Access to neighbourhood amenities Quality of public space (footpaths, Q THINGS TO DO
(cafes, shops, health and wellness services 55% - verges, parks etc.) 47% Fo ] ]\S\! o .
etc.) THINGS LOOK & &l Activities, events and inviting
TO DO FUNCTION THINGS o
LECH spaces to spend timeina
Local businesses that provide for i\,i Walking/jogging/bike paths that i\ S neighbourhood that might lead to a smile
daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy, 52% X connect housing to communal 46% ’ ®  oranew friend.
banks etc.) VSVEENLEE)(,\)AFE amenity (shops, parks etc.) . TTF(‘)”‘,‘)%S
Access and safety of walking, cycling ~ / Landscaping and natural elements Q UNIQUENESS
and/or public transport (signage, paths, 50% ‘H\Xﬂ (street trees, planting, water features etc.) 45 Lo Physical, social, cultural or
iohti SENSE OF LOOK & )
lighting etc.) WELCOME , FUNCTION LU economic aspects of an area that
[AA i i i i
Elements of natural environment f ’0" Sense of personal safety (for all ages, - make.a neighbourhood interesting, special
(natural features, views, vegetation, 49% genders, day or night) 450 Fﬁﬂ or unique.
topography, water, wildlife etc.) UNIQUE . VSVEENLéE)l\O/lFE

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org

n=1701

Notes:  Care Factor percentages are based on the percentage of respondents that selected an attribute, the ranking is based on the
level of alignmnet in your community.
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NEIGHBOURHOOD PLACE VALUES

YOUR COMMUNITY IS GENERALLY ALIGNED WITHIN

YOUR TOP 10 CARE FACTORS

The following tables illustrate the differences in values between demographic
groups. The circled numbers refer to the LGA's top 10 Care Factors, while the
grid colour identifies each demographic’s top three attributes.

DEMOGRAPHIC BREAKDOWN?*

carefactor
reiqfloscikesd

DEMOGRAPHIC BREAKDOWN'

Highest rated attributes if not in the . N
ALL ~ QOO O00000D """ Density 00H0000000
Male 593 .. 49% 50% 49% 52% 47% 49% 41% 42% Overall visual character of the
(Fig‘;laé/eigifgyt;rban 35 46% 46% 40% 46% 51% 34% 54% 54% 40% oot o TS
Female 1100 .. 54% 50% 49% 46% 47% 44% 47% 46%
Inner-urban
. . h 0/ 0
Intersex 8 38% 25% 25% 25% 38% 25% 38% 25% .(Pz{é’gtﬁe)c”o" ofthe natural environment Somamgyasm 824 ll °0% 8% 49% | 455 473 | 45% | 43%
Age éﬂ’;ﬁiﬁ,‘i_’ﬁg{,‘ 792 ll 54% 46% 49% 47% 50% 44% 44% 46%
ensity)
0-24 54 44% 54% 52% 44% 54%. 39% 30% 50% 48%
City 50 56% 50% 40% 44% 46% 44% 40% 56% (5566”02)9 of belonging in the community
25-44 669 50% 46% 49% 50% 46% 40% 45% (High density)
45-64 701 ... 49% 50% 45% 47% 49% 44%
65+ 277 .. 53% 51% 48% 32% 47% 44% 44% 45%
Country of birth (Top 3)
Australia 1228 .. 53% 51% 48% 49% 47% 44% 46% 44%
United Kingdom 157 51% 43% 47% 54% 44% 48% 42% 48%
New Zealand 46 . 57% 37%. 65% 54% 46% 52% 52% 48%
Ancestry (Top 3)
European
(including United 720 51% 47% 51% 47% 48% 47% 43%
Kingdom)
Australasian 704 .. 54% 50% 52% 48% 47% 45% 44% 46% LEGEND
W #1 attribute
Mixed 132 .. 38% 43% 50% 44% 43% 36% 39% 50% #2 attribute
#3 attribute
“ Notes:  Care Factor percentages are based on the percentage of respondents that selected an attribute, the ranking is based on the Place Score©2019 | P.21
PLACESCORE

www.placescore.org

level of alignment in your community. 'Demographic breakdown data should be used with caution as smaller samples (<80)
do not meet the 95% confidence level. n=1701
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fact
NEIGHBOURHOOD PLACE VALUES carefactor

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN NEIGHBOURHOODS (1/2) LEGEND

e . . [ Less valued than LGA
The communities in each of your neighbourhoods value different place w More valued than LGA

attributes than the LGA Top 10. This table illustrates which of the LGA Top 10 wmmm Not in a neighbourhood's top 10
attributes are less/more valued in each neighbourhood.

o —_—
< w € [N ) ©
= g0 59 —~ [ =} S —
o 3. | 25 283 55 wE £ g g g &2
S s oLy own < c o © 5 =N 0 s 2 - v NG
B Suwa a> c O oo L5 c 2 o 302 c .3 T c
oo 20 oo B —a S o © PR 29 s oo
= ] © oY [ e=1 _ © o Fre] © a Lol 205 T 5
o5 s 24%s So% Ss® | B35 | @8 &g 362 ZLE S
58y S48 g2y 23= EE g £ S8 532 o=@ T8
B5 28 hownc P=ra’) TEZ Y c S S c2o So5 S &
STl = b=~ £ Qo = [ ET]
S5 SBE i S5o | cE®E | oE 58 SEET | 2eg =
c AR =] a=g » oo B0 c 5> O > P53 vc ¢ ° &
o8 neE z -sE nEm Oy 8 7 £a £0Euw 295 @
58% gz ¢ts gs® | 5388 | £53 R SBE: | E£55 g
G i85 Ses %2 Lo = (SRR o€ =583 Sss S %
LGATOP 10
RANK #1 #2 #3 #4 #5 #6 #7 #8 “#9 “#9
Annandale
Ashfield and
Surrounds
Balmain and
Surrounds
Dulwich Hill
Haberfield'
Leichhardt
Lewisham-
Petersham
“ Notes:  The top row of this table identifies your LGA's top 10 Care Factors. The rows below it illustrate the rank each of the LGA's top Place Score©2019 | P.22
PLACESCORE 10 CF holds in each neighbourhood. The blue column on the right identifies attributes that are in a neighbourhood’s top 10 Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org CF but are not in the LGA’s top 10 CF. 'Confidence level of attributes’ rank is below the 95% threshold.



fact
NEIGHBOURHOOD PLACE VALUES carefactor

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN NEIGHBOURHOODS (2/2) LEGEND

e . . [ Less valued than LGA
The communities in each of your neighbourhoods value different place w More valued than LGA

attributes than the LGA Top 10. This table illustrates which of the LGA Top 10 mmmm Not in a neighbourhood's top 10
attributes are less/more valued in each neighbourhood.

v -—
s g £ P @ I
= [RN) el L e =] 5 — o
© T = oo - - o R .
£ 523 | 3% 84 =h ®E s | £ g g £z
Q5 o e = 2 =52 3 oo z > i) ® 50 ®T w P
S0 oY a2 T o & o o= o Qs c 5459 o <
8o~ = oo B —a S o © PR 29 s oo
=) = 9] T oY — U _® 0o o © ® o g K28 295 55
oo e S£ g £0% °5 % T 5~ o E a = 3= 2LR LS
550 8s2 02y 23= 585 £¢ S8 3% c28 EE
=25 co g = v cclo S = Po o c oL >
8% | ¥ga | £%85 | 3sf | ZEEe | s 88 | &t oE g
§%s | Sgf | £¥3 | 2R | feus | SE 52 | Sf%3 | 83 ae
— 35 Se= S>>0 T C Q ERR S £ &= Y- © 2 ob S o
Saw vz 2 oFE v 080 S5 4o 9o 23 £SE, %8S o o
Lcs 05 T®TOT = R E-:ﬁw Du =8 ZoEL TEC v
5§28 SEZ §52 §9® | 28% | £33 53 sE5% 585 5%
Vol <c© S8 < v wWaos =2 2% oe =53 a Jo o wn ©
LGATOP 10
RANK #1 #2 #3 #4 #5 #6 #7 #8 “#9 “#9
Marrickville
#1
Newtown-Enmore
#1
Rozelle-Lilyfield
y #1
Stanmore- #1
Camperdown
Summer Hill
#1
Sydenham- #1
Tempe-St Peters
“ Notes:  The top row of this table identifies your LGA's top 10 Care Factors. The rows below it illustrate the rank each of the LGA's top Place Score©2019 | P.23
PLACESCORE 10 CF holds in each neighbourhood. The blue column on the right identifies attributes that are in a neighbourhood's top 10 Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org CF but are not in the LGA’s top 10 CF.






NEIGHBOURHOOD LIVEABILITY

YOUR COMMUNITY IDENTIFIED THEIR
NEIGHBOURHOODS AS:

NOT FAR OFF GREAT

With an average PX score of 69, your community perceives
there is some room for improvement when it comes to how
liveable their neighbourhood is.

NOT EQUAL

With Annandale and Balmain scoring a high 74/100 and
Sydenham-Tempe-St Peter scoring low 58/100, your
community identified disparities in terms of liveability
across your LGA.

WELL CONNECTED

Overall, your neighbourhoods are perceived as well
connected to other suburbs and as offering great access to
local amenities.

EXPENSIVE TO LIVE IN

Your community perceives that the current range of
housing prices and tenures is contributing negatively to the
liveability of their neighbourhoods.

NEITHER GREEN OR CAR FRIENDLY

‘Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building design, density
etc.)’ and ‘Ease of driving and parking' are perceived as
performing poorly.

A PX Assessment asks
respondents to rate how
different aspects of their
current neighbourhood
are impacting their ‘lived
place experience’, resulting
in a PX Score that captures
neighbourhood liveability.

Here is how community
rated the liveability of their
current neighbourhoods:

YOUR LGA'S
AVERAGE PX
SCORE IS:

pxassessment
AAL%%M/

s k|

. Notes:  PX Scores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required. Place Score©2019 | P.25
PLACESCORE Map tiles by Stamen Design, under CC BY 3.0. Data by OpenStreetMap, under ODbL. *Confidence level of 85% with a margin of error of +7 for Haberfield Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org and a confidence level of 90% for Stanmore-Camperdown.



C
NEIGHBOURHOOD LIVEABILITY PXxassessmen

WHO IS SATISFIED WITH THE CURRENT STATE OF THEIR NEIGHBOURHOOQOD?

This table identifies the PX Scores of your neighbourhoods filtered by different demographics. It allows you to see how
different cohorts rate the current state of their neighbourhood.

LGA Average

Annandale
Ashfield and Surrounds 116 67
Balmain and Surrounds 113 55
Dulwich Hill 79 62
Haberfield" 36 71
Leichhardt 86 74
Lewisham-Petersham 70 71
Marrickville 126 81
Newtown-Enmore 74 61
Rozelle-Lilyfield 92 74
Stanmore-Camperdown? 63 NA 63
Summer Hill 68 NA 83
Sydenham-Tempe-St Peters 72 64 78

LEGEND

Under 10 respondents
mm PX 70+ Performing well
= PX 50-69 Room for improvement
= PX <50 Urgent care needed

“ Notes:  PXScores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required. 1
PLACESCORE 'Confidence level of 85% with a margin of error of +7 ?Confidence level of 90% with a margin of error of +7.*Sample size is less than 30, should be used
www.placescore.org with caution as standard error is more than +5pts. Scores with less than 10 respondents have a standard error of more than +10pts.

Place Score©2019 | P.26
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NEIGHBOURHOOD LIVEABILITY

ANNANDALE HAS THE HIGHEST LIVEABILITY PX OF 74

SYDENHAM-TEMPE-ST PETERS HAS THE LOWEST LIVEABILITY PX OF 58

This page identifies how each place dimension is performing as well as the best and worse performing attributes
for each neighbourhood. Each Place Dimension is scored out of 20 with a total PX rated out of 100.

LGA AVERAGE
/100

LOOK & FUNCTION

20
SENSE OF WELCOME

20
THINGS TO DO
_ 20
UNIQUENESS
_ 20
CARE

FEENYE -

YOUR HIGHEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

The following place attributes rated highest overall:

#1 Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods,
employment centres, shops etc.)

#2 Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

*3 Welcoming to all people

YOUR LOWEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES
The following place attributes rated most poorly overall:
#*50 Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

#49 Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building
design, density etc.)

#48 Ease of driving and parking

ANNANDALE

LOOK & FUNCTION
SENSE OF WELCOME

THINGS TO DO

e 5

UNIQUENESS

E NN

CARE

m

YOUR HIGHEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

The following place attributes rated highest overall:

#1 Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

#2 Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods,
employment centres, shops etc.)

#3 Local businesses that provide for daily needs
(grocery stores, pharmacy, banks etc.)

YOUR LOWEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES
The following place attributes rated most poorly overall:
*50 Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

*49 Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks,
schools etc.)

#48 Evidence of Council/government management
(signage, street cleaners etc.)

ASHFIELD AND
SURROUNDS

LOOK & FUNCTION
SENSE OF WELCOME

THINGS TO DO

e 12

UNIQUENESS

EENT)

CARE

m

YOUR HIGHEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

The following place attributes rated highest overall:

#1 Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods,

employment centres, shops etc.)
#2 Welcoming to all people
#3 Mix or diversity of people in the area

YOUR LOWEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

The following place attributes rated most poorly overall:

#50 Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,

transport-oriented design, sustainable building
design, density etc.)

#49 Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema,
live music etc.)

#48 Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
management, solar panels, recycling etc.)

pxassessment

reigfboihosd:

BALMAIN AND
SURROUNDS

LOOK & FUNCTION
SENSE OF WELCOME

THINGS TO DO

e 15

UNIQUENESS

1)

CARE

m

YOUR HIGHEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

The following place attributes rated highest overall:

#1 Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

#2 Local history, historic buildings or features

#3 Sense of character or identity that is different from
other neighbourhoods

YOUR LOWEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

The following place attributes rated most poorly overall:

#50 Ease of driving and parking

#49 Family and community services (aged, disability and
home care, protection and support services etc.)

#48 Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org

Notes:  PXScores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required.
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NEIGHBOURHOOD LIVEABILITY

DULWICH HILL

LOOK & FUNCTION
SENSE OF WELCOME

THINGS TO DO

_

UNIQUENESS

_

CARE

13

YOUR HIGHEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

The following place attributes rated highest overall:

#1 Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods,
employment centres, shops etc.)

#2 Mix or diversity of people in the area
*3 Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

YOUR LOWEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES
The following place attributes rated most poorly overall:
#50 Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

#49 Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building
design, density etc.)

#48 Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks,
schools etc.)

HABERFIELD'

LOOK & FUNCTION
SENSE OF WELCOME

THINGS TO DO

m

UNIQUENESS

_

CARE

13

YOUR HIGHEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

The following place attributes rated highest overall:

#1 Sense of character or identity that is different from
other neighbourhoods

#2 Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

#3 Sense of personal safety (for all ages, genders, day
or night)

YOUR LOWEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES
The following place attributes rated most poorly overall:
*50 Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

#49 Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema,
live music etc.)

#48 Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks,
schools etc.)

LEICHHARDT

LOOK & FUNCTION
SENSE OF WELCOME

THINGS TO DO

m

UNIQUENESS

_

CARE

13

YOUR HIGHEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

The following place attributes rated highest overall:

#1 Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods,
employment centres, shops etc.)

#2 Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

#3 Welcoming to all people

YOUR LOWEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

The following place attributes rated most poorly overall:

#50 Ease of driving and parking

#49 Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building
design, density etc.)

#48 Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

pxassessment

reigfboihosd:

LEWISHAM-
PETERSHAM

LOOK & FUNCTION
SENSE OF WELCOME

THINGS TO DO

_

UNIQUENESS

_

CARE

13

YOUR HIGHEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

The following place attributes rated highest overall:

#1 Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods,
employment centres, shops etc.)

#2 There are people like me (age, gender, interests,
ethnic backgrounds etc.)

#3 Welcoming to all people

YOUR LOWEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES
The following place attributes rated most poorly overall:
#50 Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

#49 Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building
design, density etc.)

#48 Ease of driving and parking

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org

Notes:  PXScores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required.
IConfidence level of 85% with a margin of error of +7.
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NEIGHBOURHOOD LIVEABILITY

MARRICKVILLE

LOOK & FUNCTION
SENSE OF WELCOME

THINGS TO DO

T ERD

UNIQUENESS

E NN

CARE

m

YOUR HIGHEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

The following place attributes rated highest overall:

#1 Mix or diversity of people in the area

#2 Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

*3 Local businesses that provide for daily needs
(grocery stores, pharmacy, banks etc.)

YOUR LOWEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES
The following place attributes rated most poorly overall:
#50 Ease of driving and parking

#49 Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

#48 Child services (child care, early learning, after school

care, medical etc.)

NEWTOWN-ENMORE

LOOK & FUNCTION
SENSE OF WELCOME

THINGS TO DO

e 5

UNIQUENESS

E NN

CARE

m

YOUR HIGHEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

The following place attributes rated highest overall:

#1 Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,

health and wellness services etc.)

#2 Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema,
live music etc.)

#3 Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods,

employment centres, shops etc.)

YOUR LOWEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

The following place attributes rated most poorly overall:

#50 Ease of driving and parking

*49 Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,

buy or rent etc.)

#48 Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks,

schools etc.)

ROZELLE-LILYFIELD

LOOK & FUNCTION
SENSE OF WELCOME

THINGS TO DO

e 5

UNIQUENESS

1)

CARE

m

YOUR HIGHEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

The following place attributes rated highest overall:

#1 Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

#2 Sense of personal safety (for all ages, genders, day
or night)

#3 Welcoming to all people

YOUR LOWEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES
The following place attributes rated most poorly overall:
#50 Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

*49 Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks,
schools etc.)

#48 Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building
design, density etc.)

pxassessment
WW

STANMORE-
CAMPERDOWN'

LOOK & FUNCTION
SENSE OF WELCOME

THINGS TO DO

e 15

UNIQUENESS

14

CARE

m

YOUR HIGHEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

The following place attributes rated highest overall:

#1 Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods,
employment centres, shops etc.)

#2 Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

#3 There are people like me (age, gender, interests,
ethnic backgrounds etc.)
YOUR LOWEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES
The following place attributes rated most poorly overall:
#50 Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

#49 Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building
design, density etc.)

#48 Ease of driving and parking

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org

Notes:  PXScores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required.
IConfidence level of 90% with a margin of error of +7.

Place Score©2019 | P.29
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



C
NEIGHBOURHOOD LIVEABILITY PXxassessmen

SUMMER HILL SYDENHAM-
TEMPE-ST PETERS

LOOK & FUNCTION LOOK & FUNCTION
SENSE OF WELCOME SENSE OF WELCOME
THINGS TO DO THINGS TO DO
UNIQUENESS UNIQUENESS
CARE CARE
YOUR HIGHEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES YOUR HIGHEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES
The following place attributes rated highest overall: The following place attributes rated highest overall:
#1 Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, #1 There are people like me (age, gender, interests,
employment centres, shops etc.) ethnic backgrounds etc.)
#2 Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, #2 Mix or diversity of people in the area

health and wellness services etc.) *3 Welcoming to all people

*3 There are people like me (age, gender, interests,

ethnic backgrounds etc.) YOUR LOWEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES

YOUR LOWEST RATED PLACE ATTRIBUTES The following place attributes rated most poorly overall:

The following place attributes rated most poorly overall: #50 Physical comfort (including noise, smells,
temperature etc.)

50 Ease of driving and parking *49 Ease of driving and parking

#49 Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building
design, density etc.)

*48 Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building
design, density etc.)

#48 Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

“ Notes:  PXScores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required. Place Score©2019 | P.30
PLACESCORE Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019
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NEIGHBOURHOOD PROFILES: INTRODUCTION

NEIGHBOURHOOD PROFILES HAVE BEEN

PROVIDED FOR:

NEIGHBOURHOOD: INCLUDING:

Annandale

Ashfield and Surrounds

Balmain and Surrounds
Dulwich Hill

Haberfield

Leichhardt

Lewisham-Petersham
Marrickville
Newtown-Enmore
Rozelle-Lilyfield
Stanmore-Camperdown
Summer Hill

Sydenham-Tempe-St
Peters

Annandale

Ashbury, Ashfield, Croydon,
Croydon Park, Hurlstone Park

Balmain, Balmain East, Birchgrove
Dulwich Hill

Haberfield

Leichhardt

Lewisham, Petersham
Marrickville

Newtown, Enmore
Rozelle, Lilyfield
Stanmore, Camperdown
Summer Hill

Sydenham, Tempe,
St Peters

EACH NEIGHBOURHOOD PROFILE INCLUDES:
A - Neighbourhood Strengths and Priorities

B - Neighbourhood Top 10 Care Factors

C - Neighbourhood Liveability

D - Neighbourhood Community Ideas for Change

Haberfield | 4
& a

:Ashﬁeld and Surrounds |

Summer Hill

Rozelle-Lilyfield -

| Annandale
Leichhardt

2

' Stanmore-Camperdown

] Lewisham-Petersham !

A
Dulwich Hill |

Newtown-Enmore |

| Marrickville

.

Sydenham-Tempe-St Peters

Balmain and Surrounds |

PLACESCORE’

www.placescore.org

Notes:  Map tiles by Stamen Design, under CC BY 3.0. Data by OpenStreetMap, under ODbL.
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1A ANNANDALE STRENGTHS AND PRIORITIES

These tables and graph illustrate your neighbourhood strengths, liveability improvement priorities and

secondary priorities.

STRENGTHS should be celebrated and protected.

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES identify the aspects of your neighbourhood that are important to

people but are currently underperforming. Improving these attributes will have the most significant impact on

your community.

SECONDARY PRIORITIES identify attributes to look-out for, they are negatively affecting liveability and can
become more significant issues if more people start caring about them.

(428 NEIGHBOURHOOD STRENGTHS

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

Elements of natural environment (natural
features, views, vegetation, topography, water,
wildlife etc.)

Local businesses that provide for daily needs
(grocery stores, pharmacy, banks etc.)

Walking/jogging/bike paths that connect housing
to communal amenity (shops, parks etc.)

Access and safety of walking, cycling and/or
public transport (signage, paths, lighting etc.)

0060 00

Sense of belonging in the community

LEGEND

=== Horizontal: Top 10 CF threshold
Diagonal: Threshold showing
attributes which PX rating is
performing 10 pts worse than
their CF ranking’ (PX=CF+10)

-------- Equal CF rank and PX Score
(PX=CF)

CF Rank

10

20

30

40

10 20 30 40
PX Rating

50

carefactor
pxassessment

CF

reiqfloscikesd:

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES

Protection of the natural environment

General condition of public open space (street
trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

Sense of neighbourhood safety (from crime,
traffic, pollution etc.)

Landscaping and natural elements (street trees,
planting, water features etc.)

Evidence of Council/government management
(signage, street cleaners etc.)

Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema,
live music etc.)

Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks
etc.)

Evidence of recent public investment (roads,
parks, schools etc.)

Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
management, solar panels, recycling etc.)

00000 eo:

Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building
design, density etc.)

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org

Notes:  CF- Care Factor ranking out of 50 - the lower the number the higher the number of people who think this attribute is important.
Neighbourhood Strengths have a high CF and high PX. Liveability Priorities are the poorest performing CF ranked in the overall
top 10. Secondary Priorities are the worst performing overall outside of the Top 10 CF. 'A threshold difference of 10 pts between

the CF rank and PX rating is used to assure that displayed priorities are not within the margin of error.
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fact
1B ANNANDALE TOP 10 CARE FACTORS carefactor

WHAT RESIDENTS MOST CARE ABOUT LEGEND

Neighbourhood attributes are ranked based on how many people =1 attribute

#2 attribut
selected each attribute as being important to them in their ‘ideal #3 gttZ’bZtg
neighbourhood". @ oifferent from

LGA top 10 CF

ATTRIBUTE % OF PEOPLE DEMOGRAPHIC BREAKDOWN'

& ALL - Q0000000

CARE . 67% 54% 46% 46% . 58% 38%
i\f! Female 72 .58%.60% 54% 42% 44% 50% 47% A44%

THINGS
TO DO

General condition of public open
space (streettrees, footpaths, parks etc.)

@ Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten

42%

Male 24 46%

Access to neighbourhood amenities
(cafes, shops, health and wellness services
etc.)

Age
Local businesses that provide for
daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,
banks etc.)

[ ]
i\i’# 0-24 4 50% 50% 50% 100% 50% 75% 50% 0% 50% 50%

SENSE OF
. 54% . 57% 49% 34% 54% 43% 54% 40%

WELCOME
25-44 35
57% 60% 63% 57% 57% 40% 60% so%.

Sense of neighbourhood safety (from
crime, traffic, pollution etc.)

A
SEN!E OF 45-64 30
WELCOME

C
C
2
Protection of the natural ' ) ) 65+ 27 .. S9% 41% 52% 56% 48% 44% 30% 26%
{ 52« e
) 49
>
>
>

environment
CARE Country of birth (Top 3)

[ ] [ ]
'H\i/n Australia 7 ... 569 58% 48% 49% 38% 49% 42%

SENSE OF
WELCOME

:.’.'.
o

Access and safety of walking, cycling
and/or public transport (signage, paths,
lighting etc.)

New Zealand 4  75% 50% 50% 75% 0% 50% 75% 75% 25% 25%
Elements of natural environment
(natural features, views, vegetation,

United Kingdom 3 67% 33% 33% 67% 33% 33% 33% 100% 67% 67%
topography, water, wildlife etc.)

UNIQUE

.9 Ancestry (Top 3)

Q.Y
.'v

UNIQUE Australasian 50 ... 60% 46% 54% 52% 46% 50% 38%

European (including
QQ United Kingdom) 30 53% 60% 53% 43% 37% 43% 40% 53%

LOOK &

Sense of belonging in the community

Landscaping and natural elements
(street trees, planting, water features etc.)

60000006000

Walking/jogging/bike paths that 4 &
connect housing to communal 45%
amenity (shops, parks etc.) N Pl

“ Notes:  Grey highlight = small sample size Place Score©2019 | P.35
PLACESCORE ‘Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten’ only showed for samples of 10 and more Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019
www.placescore.org 'Demographic breakdown data should be used as a ‘snapshot’ as smaller samples do not meet the 95% confidence level.



1C ANNANDALE LIVEABILITY

RESIDENTS GAVE THEIR
NEIGHBOURHOOD A SCORE OF:

PLACE DIMENSIONS

Your PX Score is made up of 5 key
place dimensions, each rated out of 20,
that influence people’s attraction and
attachment to place.

LOOK & FUNCTION

|

SENSE OF WELCOME

i

THINGS TO DO

i

UNIQUENESS

WHAT IS IMPACTING OUR LIVED EXPERIENCE TODAY
These tables identify the highest and lowest rated attributes that are
contributing to neighbourhood liveability.

# ' Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, #
1 ‘\fﬁ health and wellness services etc.) 50 i\'i

2 I e *49 &
3. B oves prarmany bankeerey e e 48 &
#4 'ﬁ\ti rS]?egr;]stc)eofpersonalsafety(forallages,genders,dayor #47 “f!
#5 ‘ﬁ**i Welcoming to all people #46 hi

LIVEABILITY BY DEMOGRAPHIC
This table identifies the Neighbourhood PX Scores as rated by different
demographic groups.

?Wﬂﬂ‘lfkﬁ

Total PX

Score 028

pomen Identlty

pxassessment
W

RATE TOP 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS BOTTOM 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks,
schools etc.)

Evidence of Council/government management
(signage, street cleaners etc.)

Local employment opportunities (within easy
commute)

Family and community services (aged, disability and
home care, protection and support services etc.)

LEGEND

Under 10 respondents
mm PX 70+ Performing well

PX 50-69 Room for improvement
mm PX <50 Urgent care needed

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org n=78

Notes:  PXScores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required.
*Sample size is less than 30 with standard error is more than +5pts. Scores with less than 10 respondents have a standard error of more than +10pts.
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10 ANNANDALE IDEAS FOR CHANGE (1/2)

COMMON COMMUNITY IDEAS INCLUDE MORE AND/OR BETTER GREEN

SPACES, MAINTENANCE AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?’
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
101 answers were collected in Annandale. Here is what you community said:

80

70

60

50

40

30

20

Overall Male*

More and/or better parks and
greenery (43.6%)

More and/or better sustainable
actions and behaviours (7.9%)
Celebrate and/or protect the
fauna and flora (4%)

Celebrate and/or protect the
topography and landscape (1%)
Improve management of private
green spaces (1%)

48 answers (47.5%) referred to the natural

environment

Female old old

MOVEMENT
e

==

. Improve active transport . More and/or better care and
infrastructure (17.8%) maintenance (25.7%)
. Improve public transport . More and/or better community
infrastructure (10.9%) activities and engagement (3%)
. Reduce private vehicle
infrastructure (9.9%)
. Improve private vehicle
infrastructure (8.9%)
. Improve accessibility (1%)

43 answers (42.57%) referred to movement 29 answers (28.7%) referred to community

behaviours

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs

65+ yrs old

More and/or better retail and
leisure options (13.9%)

Increase night-time and weekend
economy (4%)
Improve employment and/or

commercial buildings occupancy
(3%)

More and/or better local
businesses (3%)

21 answers (20.8%) referred to the economy

Australian Overseas

born*

FACILITIES

A

g

¥
S

More and/or better play and
sports facilities (11.9%)

More and/or better education
and childcare facilities (6.9%)
More and/or better arts and
culture facilities (3%)

More and/or better health
related facilities (2%)

More and/or better community
facilities (1%)

20 answers (19.8%) referred to facilities

PLACESCORE" Notes:

www.placescore.org

Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in
order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.

Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.
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10 ANNANDALE IDEAS FOR CHANGE (2/2)

LESS THAN 20% OF IDEAS RELATED TO THESE THEMES

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?”
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
101 answers were collected in Annandale. Here is what you community said:

80

70

60

50

40

30

20

Overall Male*

PUBLIC DOMAIN

B TN A

Improve comfort (noise, smell,
temperature etc.) (8.9%)

More and/or better open spaces
and/or furniture (7.9%)

Improve sense of safety and/or
physical safety (13.8%)

Improve sense of belonging and
interactions between residents
(1%)

More and/or better consideration
and inclusion of diversity (1%)

old old

Celebrate and/or protect the
neighbourhood'’s identity (6.9%)
Celebrate and/or protect heritage
(3%)

Improve overall quality of public
domain (2%)

“Shw

EREDeASH T,

Improve appearance of built
form (4%)

Improve transitions and/or
relationship between interfaces
(1%)

Limit heights (1%)

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs Australian Overseas

born*

HOUSING

Improve housing affordability
(2%)

Maintain range of housing types
and sizes (1%)

17 answers (16.8%) referred to the public 16 answers (17.8%) referred to social 9 answers (8.9%) referred to character 6 answers (5.9%) referred to the built form 3 answers (3%) referred to housing

domain connections and safety

Notes:  Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in
order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.
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2A ASHFIELD AND SURROUNDS
STRENGTHS AND PRIORITIES

These tables and graph illustrate your neighbourhood strengths, liveability improvement priorities and
secondary priorities.

STRENGTHS should be celebrated and protected.

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES identify the aspects of your neighbourhood that are important to
people but are currently underperforming. Improving these attributes will have the most significant impact on
your community.

SECONDARY PRIORITIES identify attributes to look-out for, they are negatively affecting liveability and can
become more significant issues if more people start caring about them.

carefactor
pxassessment

reiqfloscikesd:

{38 NEIGHBOURHOOD STRENGTHS - e o o o e [« LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES
o Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, X e Elements of natural environment (natural
health and wellness services etc.) e features, views, vegetation, topography, water,
wildlife etc.
e Sense of personal safety (for all ages, genders, day o e )
or night) 5 0 e e Walking/jogging/bike paths that connect housing
- to communal amenity (shops, parks etc.
o Access to shared community and commercial y (shops. p )
assets (library, bike/car share, sport facilities/gyms @ o Protection of the natural environment
etc.)
@ 0 General condition of public open space (street
@ trees, footpaths, parks etc.)
< e Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks
& 8 etc.)
6 e Access and safety of walking, cycling and/or
public transport (signage, paths, lighting etc.)
° Landscaping and natural elements (street trees,
planting, water features etc.)
CF
LEGEND
~ . ; @ Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
==~ Horizontal: Top 10 CF threshold transport-oriented design, sustainable building
Diagonal: Threshold showing design, density etc.)
attributes which PX rating is
performing 10 pts Worsegthan @ Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
their CF ranking’ (PX=CF+10) 2 management, solar panels, recycling etc.)
@ Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema,
-------- Equal CF rank and PX Score 10 20 30 40 50 live music etc.)
(PX=Ch) PX Rating
. Notes:  CF - Care Factor ranking out of 50 - the lower the number the higher the number of people who think this attribute is important. Place Score©2019 | P.40
PLACESCORE g s Jpeon ’ |

www.placescore.org

Neighbourhood Strengths have a high CF and high PX. Liveability Priorities are the poorest performing CF ranked in the overall
top 10. Secondary Priorities are the worst performing overall outside of the Top 10 CF. 'A threshold difference of 10 pts between

the CF rank and PX rating is used to assure that displayed priorities are not within the margin of error.

Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



2B ASHFIELD AND SURROUNDS TOP 10 CARE FACTORS

WHAT RESIDENTS MOST CARE ABOUT

Neighbourhood attributes are ranked based on how many people
selected each attribute as being important to them in their ‘ideal

neighbourhood".

ATTRIBUTE

OF PEOPLE

DEMOGRAPHIC BREAKDOWN'

carefactor
7N

LEGEND

. 41 attribute
#2 attribute
#3 attribute
Different from
LGA top 10 CF

General condition of public open ‘ ALL 260 0@ @0@@@ Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten
N\ A
space (streettrees, footpaths, parks etc.) 67 &J
CARE Male 100 . 52% 47% 42% . 45% 43% 43% 45% 49%
. y XX
Elements of natural environment 23 Female 160 519 48% 51% 50% 48% 42% 39%
(natural features, views, vegetation, 53%
topography, water, wildlife etc.) UNIQUE
Age
Access and safety of walking, cycling £ i H
and/or public transport (signage, paths, 50 Wﬂ 0-24 8 62% 50% 38% 25% 25% 62% 50% 50% 12% 25%
lighting etc. WeLCome
. . : 25-44 130 .. 50% 52% 52% 46% 42% 47% 45% 44%
Quality of public space (footpaths, o
verges, parks etc.) 50% o
LOOK & 45-64 93 48% 48% 48% 45% 48% 39% 45% 42%
) FUNCTION
Walking/jogging/bike paths that ; i\f 65+ 29 . 41% 55% 52% . 59% 55% . 38% 48%
connect housing to communal 50% s
; THINGS .
amenity (shops, parks etc.) ) TO DO Country of birth (Top 3)
Sense of personal safety (for all ages, % - )
genders, day or night) 49 H\'ﬂ Australia 182 50% 52% 50% 50% 45% 46% 42% 45%
: SENSE OF
WELCOME United Kingdom 15 . 40% 60% 20% . 47% 53% 53% 40% 40% ;Igg&g)stodointheevening(bars,dining,cinema, live music etc.)
Landscaping and natural elements Q
(street trees, planting, water features etc.) 47% Loog China 8 88% 75% 25% 75% 50% 88% 62% 50% 62% 38%
FUNCTION
Access to neighbourhood amenities ¢ = & Ancestry (Top 3)
(cafes, shops, health and wellness services 46% fg European (including
etc.) \ TTI-(ijlr\IID%S United Kingdom) 100 47% 47% 48% 49% 44% 43% 40%
Access to shared community and ,i\,i‘ Australasian 90 .. 48% 52% 51% 50% 42% 54% 43% 46%
commercial assets (library, bike/car 43% X
iliti SENSE OF
share, sport facilities/gyms etc) WELCOME Asian 28 . 43%  43% . 36%  46% . 54% 46% 29%
Protection of the natural Y,
@ environment 43w &\J
CARE
“ Notes:  Grey highlight = small sample size Place Score©2019 | P.41
PLACESCORE ‘Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten’ only showed for samples of 10 and more

www.placescore.org

'Demographic breakdown data should be used as a ‘snapshot’ as smaller samples do not meet the 95% confidence level.

Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



20 ASHFIELD AND SURROUNDS LIVEABILITY

RESIDENTS GAVE THEIR
NEIGHBOURHOOD A SCORE OF:

PLACE DIMENSIONS
Your PX Score is made up of 5 key
place dimensions, each rated out of 20,
that influence people’s attraction and
attachment to place.

LOOK & FUNCTION

SENSE OF WELCOME

WHAT IS IMPACTING OUR LIVED EXPERIENCE TODAY

These tables identify the highest and lowest rated attributes that are
contributing to neighbourhood liveability.

1

#2

3

*4

*5

O,

LY

XX

ﬁ}'
fd

LY

RATE TOP 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods,
employment centres, shops etc.)

Welcoming to all people

Mix or diversity of people in the area

Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery
stores, pharmacy, banks etc.)

There are people like me (age, gender, interests, ethnic
backgrounds etc.)

LIVEABILITY BY DEMOGRAPHIC
This table identifies the Neighbourhood PX Scores as rated by different
demographic groups.

pxassessment
V\W

RATE BOTTOM 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

#50

#49

#48

*47

*46

Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building design,
density etc.)

Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live
music etc.)

Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
management, solar panels, recycling etc.)

Unusual or unique buildings and/or public space
design

Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks,
schools etc.)

(] [ ] (]

THINGS TO DO ' w ? w 1 x

@ LEGEND

Total PX Intersex/
UNIQUENESS Score Men Women - ynspecified 024 2544 4564 65* Under 10 respondents
_ == X 70+ Performing well
61 56 62 NA 67 60 59 62% PX 50-69 Room for improvement

CARE mm PX <50 Urgent care needed

. Notes:  PXScores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required. Place Score©2019 | P.42

PLACESCORE *Sample size is less than 30 with standard error is more than +5pts. Scores with less than 10 respondents have a standard error of more than +10pts.

www.placescore.org

n=120

Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



20 ASHFIELD AND SURROUNDS IDEAS FOR CHANGE (1/2

COMMON COMMUNITY IDEAS INCLUDE MORE AND/OR BETTER GREEN
SPACES, ACTIVE TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE AND MAINTENANCE

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?’
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’

253 answers were collected in Ashfield and Surrounds. Here is what you community said:
80

70
60

50

“ \ ~

Ps —— o
30 \
—— & 2
» W s
10
0
% Overall Male Female 25_:;:1‘"5 45_:::1‘"5 65+ yrs old Auz:f:"a" Ov:(::as

COMMUNITY BEHAVIOURS

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT SOCIAL CONNECTIONS & SAFETY

. More and/or better parks and . Improve active transport More and/or better care and More and/or better play and Improve sense of safety and/or
greenery (38%) infrastructure (24.5%) maintenance (19.4%) sports facilities (14.6%) physical safety (13%)
«  More and/or better sustainable «  Improve private vehicle More and/or better community More and/or better arts and !mprove.sensbe of belonging and
actions and behaviours (11.1%) infrastructure (10.3%) activities and engagement (13.8%) culture facilities (3.2%) ;gtﬁ};:;lctlons etween residents
. Celebrate and/or prootect the . Beduce private verlicle More and/c.nj l?etter llealth More and/or better
fauna and flora (3.1%) infrastructure (6.3%) related facilities (2.7%) consideration and inclusion of
. Celebrate and/or protect the . Improve public transport More and/or better community diversity (2.7%)
topography and landscape (0.4%) infrastructure (6.3%) facilities (2%)
. Improve accessibility (2%) More and/or better education

113 answers (44.7%) referred to the natural

environment

95 answers (37.6%) referred to movement

80 answers (31.6%) referred to community

behaviours

and childcare facilities (2%)

60 answers (23.7%) referred to facilities

56 answers (22.1%) referred to social
connections and safety

PLACESCORE" Notes:

www.placescore.org

Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in
order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.

Place Score©2019 | P.43
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



20 ASHFIELD AND SURROUNDS IDEAS FOR CHANGE (2/2)

LESS THAN 20% OF COMMUNITY IDEAS RELATED TO THESE THEMES

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?”
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
253 answers were collected in Ashfield and Surrounds. Here is what you community said:

80

70

60

50

40

30

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs Australian Overseas

65+ yrs old born born

% Overall Male Female old old

PUBLIC DOMAIN

A"A,ﬁ‘\ A u .
FREDS ASH,\10,
. More and/or better open spaces . More and/or better retail and . Improve appearance of built form . Celebrate and/or protect the . Improve housing affordability
and/or furniture (10.3%) leisure options (8.3%) (2.8%) neighbourhood'’s identity (5.5%) (2.7%)
. Improve comfort (noise, smell, . More and/or better local . Limit heights (2.8%) . Improve overall quality of public : Maintain range of housing types
Iy : f o and sizes (1.6%)
temperature etc.) (7.1%) businesses (4.4%) . Improve transitions and/or domain (2%)
. . . . . . Improve quality of housing (1.6%)
. Increase night-time and weekend relationship between interfaces . Celebrate and/or protect i X X
economy (3.6%) (2%) heritage (1.6%) . Diversify range of housing types
| d imit densi and sizes (1.2%)
Improve e_nilpbo.)llgjent and/or Limit density (1.2%) . Protect property value (0.4%)
commercial buildings occupancy . Increase density (0.4%)
(2.8%)
41 answers (16.2%) referred to the public 36 answers (14.2%) referred to the economy 21 answers (8.3%) referred to the built form 17 answers (6.7%) referred to character 15 answers (5.9%) referred to housing
domain
“ Notes:  Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in Place Score©2019 | P.44
PLACESCORE order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed. Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.
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3A BALMAIN AND SURROUNDS
STRENGTHS AND PRIORITIES

These tables and graph illustrate your neighbourhood strengths, liveability improvement priorities and
secondary priorities.

STRENGTHS should be celebrated and protected.

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES identify the aspects of your neighbourhood that are important to
people but are currently underperforming. Improving these attributes will have the most significant impact on
your community.

SECONDARY PRIORITIES identify attributes to look-out for, they are negatively affecting liveability and can
become more significant issues if more people start caring about them.

CF

NEIGHBOURHOOD STRENGTHS

Local history, historic buildings or features

Sense of personal safety (for all ages, genders, day
or night)

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

Elements of natural environment (natural
features, views, vegetation, topography, water,
wildlife etc.)

Q0 0000

Overall visual character of the neighbourhood

LEGEND

Horizontal: Top 10 CF threshold
Diagonal: Threshold showing
attributes which PX rating is
performing 10 pts worse than
their CF ranking’ (PX=CF+10)

Equal CF rank and PX Score
(PX=CF)

CF Rank

20

30

40

1 10 20 30 40
PX Rating

50

carefactor
pxassessment

CF

reiqfloscikesd:

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES

General condition of public open space (street
trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks
etc.)

Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema,
live music etc.)

Access and safety of walking, cycling and/or
public transport (signage, paths, lighting etc.)

Landscaping and natural elements (street trees,
planting, water features etc.)

060060

Local businesses that provide for daily needs
(grocery stores, pharmacy, banks etc.)

Evidence of recent public investment (roads,
parks, schools etc.)

Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
management, solar panels, recycling etc.)

Protection of the natural environment

000 0-

Evidence of Council/government management
(signage, street cleaners etc.)

PLACESCORE"

Notes:

www.placescore.org

CF - Care Factor ranking out of 50 - the lower the number the higher the number of people who think this attribute is important.
Neighbourhood Strengths have a high CF and high PX. Liveability Priorities are the poorest performing CF ranked in the overall
top 10. Secondary Priorities are the worst performing overall outside of the Top 10 CF. 'A threshold difference of 10 pts between

the CF rank and PX rating is used to assure that displayed priorities are not within the margin of error.

Place Score©2019 | P.46
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



fact
3B BALMAIN AND SURROUNDS TOP 10 CARE FACTORS carefractor

WHAT RESIDENTS MOST CARE ABOUT LEGEND

Neighbourhood attributes are ranked based on how many people == #1 attribute

#2 attribut
selected each attribute as being important to them in their ‘ideal #3 gttZ’bth
neighbourhood". @ oifferent from

LGA top 10 CF

ATTRIBUTE % OF PEOPLE DEMOGRAPHIC BREAKDOWN'

General condition of public open g 73 @ ALL 132 0@ QG@Q@@@ Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten
%

space (streettrees, footpaths, parks etc.)
CARE Male 50 . 54% . 52%  50% 42% 52%

Access to neighbourhood amenities g = Female 81 62% 65% 53% 56% 51% 42% 41% 40%
(cafes, shops, health and wellness services 66%
etc.) THINGS
TO DO Age
X X
Elements of natural environment -0-.
(natural features, views, vegetation, 649 0-24 2 50% 50% 100% 50% 0% 50% 0% 0%
topography, water, wildlife etc.) UNIQUE
L | busi that ide f p s o 25-44 26 62% .. 65% 62% 54% 35% 35% 54% 42%
ocal businesses that provide Tor
daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy, 60% ﬂ\)(ﬂ
banks etc.) \ \/S\/%,tg%?/li 45-64 72 62% 56% 50% 57% 47% 46% 47%

THINGS

Things to do in the evening (bars, - 65+ 32 .. 66% 44% 34% 50% 38% 53% 44% 44%
dining, cinema, live music etc.) 52% ]\ |
51 ’

000000060006

TO DO Country of birth (Top 3)
Overall visual character of the )
. o Australia 85 65% 60% 52% 54% 44% 45% 41% 44%
neighbourhood O
R LOOK &
FUNCTION ) )
United Kingdom 21 .. 62% 52% 57% 33% 48% 48% 43%
Access and safety of walking, cycling .
and/or public transport (signage, paths, 47% IH\',’\ South Africa 4 75% 50% 50% 75% 50% 25% 100% 0% 75% 75%
lighting etc.) SENSE OF
WELCOME
XX
Local history, historic buildings or -'-. Ancestry (Top 3)
features \ UNIiQUE European (including ¢ 68% 55% 55% 51% 52% 40% 49% 51%
United Kingdom) ° ° °
Sense of personal safety (for all ages, A A Australasian 55 . 58% . 64% 49% 53% 44% 51% 44% 38%
genders, day or night) 46% n\iﬁ
\ SENSE OF
WELCOME Mixed 5 40% 40% 40% 40% 60% 60% 40% 40% 40% 20%
Landscaping and natural elements c
(street trees, planting, water features etc.) 454 ol
LOOK &
FUNCTION
“ Notes:  Grey highlight = small sample size Place Score©2019 | P.47
PLACESCORE *Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten’ only showed for samples of 10 and more Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org 'Demographic breakdown data should be used as a ‘snapshot’ as smaller samples do not meet the 95% confidence level.



pxassessment
3C BALMAIN AND SURROUNDS LIVEABILITY _

RESIDENTS GAVE THEIR WHAT IS IMPACTING OUR LIVED EXPERIENCE TODAY
NEIGHBOURHOOD A SCORE OF: These tables identify the highest and lowest rated attributes that are
contributing to neighbourhood liveability.

RATE TOP 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS RATE BOTTOM 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

#1 h‘! Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, #50
health and wellness services etc.)

Qo Ease of driving and parking

Family and community services (aged, disability and

# oy . . . - #
2 X ozl ety B DS O e e 49 M home care, protection and support services etc.)

#3 :‘-i,’. Sense of character or identity that is different from #48 ,‘\ i Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
other neighbourhoods X% buy or rent etc.)

A = 2 Sense of personal safety (for all ages, genders, day or &, Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks,
e > # #
4 i\*ﬂ night) 47 \o schools etc.)
PLACE DIMENSIONS
Your PX. Scorg is made up of 5 key #5 :3},:. Elements of natural environment (natural features, #46 @, Evidence of Council/government management
place dlmen5|ons, each rated out of 20, Y views, vegetation, topography, water, wildlife etc.) 1Y 4 (signage, street cleaners etc.)

that influence people’s attraction and

attachment to place.

LIVEABILITY BY DEMOGRAPHIC

This table identifies the Neighbourhood PX Scores as rated by different
demographic groups.

LOOK & FUNCTION

SENSE OF WELCOME

_ s .
e AR RPN

Total PX
Score

LEGEND
Under 10 respondents

4 25-44 45-64 65+
_ = PX 70+ Performing well
NA 55 PX 50-69 Room for improvement
CARE mm PX <50 Urgent care needed

Intersex/
UNIQUENESS Men Women Unspecified 0-2¢

. Notes:  PX Scores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required. Place Score©2019 | P.48
PLA&EiggrBOE *Sample size is less than 30 with standard error is more than +5pts. Scores with less than 10 respondents have a standard error of more than +10pts. Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019
) . n=76




30 BALMAIN AND SURROUNDS IDEAS FOR CHANGE (1/2)

COMMON COMMUNITY IDEAS INCLUDE MORE AND/OR BETTER GREEN
SPACES, ACTIVE TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE AND MAINTENANCE

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?’
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
170 answers were collected in Balmain and Surrounds. Here is what you community said:

80

70

60

a0 ‘\'//4\_

L

—

% Overall Male

MOVEMENT

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs Australian Overseas

Female old old 65+ yrs old born born

COMMUNITY BEHAVIOURS NATURAL ENVIRONMENT PUBLIC DOMAIN
i 5 A g 5 i . : | ) - P i3l

-

. Improve active transport
infrastructure (22.4%)

. Improve private vehicle
infrastructure (13.5%)

. Improve public transport
infrastructure (8.8%)

. Reduce private vehicle
infrastructure (4.7%)

. Improve accessibility (1.2%)

. More and/or better care and . More and/or better parks and . More and/or better retail and . More and/or better open spaces
maintenance (20%) greenery (23.5%) leisure options (12.4%) and/or furniture (10%)
«  More and/or better community «  More and/or better sustainable «  More and/or better local *  Improve comfort (noise, smell,
activities and/or engagement actions and behaviours (7.7%) businesses (11.8%) temperature...) (5.3%)
(11.2%) . Celebrate and/or protect the . Improve employment and/or
fauna and flora (1.8%) commercial buildings occupancy
. Celebrate and/or protect the (3.5%)
topography and landscape (1.2%) . Increase night-time and weekend

economy (2.4%)

70 answers (41.2%) referred to movement 51 answers (30%) referred to community 47 answers (27.7%) referred to the natural 39 answers (22.9%) referred to the economy 25 answers (14.7%) referred to the public
behaviours environment domain
“ Notes:  Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in Place Score©2019 | P.49
PLACESCORE order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed. Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org

Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.



30 BALMAIN AND SURROUNDS IDEAS FOR CHANGE (2/2)

LESS THAN 20% OF IDEAS RELATED TO THESE THEMES

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?”
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
170 answers were collected in Balmain and Surrounds. Here is what you community said:

80

70

60

50

40

30

20

J

e

|

% Overall

. Improve sense of safety and/or
physical safety (7.1%)

. Improve sense of belonging and
interactions between residents
(4.1%)

. More and/or better

consideration and inclusion of
diversity (2.4%)

22 answers (12.9%) referred to social
connections and safety

Male Female

. More and/or better play and
sports facilities (5.3%)

. More and/or better arts and
culture facilities (4.7%)

. More and/or better community
facilities (1.2%)

. More and/or better education
and childcare facilities (1.2%)

. More and/or better health related

facilities (0.6%)

20 answers (11.8%) referred to facilities

16 answers (9.41%) referred to character

————————
> —
°
—-
25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs
old old 65+ yrs old

CHARACTER

“Shw

EREDEASH,\TD,

Celebrate and/or protect the . Improve appearance of built
neighbourhood'’s identity (5.3%) form (1.8%)

Celebrate and/or protect heritage . Limit heights (1.2%)

(4.7%)

Improve overall quality of public
domain (1.8%)

5 answers (2.9%) referred to the built form

Australian Overseas
born born

HOUSING

. Improve housing affordability
(2.4%)

. Maintain range of housing types
and sizes (0.6%)

5 answers (2.9%) referred to housing

Notes:

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org

Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in

order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.

Place Score©2019 | P.50
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019
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4A DULWICH HILL STRENGTHS AND PRIORITIES

These tables and graph illustrate your neighbourhood strengths, liveability improvement priorities and
secondary priorities.

STRENGTHS should be celebrated and protected.

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES identify the aspects of your neighbourhood that are important to
people but are currently underperforming. Improving these attributes will have the most significant impact on
your community.

SECONDARY PRIORITIES identify attributes to look-out for, they are negatively affecting liveability and can
become more significant issues if more people start caring about them.

e @ =
(4]

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, e e
health and wellness services etc.)

Access and safety of walking, cycling and/or o
public transport (signage, paths, lighting etc.) .

Local businesses that provide for daily needs @
(grocery stores, pharmacy, banks etc.) @

Locally owned and operated businesses

0000
10

carefactor
pxassessment

CF

reiqfloscikesd:

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES

Protection of the natural environment

Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema,
live music etc.)

General condition of public open space (street
trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks
etc.)

Landscaping and natural elements (street trees,

©0060/000

x planting, water features etc.)
T O
or N @ Walking/jogging/bike paths that connect housing
6 @ to communal amenity (shops, parks etc.)
cF
@ Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
3 management, solar panels, recycling etc.)
LEGEND @ Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
=== Horizontal: Top 10 CF threshold g:g;ﬁogfe'?]gg‘teig )de5|gn, sustainable building
Diagonal: Threshold showing : -
attributes which PX rating is @ Evidence of recent public investment (roads,
performing 10 pts worse than parks, schools etc.)
their CF ranking' (PX=CF+10) Q 0 Elements of natural environment (natural
features, views, vegetation, topography, water,
-------- Equal CF rank and PX Score 1 10 20 30 40 50 wildlife etc.)
(PX=Ch) PX Rating
. Notes:  CF - Care Factor ranking out of 50 - the lower the number the higher the number of people who think this attribute is important. Place Score©2019 | P.52
PLACESCORE o ; Jpeon ’ |

Neighbourhood Strengths have a high CF and high PX. Liveability Priorities are the poorest performing CF ranked in the overall
top 10. Secondary Priorities are the worst performing overall outside of the Top 10 CF. 'A threshold difference of 10 pts between
the CF rank and PX rating is used to assure that displayed priorities are not within the margin of error.

www.placescore.org

Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



fact
4B DULWICH HILL TOP 10 CARE FACTORS carefactor

WHAT RESIDENTS MOST CARE ABOUT LEGEND

Neighbourhood attributes are ranked based on how many people o e
selected each attribute as being important to them in their ‘ideal #3 attribute
neighbourhood". @ oifferent from

LGA top 10 CF

[RANK | ATTRIBUTE % OF PEOPLE DEMOGRAPHIC BREAKDOWN'
General condition of public open y ‘ ALL 151 099@@@0@@@ Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten
N\ A
space (streettrees, footpaths, parks etc.) . 63 &J
\ CARE Male 47 . 51% .. 5% 43% 45%
; : ~ ° o
LoE:aI businesses that provide for / ,n\ 'E Female . 50% 48% 49% 54% 55% 48% 50% 45%
daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy, 58% N
banks etc.) SENSE OF
WELCOME Age
Protection of the natural
environment g 54 LY 0-24 7 29% 57% 43% 71% 71% 57% 43% 29% 29% 14%
CARE
. . ) 25-44 56 . 55% 52% . 52% 57% 39% 43% 38% 52%
Things to do in the evening (bars, &
dining, cinema, live music etc.) 52% |
\ THINGS 45-64 65 58% 54% 42% 46% 58% 54% 51% 40%
) TO DO
Access to neighbourhood amenities / s 65+ 23 52% . 43%  22% . 48% 57% 48% 57% 52%
(cafes, shops, health and wellness services 51% |
te. Q THINGS .
etc) ‘ T0DO Country of birth (Top 3)
XX
Locally owned and operated / -0-. )
businesses 51s% i Australia 114 57% 55% 54% 51% 54% 46% 46% 42%
UNIQUE
ynited Kinglom 19 | 47% | 53% | 35K | 40% . 33% | 20% | 33% | 40% | 40% _
Access and safety of walking, cycling .
and/or public transport (signage, paths, 50 ln\ﬂﬂ Italy 3 100% 33% 67% 33% 0% 0% 33% 100% 67% 67%
lighting etc.) SENSE OF
WELCOME
Walking/jogging/bike paths that / ]‘\ > Ancestry (Top 3)
connect housing to communal \ 48% f! A
amenity (shops, parks etc.) ~ Tiles Australasian 72 54% 54% 46% 54% 46% 46% 40%
Landscaping and natural elements 4 Q E%E?epdei?n("&%'%mg 63 .. 46% 60% 52% 43% 41% 49% 46% 48%
(street trees, planting, water features etc.) 46% ol 8
\ LOOK &
FUNCTION Mixed 5 40% 40% 100% 60% 60% 40% 20% 20% 40% 40%
Quality of public space (footpaths, 4 Q
verges, parks etc.) 45% ol
LOOK &
. FUNCTION
Notes:  Grey highlight = small sample size Place Score©2019 | P.53
PLACESCORE *Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten’ only showed for samples of 10 and more Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org 'Demographic breakdown data should be used as a ‘snapshot’ as smaller samples do not meet the 95% confidence level.



4C DULWICH HILL LIVEABILITY

RESIDENTS GAVE THEIR
NEIGHBOURHOOD A SCORE OF:

PLACE DIMENSIONS
Your PX Score is made up of 5 key
place dimensions, each rated out of 20,
that influence people’s attraction and
attachment to place.

LOOK & FUNCTION

SENSE OF WELCOME

THINGS TO DO

|

UNIQUENESS

|

WHAT IS IMPACTING OUR LIVED EXPERIENCE TODAY

These tables identify the highest and lowest rated attributes that are
contributing to neighbourhood liveability.

1

#2

3

*4

5

fd

LY

RATE TOP 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods,
employment centres, shops etc.)

Mix or diversity of people in the area

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

Welcoming to all people

Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery
stores, pharmacy, banks etc.)

LIVEABILITY BY DEMOGRAPHIC
This table identifies the Neighbourhood PX Scores as rated by different
demographic groups.

Total PX
Score

67

BENEBEN.

Men Women f dz::tfi‘ty 0-24 25-44 65+
67* 69 52 62 68*

pxassessment
V\W

BOTTOM 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

#50

#49

#48

*47

*46

fd

Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building design,
density etc.)

Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks,
schools etc.)

Unusual or unique buildings and/or public space
design

Local employment opportunities (within easy
commute)

LEGEND

Under 10 respondents
mmm PX 70+ Performing well

PX 50-69 Room for improvement
mm PX <50 Urgent care needed

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org n=79

Notes:  PXScores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required.
*Sample size is less than 30 with standard error is more than +5pts. Scores with less than 10 respondents have a standard error of more than +10pts.
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4D DULWICH HILL IDEAS FOR CHANGE (1/2)

COMMON COMMUNITY IDEAS INCLUDE MORE AND/OR BETTER GREEN
SPACES, ACTIVE TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE AND MAINTENANCE

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?’
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
166 answers were collected in Dulwich Hill. Here is what you community said:

80

70

60

50

—%
30 ,_/.\'/

20

% Overall

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

Male

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs 65+ yrs

Female old old old*

MOVEMENT COMMUNITY BEHAVIOURS
L T | ;. . e

Australian Overseas

born

born

. More and/or better parks and
greenery (30.1%)

. More and/or better sustainable
actions and behaviours (8.4%)

. Celebrate and/or protect the
topography and landscape (4.8%)

. Celebrate and/or protect the
fauna and flora (2.4%)

. Improve management of private
green spaces (0.6%)

65 answers (39.2%) referred to the natural
environment

. Improve active transport . More and/or better community . More and/or better play and
infrastructure (18.1%) activities and engagement (16.3%) sports facilities (9.6%)

«  Improve private vehicle +  More and/or better care and . Mc|>re a"fd/c?l'f bettgrg/rts and
infrastructure (10.8%) maintenance (12.7%) culture facilities (5.4%)

. | blic t ¢ . More and/or better education
!mprove public transpor and childcare facilities (4.2%)
infrastructure (9%) .

X . . More and/or better community

. Reduce private vehicle facilities (0.6%)
infrastructure (3.6%)

. Improve accessibility (1.8%)

61 answers (36.7%) referred to movement 48 answers (28.9%) referred to community 32 answers (19.3%) referred to facilities

behaviours

More and/or better retail and
leisure options (12.1%)

More and/or better local
businesses (10.8%)

Improve employment and/or
commercial buildings occupancy
(1.8%)

Increase night-time and weekend
economy (1.8%)

32 answers (19.3%) referred to the economy

Notes:

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org

Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in
order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.
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4D DULWICH HILL IDEAS FOR CHANGE (2/2)

LESS THAN 20% OF IDEAS RELATED TO THESE THEMES

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?”
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
166 answers were collected in Dulwich Hill. Here is what you community said:

80
70
60
50
40

30

20 °
PS

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs 65+ yrs Australian Overseas

[
% Overall Male Female old old old* born born

BUILT FORM SOCIAL CONNECTIONS AND SAFETY

HOUSING

ey

FREDASH,\T0,

H H % G ’?ﬁ ——
. More and/or better open spaces . Improve appearance of built form . Improve sense of belonging and . Celebrate and/or protect . Improve housing affordability
and/or furniture (15.7%) (6%) interactions between residents heritage (6%) (3.6%)
. Improve comfort (noise, smell, . Improve transitions and/or (9%) . Celebrate and/or protect the * Ma0i|n§ain rgg/]ge of housing types
temperature...) (4.2%) relationship between interfaces . Improve sense of safety and/or neighbourhood'’s identity (6%) and sizes ( °? .
(5.4%) physical safety (5.4%) «  Improve overall quality of public ’ zrznz&,o)ve quality of housing
. Limit heights (4.2%) . More and/or better consideration domain (1.8%) . Di.versif range of housing types
. Limit density (3%) and inclusion of diversity (1.2%) and size}; (0.68%) gtyp
31 answers (18.7%) referred to the public 25 answers (15.1%) referred to the built form 25 answers (15.1%) referred to social 21 answers (12.7%) referred to character 13 answers (7.8%) referred to housing
domain connections and safety
“ Notes:  Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in Place Score©2019 | P.56
PLACESCORE order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed. Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.
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oA HABERFIELD STRENGTHS AND PRIORITIES

These tables and graph illustrate your neighbourhood strengths, liveability improvement priorities and
secondary priorities.

STRENGTHS should be celebrated and protected.

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES identify the aspects of your neighbourhood that are important to
people but are currently underperforming. Improving these attributes will have the most significant impact on
your community.

SECONDARY PRIORITIES identify attributes to look-out for, they are negatively affecting liveability and can
become more significant issues if more people start caring about them.

(Wl NEIGHBOURHOOD STRENGTHS Q (2]

Overall visual character of the neighbourhood e

Spaces suitable for specific activities or special e
interests (entertainment, exercise, dog park, BBQs
etc.)

0
()

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

Elements of natural environment (natural
features, views, vegetation, topography, water,
wildlife etc.)

20

CF Rank

Landscaping and natural elements (street trees, .,
planting, water features etc.) S @

o 000 00

Sense of belonging in the community @

carefactor
pxassessment

CF

reiqfloscikesd:

Please note: these results should be used as
a‘snapshot’. Care Factor and PX data samples
for Haberfield are below the recommended
standard 95% confidence level.

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES

Protection of the natural environment

Access and safety of walking, cycling and/or
public transport (signage, paths, lighting etc.)

General condition of public open space (street
trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

Sense of neighbourhood safety (from crime,
traffic, pollution etc.)

Local businesses that provide for daily needs
(grocery stores, pharmacy, banks etc.)

Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
management, solar panels, recycling etc.)

Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema,

CF
S @ live music etc.)
LEGEND @ Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
B . . transport-oriented design, sustainable building
o ggr/zont/al.T/_'T op h1 O/;F;hre‘shold design, density etc.)
iagonal: Threshold showing
attributes which PX rating is @ Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks
performing 10 pts worse than etc.)
their CF ranking! (PX=CF+10) =4 @ Evidence of Council/government management
(signage, street cleaners etc.)
-------- Equal CF rank and PX Score 1 10 20 30 40 50
(PX=CR PX Rating
. Notes:  CF - Care Factor ranking out of 50 - the lower the number the higher the number of people who think this attribute is important. Place Score©2019 | P.58
PLACESCORE o s ¥ peop p |

Neighbourhood Strengths have a high CF and high PX. Liveability Priorities are the poorest performing CF ranked in the overall
top 10. Secondary Priorities are the worst performing overall outside of the Top 10 CF. 'A threshold difference of 10 pts between
the CF rank and PX rating is used to assure that displayed priorities are not within the margin of error.

www.placescore.org

Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



carefactor

oB HABERFIELD TOP 10 CARE FACTORS actot

WHAT RESIDENTS MOST CARE ABOUT Please note: these results should | LEGEND

. . be used as a ‘snapshot’. Care Factor i
Neighbourhood atttibutes are ranked based on how many people data sample for ﬁaberfie!d provides | o 1y rute
selected each attribute as being important to them in their ‘ideal a 90% confidence level with a #3 attribute

. , margin of error of +10% .
neighbourhood". Different from

LGA top 10 CF

[RANK | ATTRIBUTE % OF PEOPLE DEMOGRAPHIC BREAKDOWN'
Access and safety of walking, cycling e o ALL 67 0@@@990@@@ Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten
and/or public transport (signage, paths, ﬂ‘xﬂ
lighting etc.) WeLCOME Male 21 .. 57% . 33% 33% 52% 33%
Access to neighbourhood amenit'ies = Female 46 59% 65% 59% 61% 48% 43% 46% 46%
(cafes, shops, health and wellness services
etc.) THINGS
TO DO Age
Local businesses that provide for i H
daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy, 63w 'ﬂ 0-24 4 50% 75% 75% 25% 75% 75% 25% 0% 25% 0%
banks etc.) \%/EE'\L%%?AFE
iti i 25-44 2 . 2% . 42% | S8 . 25 | 25% | 25% | 3% _
General condition of public open @
space (street trees, footpaths, parks etc. 61w
P (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.) CARE 45-64 37 65% 62% 57% 57% 57% 46% 57%
Landscaping and natural elements 0 65+ 14 .. 57% .. 29% 57% 50% . 21%
(street trees, planting, water features etc.) 60% ol
LOOK & .
FUNCTION Country of birth (Top 3)
Protection of the natural @, )
X 524 {\J Australia 47 62% 62% 68% 53% 51% 45% 47% 49%
environment
R CARE
Italy 5 60% 40% 100% 80% 60% 40% 20% 20% 60% 20%
Overall visual character of the / Q
neighbourhood 49w LOOIg( United Kingdom 5 60% 60% 80% 40% 40% 60% 60% 40% 40% 40%
h FUNCTION
Sense of neighbourhood safety (from  / - Ancestry (Top 3)
crime, traffic, pollution etc.) [ 46% n\iﬂ European (including
- SENSE OF United Kingdom) 33 52% 61% 52% 55% 58% 52% 45%
- . g &
Sense of belonging in the community £ 45 b 24 Australasian 26 .. 54% 54% 62% 54% 42% 35% 42% 46%
%
UNIQUE
Mixed 5 40% 100% 80% 60% 40% 40% 40% 60% 40% 20%
[AA
Elements of natural environment -v-'
(natural features, views, vegetation, 42%
topography, water, wildlife etc.) UNIQUE

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org

Notes:  Grey highlight = small sample size.
‘Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten’ only showed for samples of 10 and more
'Demographic breakdown data should be used as a ‘snapshot’ as smaller samples do not meet the 95% confidence level.

Place Score©2019 | P.59
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oC HABERFIELD LIVEABILITY

RESIDENTS GAVE THEIR
NEIGHBOURHOOD A SCORE OF:

PLACE DIMENSIONS

Your PX Score is made up of 5 key
place dimensions, each rated out of 20,
that influence people’s attraction and
attachment to place.

LOOK & FUNCTION

SENSE OF WELCOME

WHAT IS IMPACTING OUR LIVED EXPERIENCE TODAY
These tables identify the highest and lowest rated attributes that are
contributing to neighbourhood liveability.

RATE TOP 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

-

other neighbourhoods

#2 i\fﬁ Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, #49

health and wellness services etc.)

# Sense of personal safety (for all ages, genders, day or #

3 M night) 48
#4 QO Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.) *47
#5 Qo Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, #46

employment centres, shops etc.)

LIVEABILITY BY DEMOGRAPHIC
This table identifies the Neighbourhood PX Scores as rated by
different demographic groups.

?W?ﬂ‘lf)&l

pxassessment
V\W

Please note: these results are to be used as

a ‘snapshot’. PX data sample for Haberfield
provides an 85% confidence level with a margin
of error of 7

BOTTOM 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

#1 o> Sense of character or identity that is different from #50

Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live
music etc.)

Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks,
schools etc.)

Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
management, solar panels, recycling etc.)

Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building design,
density etc.)

THINGS TO DO
m LEGEND
Total PX Intersex/
Men W - 564
UNIQUENESS Score omen jnspecified 024 =2 Under 10 respondents
_ == PX 70+ Performing well
71 65 76 PX 50-69 Room for improvement

CARE mm PX <50 Urgent care needed

. Notes:  PX Scores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required. Place Score©2019 | P.60

PLACESCORE *Sample size is less than 30 with standard error is more than +5pts. Scores with less than 10 respondents have a standard error of more than +10pts.

www.placescore.org n=36

Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



4D HABERFIELD IDEAS FOR CHANGE (1/2)

COMMON COMMUNITY IDEAS INCLUDE MORE AND/OR BETTER GREEN
SPACES, ACTIVE TRANSPORT, AND RETAIL AND LEISURE OPTIONS

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?’
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’

74 answers were collected in Haberfield. Here is what you community said:

80

70

60

50

40

30

(\

» '/g .' — ~—_
10
0
% Overall Male* Female 25_01:,3"5 45_::""5

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

MOVEMENT ECONOMY
L T I : =1 )

Overseas
born*

FACILITIES

. More and/or better parks and
greenery (40.5%)

. More and/or better sustainable
actions and behaviours (6.8%)

. Celebrate and/or protect the
fauna and flora (6.8%)

32 answers (43.2%) referred to the natural
environment

. Improve active transport . More and/or better retail and . More and/or better care and
infrastructure (25.7%) leisure options (14.9%) maintenance (13.5%)

«  Improve private vehicle +  More and/or better local . More‘a.nd/ordt;etter community
infrastructure (8.1%) businesses (9.5%) ?gcgl%l)tles and/or engagement

. Reduce private vehicle . Increase night-time and weekend
infrastructure (6.8%) economy (8.1%)

. Improve public transport . Improve employment and/or
infrastructure (4.1%) commercial buildings occupancy

. Improve accessibility (2.7%) (2.7%)

26 answers (35.1%) referred to movement 17 answers (23%) referred to the economy 15 answers (20.27%) referred to community
behaviours

More and/or better arts and
culture facilities (9.5%)

More and/or better play and
sports facilities (6.8%)

More and/or better health
related facilities (1.4%)

More and/or better community
facilities (1.4%)

More and/or better education
and childcare facilities (1.4%)

14 answers (18.9%) referred to facilities

Notes:

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org

Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in
order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.

Place Score©2019 | P.61
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4D HABERFIELD IDEAS FOR CHANGE (2/2)

LESS THAN 20% OF IDEAS RELATED TO THESE THEMES

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?”

and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’

74 answers were collected in Haberfield. Here is what you community said:
%
70
%
50
w0
%

20

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs Australian Overseas

o .
% Overall Male’ Female old* old born born*

CHARACTER SOCIAL CONNECTIONS & SAFETY

\ fry u | & i ) ) S ol

° i § 3 FREDuASH,

 ; ‘k' ?1:1 ) " 3 ; : 0.
& ;

Celebrate and/or protect
heritage (17.6%)

Celebrate and/or protect the
neighbourhood'’s identity (6.8%)

13 answers (17.57%) referred to character

Improve sense of safety and/or
physical safety (6.8%)

Improve sense of belonging and
interactions between residents
(6.8%)

More and/or better consideration
and inclusion of diversity (1.4%)

11 answers (14.9%) referred to social
connections and safety

More and/or better open spaces
and/or furniture (8.1%)

Improve comfort (noise, smell,
temperature...) (4.1%)

9 answers (12.2%) referred to the public
domain

Improve appearance of built
form (4.1%)

Improve transitions and/or

relationship between interfaces
(1.4%)

3 answers (4.1%) referred to the built form

Maintain range of housing types
and sizes (2.7%)

Improve housing affordability
(1.4%)

3 answers (4.1%) referred to housing

Notes:  Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in
order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.

Place Score©2019 | P.62
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6A LEICHHARDT STRENGTHS AND PRIORITIES ggg‘g@agggpnent

reiqfloscikesd:

These tables and graph illustrate your neighbourhood strengths, liveability improvement priorities and
secondary priorities.

STRENGTHS should be celebrated and protected.

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES identify the aspects of your neighbourhood that are important to
people but are currently underperforming. Improving these attributes will have the most significant impact on
your community.

SECONDARY PRIORITIES identify attributes to look-out for, they are negatively affecting liveability and can
become more significant issues if more people start caring about them.

(428 NEIGHBOURHOOD STRENGTHS - a e o 438 LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES

Local businesses that provide for daily needs e o General condition of public open space (street
(grocery stores, pharmacy, banks etc.) . trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

o _ o
e Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, ﬁ e
(7

Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks
etc.)

10

health and wellness services etc.) @ e

Sense of personal safety (for all ages, genders, day .
or night)

Landscaping and natural elements (street trees,
planting, water features etc.)

Elements of natural environment (natural
features, views, vegetation, topography, water,
wildlife etc.)

Sense of neighbourhood safety (from crime,
traffic, pollution etc.)

20

CF Rank

Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema,
live music etc.)

e
006 60000

Walking/jogging/bike paths that connect housing
to communal amenity (shops, parks etc.)

o "
I}
CF
LEGEND
- == Horizontal: Top 10 CF threshold m :Es?im:;nfae scg:eotucrrgallé i‘:;’z:?';‘e"t management
Diagonal: Threshold showing gnage, :
attributes which PX rating is @ Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
performing 10 pts worse than transport-oriented design, sustainable building
their CF ranking’ (PX=CF+10) 2 design, density etc.)
e Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
"""" Equal CF rank and PX Score 1 10 20 30 40 50 management, solar panels, recycling etc.)
(PX=CF) -
PX Rating
ACESCO . Notes:  CF- Care Factor ranking out of 50 - the lower the number the higher the number of people who think this attribute is important. Place Score©2019 | P.64
PL E RE Neighbourhood Strengths have a high CF and high PX. Liveability Priorities are the poorest performing CF ranked in the overall Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org top 10. Secondary Priorities are the worst performing overall outside of the Top 10 CF. 'A threshold difference of 10 pts between

the CF rank and PX rating is used to assure that displayed priorities are not within the margin of error.



6B LEICHHARDT TOP 10 CARE FACTORS

WHAT RESIDENTS MOST CARE ABOUT

Neighbourhood attributes are ranked based on how many people
selected each attribute as being important to them in their ‘ideal
neighbourhood".

ATTRIBUTE % OF PEOPLE

General condition of public open
space (streettrees, footpaths, parks etc.)

Things to do in the evening (bars,
dining, cinema, live music etc.)

Access to neighbourhood amenities
(cafes, shops, health and wellness services
etc.)

Elements of natural environment

i ion, | 51%’
topography, water, wildlife etc.) o

(natural features, views, vegetation

@ UNIQUE
Local businesses that provide for / -
daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy, [ 50w nﬁﬂ

SENSE OF
banks etc.) < WELCOME
Landscaping and natural elements e o
(street trees, planting, water features etc.) [ 49% fo

LOOK &

FUNCTION
Sense of personal safety (for all ages, .
genders, day or night) | 4T ln\'ﬂ

- SENSE OF

WELCOME
Walking/jogging/bike paths that ; ]‘\ >
connect housing to communal W 4% f!
amenity (shops, parks etc.) g TT"(')I’Y)%S
Quality of public space (footpaths, Q
verges, parks etc.) b o
LOOK &
FUNCTION
Sense of neighbourhood safety (from /£
crime, traffic, pollution etc.) [ 43 'H\'ﬁ
SENSE OF
- WELCOME

DEMOGRAPHIC BREAKDOWN'
ALL

Male 40

Age
0-24 6 33% 67% 50%

ma o [
so o
65+ 26 . 38% .

Country of birth (Top 3)

Australia 102 .. 58%
United Kingdom 15 47% 40%
Italy 6 67% 67% 67%
Ancestry (Top 3)

European (including
United Kingdom)

*° .

Mixed 8

50% 50% 50%

Australasian

32%

59%

83%

45%

52%

54%

54%

40%

17%

51%

48%

50%

50%

49%

67%

43%

57%

42%

50%

50%

49%

54%

62%

52%

83%

43%

55%

38%

52%

53%

17%

57%

41%

38%

48%

46%

83%

47%

48%

35%

45%

47%

33%

47%

48%

38%

49%

33%

45%

48%

54%

46%

43%

17%

51%

40%

46%

41%

33%

46%

46%

62%

100%

47%

43%

0%

48%

41%

33%

31%

50%

54%

41%

40%

67%

45%

41%

38%

carefactor

il

LEGEND

. 41 attribute
#2 attribute
#3 attribute
Different from
LGA top 10 CF

139 0 9 Q e 9 a e @ @ Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten

Welcoming to all people (53%)

Notes:  Grey highlight = small sample size

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org

‘Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten’ only showed for samples of 10 and more
'Demographic breakdown data should be used as a ‘snapshot’ as smaller samples do not meet the 95% confidence level.

Place Score©2019 | P.65
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6C LEICHHARDT LIVEABILITY

RESIDENTS GAVE THEIR
NEIGHBOURHOOD A SCORE OF:

PLACE DIMENSIONS

Your PX Score is made up of 5 key
place dimensions, each rated out of 20,
that influence people’s attraction and
attachment to place.

LOOK & FUNCTION

|

SENSE OF WELCOME

|

THINGS TO DO

|

UNIQUENESS

WHAT IS IMPACTING OUR LIVED EXPERIENCE TODAY
These tables identify the highest and lowest rated attributes that are

contributing to neighbourhood liveability.

1

#2

3

*4

5

RATE TOP 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods,
employment centres, shops etc.)

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

Welcoming to all people

Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery
stores, pharmacy, banks etc.)

There are people like me (age, gender, interests, ethnic
backgrounds etc.)

LIVEABILITY BY DEMOGRAPHIC

This table identifies the Neighbourhood PX Scores as rated by different

demographic groups.

?Wﬂﬂ‘lf)&ﬁ

Total PX
Score

69

Women 0-24

Identlty

pxassessment
V\W

BOTTOM 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

Ease of driving and parking

Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building design,
density etc.)

Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks,
schools etc.)

Unusual or unique buildings and/or public space
design

LEGEND

Under 10 respondents
mm PX 70+ Performing well

PX 50-69 Room for improvement
mm PX <50 Urgent care needed

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org n=86

Notes:  PXScores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required.
*Sample size is less than 30 with standard error is more than +5pts. Scores with less than 10 respondents have a standard error of more than +10pts.

Place Score©2019 | P.66
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60 LEICHHARDT IDEAS FOR CHANGE (1/2)

COMMON COMMUNITY IDEAS INCLUDE MORE AND/OR BETTER GREEN
SPACES, TRANSPORT OPTIONS AND MAINTENANCE

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?’
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’

179 answers were collected in Leichhardt. Here is what you community said:
80

70
60

50

40

30

20

% Overall Male Female 25_:;:1“5 45_:::1‘"5 65+ yrs old Auts,::l‘ian Ov:(::as
MOVEMENT NATURAL ENVIRONMENT COMMUNITY BEHAVIOURS FACILITIES
' ‘F‘-, \I ) 3 = e A [ = - L 1 = ‘ A 5 : | \ | [ Vals 1
’%‘"‘» = S o
L.
. Improve active transport . More and/or better parks and . More and/or better care and . More and/or better retail and . More and/or better play and
infrastructure (21.2%) greenery (33%) maintenance (15.6%) leisure options (12.85%) sports facilities (7.8%)
. Improve private vehicle . More and/or better sustainable . More and/or better community . Improve employment and/or : Mclare a”fd/c?l'f pettgg/arts and
infrastructure (17.3%) actions and behaviours (7.3%) activities and/or engagement commercial buildings occupancy culture facilities (5%)
. (12.3%) (5%) . More and/or better education
. Improve public transport . Celebrate and/or protect the i T o
. and childcare facilities (3.9%)
infrastructure (7.3%) fauna and flora (3.4%) . More and/or better local .
X X businesses (5%) . More and/or better community
. Reduce private vehicle . Celebrate and/or protect the facilities (3.4%)
infrastructure (6.2%) topography and landscape (1.7%) . Increase night-time and weekend . More and/or better health
. Improve accessibility (2.2%) economy (3.9%) related facilities (0.6%)
74 answers (41.3%) referred to movement 68 answers (38%) referred to the natural 49 answers (27.4%) referred to community 40 answers (22.4%) referred to the economy 34 answers (19%) referred to facilities
environment behaviours
“ Notes:  Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in Place Score©2019 | P.67
PLACESCORE order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed. Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.



60 LEICHHARDT IDEAS FOR CHANGE (2/2)

LESS THAN 20% OF IDEAS RELATED TO THESE THEMES
Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?”
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
179 answers were collected in Leichhardt. Here is what you community said:

80

70

60

50

40

30

20

Overall Male

Improve sense of safety and/or
physical safety (10.6%)

Improve sense of belonging and
interactions between residents
(8.9%)

More and/or better
consideration and inclusion of
diversity (1.1%)

34 answers (19%) referred to social
connections and safety

Female

PUBLIC DOMAIN

More and/or better open spaces
and/or furniture (12.8%)
Improve comfort (noise, smell,
temperature etc.) (5.6%)

32 answers (17.9%) referred to the public
domain

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs
old old

CHARACTER

Celebrate and/or protect the
neighbourhood'’s identity (7.3%)

Celebrate and/or protect heritage
(4.5%)

19 answers (10.6%) referred to character

65+ yrs old

“Shw

EREDeASH T,

Improve appearance of built
form (5%)

Improve transitions and/or
relationship between interfaces
(3.4%)

Limit heights (1.7%)
Limit density (0.6%)

14 people (7.8%) referred to the built form

Australian Overseas

born

HOUSING

Improve housing affordability
(3.4%)

Maintain range of housing types
and sizes (1.7%)

Diversify range of housing types
and sizes (0.6%)

10 answers (5.6%) referred to housing

Notes:  Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in
order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.

Place Score©2019 | P.68
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019
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A LEWISHAM-PETERSHAM STRENGTHS AND PRIORITIES S%é%@%%%hm

reiqfloscikesd:

These tables and graph illustrate your neighbourhood strengths, liveability improvement priorities and
secondary priorities.

STRENGTHS should be celebrated and protected.

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES identify the aspects of your neighbourhood that are important to
people but are currently underperforming. Improving these attributes will have the most significant impact on
your community.

SECONDARY PRIORITIES identify attributes to look-out for, they are negatively affecting liveability and can
become more significant issues if more people start caring about them.

(428 NEIGHBOURHOOD STRENGTHS o e [d 38 LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES

Elements of natural environment (natural
features, views, vegetation, topography, water,
wildlife etc.)

Sense of personal safety (for all ages, genders, day
or night) . e o

Access and safety of walking, cycling and/or
public transport (signage, paths, lighting etc.)

employment centres, shops etc.) o

10
e

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, .
health and wellness services etc.) “

(10
o Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, e 0
(3

Walking/jogging/bike paths that connect housing
to communal amenity (shops, parks etc.)

General condition of public open space (street
trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks
etc.)

20

Local businesses that provide for daily needs
(grocery stores, pharmacy, banks etc.)

CF Rank

©

e

(G)
0060060000 O

Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema,

live music etc.)
CF
LEGEND
o . . Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
ng/zontal. Top 70 CF thre‘shold @ transport-oriented design, sustainable building
Diagonal: Threshold showing design, density etc.)
attributes which PX rating is - .
performing 10 pts worse than m Protection of the natural environment
their CF ranking’ (PX=CF+10) 2
@ Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
-------- Equal CF rank and PX Score 1 10 20 30 40 50 management, solar panels, recycling etc.)
(PX=Ch) PX Rating
ACESCO . Notes:  CF- Care Factor ranking out of 50 - the lower the number the higher the number of people who think this attribute is important. Place Score©2019 | P.70
PL E RE Neighbourhood Strengths have a high CF and high PX. Liveability Priorities are the poorest performing CF ranked in the overall Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org top 10. Secondary Priorities are the worst performing overall outside of the Top 10 CF. 'A threshold difference of 10 pts between

the CF rank and PX rating is used to assure that displayed priorities are not within the margin of error.



- fact
1B LEWISHAM-PETERSHAM TOP 10 CARE FACTORS carefactor

WHAT RESIDENTS MOST CARE ABOUT LEGEND

Neighbourhood attributes are ranked based on how many people =1 attribute

#2 attribut
selected each attribute as being important to them in their ‘ideal #3 gttZ’bth
neighbourhood". @ oifferent from

LGA top 10 CF

ATTRIBUTE % OF PEOPLE DEMOGRAPHIC BREAKDOWN'

General condition of public open g 73 @ ALL 131 0@ 0@@09@@ Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten
%

space (streettrees, footpaths, parks etc.)
CARE Male 53

53% 43% 42%
Access and safety of walking, cycling £ - Female 77 48% 53% 52% 49% 42% 42%
and/or public transport (signage, paths, 62 'H‘i'ﬁ
iohti \ SENSE OF
lighting etc.)
WELCOME Age
Access to neighbourhood amenities y i\f
(cafes, shops, health and wellness services 56% | =1 0-24 5 80% 40% 60% 80% 40% 80% 40% 20% 60% 80%
etc.) THINGS

TO DO

- 25-44 53
Connectivity (proximity to other

neighbourhoods, employment centres, % oo .

9

49% 44% 40% 47% 49% 47% 42% 40% enseof neighbourhood safety (from crime, traffic, pollution

shops etc.) LOOK & 45-64 55 etc.) (53%)

FUNCTION

.60% 58% 58% 53% 43% 47% 53% 43%

Local businesses that provide for 56%.44% 56% 44% 61% 56% 17% 28%

e o 65+ 18
) MR

daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy, 5
SENSE OF
banks etc.) WELCOME Country of birth (Top 3)
Quality of public space (footpaths, )
50% Australia 95 48% 49% 49% 54% 49% 47% 42% 39%
verges, parks etc.) o
\ LOOK &
FUNCTION ) ) )
United Kingdom 14 . 50% . 50% 64% 29% 36% 29% 64% 43% Locally owned and operated businesses (64%)
A Ad
Elements of natural environment ey

(natural features, views, vegetation, 48 New Zealand 5 80% 100% 100% 40% 80% 40% 60% 40% 60% 40%

topography, water, wildlife etc.) UNIQUE
Walking/jogging/bike paths that ]'\ 3 Ancestry (Top 3)
connect housing to communal 4 f!

amenity (shops, parks etc.)

THINGS E%E?epdeﬁ?nggg;‘;i"g 54 .. 48% 46% 41% 48% 43% 50% 50% 43%

000000060006

Things to do in the evening (bars, ]\f Australasian 53 60% 51% 55% 53% 55% 43% 40% 40%
dining, cinema, live music etc.) bhw g
THINGS
TO DO Asian 67% 56% 56% 56% 56% 67% 56% 67% 33% 44%
Sense of personal safety (for all ages, 4
genders, day or night) 41n 'HY"
SENSE OF
WELCOME
Notes:  Grey highlight = small sample size Place Score©2019 | P.71
PLACESCORE ‘Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten’ only showed for samples of 10 and more Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org 'Demographic breakdown data should be used as a ‘snapshot’ as smaller samples do not meet the 95% confidence level.



1C LEWISHAM-PETERSHAM LIVEABILITY

RESIDENTS GAVE THEIR
NEIGHBOURHOOD A SCORE OF:

| L SR |

PLACE DIMENSIONS

Your PX Score is made up of 5 key
place dimensions, each rated out of 20,
that influence people’s attraction and
attachment to place.

LOOK & FUNCTION
SENSE OF WELCOME

THINGS TO DO

_

UNIQUENESS

_

CARE

m

WHAT IS IMPACTING OUR LIVED EXPERIENCE TODAY

These tables identify the highest and lowest rated attributes that are
contributing to neighbourhood liveability.

1

#2

3

*4

5

O,

LY

RATE TOP 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods,
employment centres, shops etc.)

There are people like me (age, gender, interests, ethnic
backgrounds etc.)

Welcoming to all people

Mix or diversity of people in the area

Overall visual character of the neighbourhood

LIVEABILITY BY DEMOGRAPHIC
This table identifies the Neighbourhood PX Scores as rated by different
demographic groups.

Total PX
Score

66

BENEBEN.

Men Women f dz::tfi‘ty 0-24 25-44
68* 64 70 71 63

65+

pxassessment
V\W

BOTTOM 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

#50

#49

#48

*47

*46

fd

Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building design,
density etc.)

Ease of driving and parking

Family and community services (aged, disability and
home care, protection and support services etc.)

Protection of the natural environment

LEGEND

Under 10 respondents
mm PX 70+ Performing well

PX 50-69 Room for improvement
mm PX <50 Urgent care needed

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org n=70

Notes:  PXScores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required.
*Sample size is less than 30 with standard error is more than +5pts. Scores with less than 10 respondents have a standard error of more than +10pts.

Place Score©2019 | P.72
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



1D LEWISHAM-PETERSHAM IDEAS FOR CHANGE (1/2)

COMMON COMMUNITY IDEAS INCLUDE MORE AND/OR BETTER GREEN

SPACES,ACTIVE TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE AND MAINTENANCE

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?’
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
141 answers were collected in Lewisham-Petersham. Here is what you community said:

80

70

60

40

30

20

Overall Male

MOVEMENT

Improve active transport
infrastructure (31.2%)

Improve private vehicle
infrastructure (13.5%)

Improve public transport
infrastructure (11.4%)

Reduce private vehicle
infrastructure (8.5%)

Improve accessibility (5%)

Female

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

More and/or better parks and
greenery (32.6%)

More and/or better sustainable
actions and behaviours (8.5%)
Celebrate and/or protect the
topography and landscape (1.4%)

Celebrate and/or protect the
fauna and flora (1.4%)

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs

old old

ECONOMY

More and/or better retail and
leisure options (12.1%)

More and/or better local
businesses (10.6%)

Increase night-time and weekend
economy (5%)
Improve employment and/or

commercial buildings occupancy
(2.1%)

More and/or better care and
maintenance (14.9%)

More and/or better community
activities and/or engagement
(7.8%)

—e
Australian Overseas
born born

Improve sense of safety and/or
physical safety (9.9%)

Improve sense of belonging and
interactions between residents
(7.8%)

More and/or better
consideration and inclusion of
diversity (2.8%)

27 answers (19.2%) referred to social
connections and safety

51 answers (36.2%) referred to the natural
environment

32 answers (22.7%) referred to the economy 32 answers (22.7%) referred to community

behaviours

70 answers (49.6%) referred to movement

Notes:  Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in
order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.

Place Score©2019 | P.73
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org



1D LEWISHAM-PETERSHAM IDEAS FOR CHANGE (2/2)

LESS THAN 20% OF IDEAS RELATED TO THESE THEMES

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?”
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
141 answers were collected in Lewisham-Petersham. Here is what you community said:
%
70
%
50
w0
%
.\*’////\.

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs 65+ yrs Australian Overseas
old old old* born born

% Overall Male Female

PUBLIC DOMAIN FACILITIES CHARACTER HOUSING

“Shw

EREDEASH,\TD,

. More and/or better open spaces . More and/or better education . Celebrate and/or protect the . Limit density (2.1%) . Maintain range of housing types
and/or furniture (12.1%) and childcare facilities (5.7%) neighbourhood'’s identity (7.8%) . Limit heights (2.1%) and sizes (2.8%)
. Improve comfort (noise, smell, . More and/or better arts and . Celebrate and/or protect . Increase density (1.4%) . ”Zn%tove housing affordability
temperature...) (7.1%) culture facilities (3.6%) heritage (5%) o (2.1%)
. . . . Improve transitions and/or
. More and/or better community . Improve overall quality of public relationship between interfaces
facilities (2.8%) domain (2.1%) (1.4%)
: More and/or better play and . Improve appearance of built
sports facilities (2.1%) form (0.7%)
26 answers (18.4%) referred to the public 20 answers (14.2%) referred to facilities 17 answers (12.1%) referred to character 11 answers (7.8%) referred to the built form 7 answers (5%) referred to housing
domain
. Notes:  Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in Place Score©2019 | P.74
PLACESCORE order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed. Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.
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8A MARRICKVILLE STRENGTHS AND PRIORITIES gggg‘;agggpnemt

reiqfloscikesd:

These tables and graph illustrate your neighbourhood strengths, liveability improvement priorities and
secondary priorities.

STRENGTHS should be celebrated and protected.

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES identify the aspects of your neighbourhood that are important to
people but are currently underperforming. Improving these attributes will have the most significant impact on
your community.

SECONDARY PRIORITIES identify attributes to look-out for, they are negatively affecting liveability and can
become more significant issues if more people start caring about them.

(428 NEIGHBOURHOOD STRENGTHS - a e e 0 438 LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES

Mix or diversity of people in the area e General condition of public open space (street

0 e trees, footpaths, parks etc.)
Local businesses that provide for daily needs )

(grocery stores, pharmacy, banks etc.) e e 0 e “

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks
etc.)

Elements of natural environment (natural
features, views, vegetation, topography, water,
wildlife etc.)

Sense of personal safety (for all ages, genders, day
or night) )

0000
10

Protection of the natural environment

Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
management, solar panels, recycling etc.)

Landscaping and natural elements (street trees,
planting, water features etc.)

CF Rank

Walking/jogging/bike paths that connect housing
to communal amenity (shops, parks etc.)

Access and safety of walking, cycling and/or

©
000000 000

= public transport (signage, paths, lighting etc.)
LEGEND Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema,
live music etc.)
=== Horizontal: Top 10 CF threshold
Diagonal: Threshold showing
attributes which PX rating is F
performing 10 pts worse than
their CF ranking’ (PX=CF+10) = @ Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building
-------- Equal CF rank and PX Score 1 10 20 30 40 50 design, density etc.)
(PX=CP) PX Rating
ACESCO . Notes:  CF- Care Factor ranking out of 50 - the lower the number the higher the number of people who think this attribute is important. Place Score©2019 | P.76
PL E RE Neighbourhood Strengths have a high CF and high PX. Liveability Priorities are the poorest performing CF ranked in the overall Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org top 10. Secondary Priorities are the worst performing overall outside of the Top 10 CF. 'A threshold difference of 10 pts between

the CF rank and PX rating is used to assure that displayed priorities are not within the margin of error.



fact
8B MARRICKVILLE TOP 10 CARE FACTORS carefactor

WHAT RESIDENTS MOST CARE ABOUT LEGEND

Neighbourhood attributes are ranked based on how many people = 1 atribute

#2 attribut
selected each attribute as being important to them in their ‘ideal #3 gttZ’bZtg
neighbourhood". @ oifferent from

LGA top 10 CF

[RANK | ATTRIBUTE % OF PEOPLE DEMOGRAPHIC BREAKDOWN'

General condition of public open y e @ ALL 214 0@ eee@@@ Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten
1%

space (streettrees, footpaths, parks etc.)
CARE Male 90 .. 49% | 54% 49% 53% 41%
Things to do in the evening (bars, ¥ Female 121 50% 49% 45% 46% 37% 40% 43% 45%
dining, cinema, live music etc.) 56%
THINGS
TO DO Age

Access to neighbourhood amenities
(cafes, shops, health and wellness services 50%
etc.) A

0-24

. 25-44 95 .. 45% 49% 44% 49% 44% 43% 42% 41%
Elements of natural environment

D

(natural features, views, vegetation, 50% 1

topography, water, wildlife etc.) UNIQUE 45-64 83 51% 49% 53% 41% 45% 43% 45% 47%
D
5 ’

~

43% 43% 57% 57% 14% 29% 43% 71% 57% 29%

Local businesses that provide for 2 2 65+ 29 . 38% . 55% 45% 45% 41% 38% 41% 41% Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)(55%)
daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy, 47 niﬂ
SENSE OF .
banks etc) WELCOME Country of birth (Top 3)
Sustainable behaviours in the @, )
. 454 &J Australia 160 50% 46% 45% 44% 41% 46% 42% 46%
community (water management, solar
panels, recycling etc.) y CARE
ynited Kinglom v . 1% | 47% | 39% | 566 | S5 | 5% | 18% | 59% | 3% _
Walking/jogging/bike paths that ]'\ >
connect housing to communal X b i New Zealand 5 80% 40% 80% 100% 40% 40% 60% 60% 60% 20%
amenity (shops, parks etc.) TT"(')”E%S
Access and safety of walking, cycling  / - A Ancestry (Top 3)
and/or public transport (signage, paths, 43w 'H‘)@
lighting etc.) \ SENSE OF Australasian 101 51% 51% 45% 49% 44% 41% 44% 48%
- WELCOME
Landscaping and natural elements y Q Eﬁﬁgepdeﬁ?n(‘gg%‘“g 74 . 51% 45% 47% 49% 45% 39%
(street trees, planting, water features etc.) 43% ol 8
LOOK &
FUNCTION Mixed 20 ... 60% 35% 45% 50% 35% 55% 25%
[AA
Mix or diversity of people in the area  / -v-'
43%
UNIQUE
Notes:  Grey highlight = small sample size Place Score©2019 | P.77
PLACESCORE ‘Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten’ only showed for samples of 10 and more Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org 'Demographic breakdown data should be used as a ‘snapshot’ as smaller samples do not meet the 95% confidence level.



8C MARRICKVILLE LIVEABILITY

RESIDENTS GAVE THEIR
NEIGHBOURHOOD A SCORE OF:

PLACE DIMENSIONS
Your PX Score is made up of 5 key
place dimensions, each rated out of 20,
that influence people’s attraction and
attachment to place.

LOOK & FUNCTION
SENSE OF WELCOME

THINGS TO DO

_

UNIQUENESS

_

CARE

m

WHAT IS IMPACTING OUR LIVED EXPERIENCE TODAY

These tables identify the highest and lowest rated attributes that are
contributing to neighbourhood liveability.

1

#2

3

LY

RATE TOP 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

Mix or diversity of people in the area

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery

stores, pharmacy, banks etc.)

Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods,
employment centres, shops etc.)

There are people like me (age, gender, interests, ethnic

backgrounds etc.)

LIVEABILITY BY DEMOGRAPHIC
This table identifies the Neighbourhood PX Scores as rated by different
demographic groups.

ymw'rfMlel

en Women

Diff.

Identity O

25-44 45-64 65+

pxassessment
V\W

BOTTOM 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

*50 X,

*49 i

*48 i
47 3§
46 &

Ease of driving and parking

Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

Child services (child care, early learning, after school
care, medical etc.)

Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building design,
density etc.)

Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks,
schools etc.)

LEGEND

Under 10 respondents
mm PX 70+ Performing well

PX 50-69 Room for improvement
mm PX <50 Urgent care needed

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org n=126

Notes:  PXScores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required.
*Sample size is less than 30 with standard error is more than +5pts. Scores with less than 10 respondents have a standard error of more than +10pts.

Place Score©2019 | P.78
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



80 MARRICKVILLE IDEAS FOR CHANGE (1/2)

COMMON COMMUNITY IDEAS INCLUDE MORE AND/OR BETTER GREEN
SPACES, ACTIVE TRANSPORT AND MAINTENANCE'

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?’
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
258 answers were collected in Marrickville. Here is what you community said:

80

70

60

50

40

30

20

*»

Overall Male

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

More and/or better parks and
greenery (29.5%)

More and/or better sustainable
actions and behaviours (12.8%)
Celebrate and/or protect the
topography and landscape (2.7%)
Celebrate and/or protect the
fauna and flora (1.6%)

Improve management of private
green spaces (1.6%)

102 answers (39.5%) referred to the natural

environment

0-24 yrs 25-44 yrs

Female old* old

MOVEMENT

. Improve active transport . More and/or better care and
infrastructure (21.3%) maintenance (13.6%)

. Improve private vehicle . More and/or better community
infrastructure (12%) activities and/or engagement

. Improve public transport (8.9%)
infrastructure (3.9%)

. Reduce private vehicle
infrastructure (2.7%)

. Improve accessibility (1.6%)

92 answers (35.7%) referred to movement 54 answers (20.9%) referred to community

behaviours

45-64 yrs

65+ yrs old

Improve sense of safety and/or
physical safety (11.24%)

Improve sense of belonging and
interactions between residents
(4.26%)

More and/or better

consideration and inclusion of
diversity (4.26%)

51 answers (19.8%) referred to social
connections and safety

Australian Overseas

born born

BUILT FORM

ShB

EREDEASH D, |

1936

Limit heights (7.4%)
Limit density (6.2%)

Improve appearance of built
form (5.4%)

Improve transitions and/or
relationship between interfaces
1%)

Increase density (0.4%)

50 answers (19.4%) referred to the built form

Notes:

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org

Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes
are in order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not
displayed. Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.'lt should be noted that Marrickville is the only Inner West

neighbourhood where the ‘Built form’is part of the top 5 most common themes.

Place Score©2019 | P.79
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



80 MARRICKVILLE IDEAS FOR CHANGE (2/2)

LESS THAN 20% OF IDEAS RELATED TO THESE THEMES

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?”
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
258 answers were collected in Marrickville. Here is what you community said:

80

70

60

50

40

30

20

o e S
 — —®
,‘ E— W
o—
Overall Male Female

PUBLIC DOMAIN

More and/or better open spaces
and/or furniture (12.8%)
Improve comfort (noise, smell,
temperature etc.) (7.4%)

48 answers (18.6%) referred to the public

domain

FACILITIES

More and/or better education
and childcare facilities (5.4%)
More and/or better play and
sports facilities (5%)

More and/or better arts and
culture facilities (4.3%)

More and/or better health related
facilities (3.1%)

More and/or better community
facilities (0.39%)

43 answers (16.7%) referred to facilities

0-24 yrs

&
—&

More and/or better retail and
leisure options (12.4%)

Increase night-time and weekend
economy (3.5%)
Improve employment and/or

commercial buildings occupancy
(2.7%)

More and/or better local
businesses (2.3%)

43 answers (16.7%) referred to the economy

———

45-64 yrs

65+ yrs old

Maintain range of housing types
and sizes (5.8%)

Improve housing affordability
(5.4%)

Diversify range of housing types
and sizes (1.2%)

Improve quality of housing
(0.8%)

34 answers (13.2%) referred to housing

Australian Overseas

born born

CHARACTER

Celebrate and/or protect the
neighbourhood'’s identity (8.9%)

Celebrate and/or protect
heritage (3.9%)

Improve overall quality of public
domain (3.1%)

34 answers (13.2%) referred to character

Notes:  Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in
order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.

Place Score©2019 | P.80
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019
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9A NEWTOWN-ENMORE STRENGTHS AND PRIORITIES gggg‘;agggpnent

reiqfloscikesd:

These tables and graph illustrate your neighbourhood strengths, liveability improvement priorities and
secondary priorities.

STRENGTHS should be celebrated and protected.

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES identify the aspects of your neighbourhood that are important to
people but are currently underperforming. Improving these attributes will have the most significant impact on
your community.

SECONDARY PRIORITIES identify attributes to look-out for, they are negatively affecting liveability and can
become more significant issues if more people start caring about them.

(428 NEIGHBOURHOOD STRENGTHS - e oo 438 LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, o o General condition of public open space (street
health and wellness services etc.) e 0 trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

Welcoming to all people e 0

Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks
etc.)

(2]
e
(2]
(2]

Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, 3 Landscaping and natural elements (street trees,

o employment centres, shops etc.) e planting, water features etc.)
@ Mix or diversity of people in the area @ @ Walking/jogging/bike paths that connect housing
to communal amenity (shops, parks etc.)
e Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, @ @ Evidence of Council/government management
live music etc.) < 5 (signage, street cleaners etc.)
. . . T |
o Local businesses that provide for daily needs ¥ N @ e Access and safety of walking, cycling and/or
(grocery stores, pharmacy, banks etc.) & public transport (signage, paths, lighting etc.)
@ $paces suitable fqr specific act.ivities or special e Sense of personal safety (for all ages, genders, day
interests (entertainment, exercise, dog park, BBQs or night)
etc.)
S CF
LEGEND @ Protection of the natural environment
=== Horizontal: Top 10 CF threshold
Diagonal: Threshold showing G Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
attributes which PX rating is management, solar panels, recycling etc.)
perform/ng 79 P1f5 worse than @ Elements of natural environment (natural
their CF ranking’ (PX=CF+10) = features, views, vegetation, topography, water,
wildlife etc.)
-------- Equal CF rank and PX Score 1 10 20 30 40 50
(PX=CF) PX Rating
ACESCO . Notes:  CF- Care Factor ranking out of 50 - the lower the number the higher the number of people who think this attribute is important. Place Score©2019 | P.82
PL E RE Neighbourhood Strengths have a high CF and high PX. Liveability Priorities are the poorest performing CF ranked in the overall Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org top 10. Secondary Priorities are the worst performing overall outside of the Top 10 CF. 'A threshold difference of 10 pts between

the CF rank and PX rating is used to assure that displayed priorities are not within the margin of error.



9B NEWTOWN-ENMORE TOP 10 CARE FACTORS

WHAT RESIDENTS MOST CARE ABOUT

Neighbourhood attributes are ranked based on how many people
selected each attribute as being important to them in their ‘ideal
neighbourhood".

carefactor
7N

LEGEND

. 41 attribute
#2 attribute
#3 attribute
Different from
LGA top 10 CF

[RANK | ATTRIBUTE % OF PEOPLE DEMOGRAPHIC BREAKDOWN'
General condition of public open ALL 108 0@ @@@e@@@ Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten
space (streettrees, footpaths, parks etc.) &J
CARE Male 40 .. 5206 48% 52% 40% 48%
Things to do in the evening (bars, ( = Female 68 51% 51% 49% 49% 50% 47% 40%
dining, cinema, live music etc.) | 54w
THINGS
) TO DO Age
Quality of public space (footpaths, %, Q
verges, parks etc.) 52% fol 0-24 3 100% 33% 67% 0% 67% 0% 33% 0% 33%
LOOK &
FUNCTION
- 25-44 47 . 47% 51% . 51% 40% 45% 40% 45% 30%
Connectivity (proximity to other o
neighbourhoods, employment centres, 50% o
shops etc.) : FbﬁgTKlg‘N 45-64 45 53% 40% 51% 53% 49% 51% 49% 47% (S&ch;saslﬁlrﬁebrﬁfeoxresrglesgﬁgoagct;gﬂ(esB%rstp:tccla)I(g;ﬁr)ests
Local businesses that provide for - & 65+ 13 . 62% 54% 23% 54% 54% 69% 62% 62% .
daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy, 50 niﬂ
SENSE OF .
banks etc.) WELCOME Country of birth (Top 3)
Landscaping and natural elements o i )
(street trees, planting, water features etc.) 48y £o Australia 70 51% 43% 51% 49% 39% 43% 44% 43%
LOOK &
FUNCTION . . Elements of natural environment (natural features, views,
United Kingdom 13 . 54% 46% 62% 46% 62% . 54% 46% 54% vegetation, topography, water, wildlife etc.) (62%)
Sense of personal safety (for all ages, .
genders, day or night) 48% S@!E@F United States 6 83% 67% 50% 50% 50% 50% 67% 67% 67% 33%
WELCOME
Access and safety of walking, cycling - Ancestry (Top 3)
and/or public transport (signage, paths, 'H‘)@ European (including
lighting etc.) \%lEENL?(E)&E United Kingdom) 55 44%  55% 53% 49% 53% 44% 47% 49%
i iti ° o . Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests
Access to neighbourhood amenities Australasian 36 . S0% 36% S0% 47% 42% 44% 50% 39% oo e e o park BROLGLe) (56%)
(cafes, shops, health and wellness services
etc.) THINGS
TO DO Mixed 10 50% 50% 40% 30% 50% 40% 50%
Evidence of Council/government
management (signage, street cleaners b &J
etc.) CARE
“ Notes:  Grey highlight = small sample size Place Score©2019 | P.83
PLACESCORE ‘Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten’ only showed for samples of 10 and more

www.placescore.org

'Demographic breakdown data should be used as a ‘snapshot’ as smaller samples do not meet the 95% confidence level.

Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



9C NEWTOWN-ENMORE LIVEABILITY

RESIDENTS GAVE THEIR
NEIGHBOURHOOD A SCORE OF:

PLACE DIMENSIONS

Your PX Score is made up of 5 key
place dimensions, each rated out of 20,
that influence people’s attraction and
attachment to place.

LOOK & FUNCTION

L

SENSE OF WELCOME

|

THINGS TO DO

i

UNIQUENESS

1

#2

3

*4

5

e

Q,
i

LY

WHAT IS IMPACTING OUR LIVED EXPERIENCE TODAY
These tables identify the highest and lowest rated attributes that are
contributing to neighbourhood liveability.

RATE TOP 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live
music etc.)

Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods,
employment centres, shops etc.)

There are people like me (age, gender, interests, ethnic
backgrounds etc.)

Welcoming to all people

LIVEABILITY BY DEMOGRAPHIC
This table identifies the Neighbourhood PX Scores as rated by different
demographic groups.

?Wﬂﬂ‘lfkﬁ

Total PX
Score

Women 0-24

Identlty

66*

pxassessment
W

BOTTOM 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

#50

#49

#48

*47

*46

Qo Ease of driving and parking

Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks,
schools etc.)

Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
management, solar panels, recycling etc.)

Protection of the natural environment

LEGEND

Under 10 respondents
mm PX 70+ Performing well

PX 50-69 Room for improvement
mm PX <50 Urgent care needed

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org n=74

Notes:  PXScores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required.
*Sample size is less than 30 with standard error is more than +5pts. Scores with less than 10 respondents have a standard error of more than +10pts.

Place Score©2019 | P.84
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



90 NEWTOWN-ENMORE IDEAS FOR CHANGE (1/2)

COMMON COMMUNITY IDEAS INCLUDE MORE AND/OR BETTER ACTIVE
TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE, GREEN SPACES AND MAINTENANCE

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?’ and ‘What’s
missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?”

151 answers were collected in Newtown-Enmore. Here is what you community said:
80

70

60

o e
o*— —@
—9-

40 /
30 :\ ——
20 \'/
10

0

% Overall Male Female 25—::;:1 yrs 45—:::j yrs 65(:; g'rs Auzt:rl‘lan Ov:(::as

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT COMMUNITY BEHAVIOURS PUBLIC DOMAIN

me g 4 8 4

. Improve active transport
infrastructure (31.8%)

. Reduce private vehicle
infrastructure (11.9%)

. Improve private vehicle
infrastructure (6.6%)

. Improve public transport
infrastructure (4%)

. Improve accessibility (3.3%)

65 answers (43%) referred to movement

. More and/or better parks and . More and/or better care and . Improve sense of safety and/or
greenery (29.1%) maintenance (19.9%) physical safety (13.3%)
. More and/or better sustainable . More and/or better community . Improve sense of belonging and
actions and behaviours (8.6%) activities and/or engagement interactions between residents
(11.9%) (6%)

. Celebrate and/or protect the
fauna and flora (2.6%) . More and/or better

. Celebrate and/or protect the consideration and inclusion of
topography and landscape (1.3%) diversity (4.6%)

55 answers (36.4%) referred to the natural 46 answers (30.5%) referred to community 36 asnwers (23.8%) referred to social
environment behaviours connections and safety

More and/or better open spaces
and/or furniture (14.6%)

Improve comfort (noise, smell,
temperature etc.) (4.6%)

29 answers (19.2%) referred to the public

domain

PLACESCORE" Notes:

www.placescore.org

Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in
order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.

Place Score©2019 | P.85
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



90 NEWTOWN-ENMORE IDEAS FOR CHANGE (2/2

LESS THAN 20% OF IDEAS RELATED TO THESE THEMES

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a
better place?” and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?”
151 answers were collected in Newtown-Enmore. Here is what you community said:

80

70

60

50

40

30

:
>

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs 65+ yrs Australian Overseas

[
% Overall Male Female old old old* born born

FACILITIES

ShB

FREDEASH\TD, |

. More and/or better play and . More and/or better retail and . Celebrate and/or protect the . Improve housing affordability . Limit density (1.3%)
sports facilities (7.3%) leisure options (8%) neighbourhood'’s identity (4.6%) (3.3%) . Limit heights (1.3%)
. More and/or better education . Increase night-time and weekend . Improve overall quality of public . Diversify range of housing types . Improve appearance of built
and childcare facilities (2.7%) economy (4.6%) domain (1.3%) and sizes (1.3%) form (0.7%)
. More and/or better arts and . More and/or better local . Celebrate and/or protect heritage . Maintain range of housing types
culture facilities (2%) businesses (2.65%) (0.7%) and sizes (0.7%)
. More and/or better community . Improve employment and/or
facilities (2%) commercial buildings occupancy
. More and/or better health (2%)
related facilities (0.7%) . More and/or better tourism
infrastructure and management
(0.7%)
. Reduce night-time economy (0.7%)
21 answers (13.9%) referred to facilities 19 people (12.6%) referred to the economy 9 answers (6%) referred to character 7 answers (4.6%) referred to housing 3 answers (2%) referred to the built form
“ Notes:  Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in Place Score©2019 | P.86
order from left to rigl t based on recurrence amongstt e overall responses. mall sample (n=< ). emographnics with less than respon lents are not disp. ayea. i i
PLACESCORE d / ight based h i *small fe (n=<30). D hics with less than 10 d displayed. Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.
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10A ROZELLE-LILYFHIELD STRENGTHS AND PRIORITIES

These tables and graph illustrate your neighbourhood strengths, liveability improvement priorities and
secondary priorities.

STRENGTHS should be celebrated and protected.

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES identify the aspects of your neighbourhood that are important to
people but are currently underperforming. Improving these attributes will have the most significant impact on
your community.

SECONDARY PRIORITIES identify attributes to look-out for, they are negatively affecting liveability and can
become more significant issues if more people start caring about them.

e o ©

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, o

health and wellness services etc.) e 0 e

Overall visual character of the neighbourhood o 0 e

10

Local businesses that provide for daily needs
(grocery stores, pharmacy, banks etc.) N

Walking/jogging/bike paths that connect housing
to communal amenity (shops, parks etc.) @ @

Sense of neighbourhood safety (from crime, .
traffic, pollution etc.)

00000

20
(2

CF Rank

30

LEGEND
=== Horizontal: Top 10 CF threshold .
Diagonal: Threshold showing "
attributes which PX rating is
performing 10 pts worse than
their CF ranking’ (PX=CF+10)

40

-------- Equal CF rank and PX Score 1 10 20 30 40 50
(PX=Ch) PX Rating

carefactor
pxassessment

CF

reiqfloscikesd:

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES

General condition of public open space (street
trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

Protection of the natural environment

Elements of natural environment (natural
features, views, vegetation, topography, water,
wildlife etc.)

Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks
etc.)

Access and safety of walking, cycling and/or
public transport (signage, paths, lighting etc.)

Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
management, solar panels, recycling etc.)

Evidence of Council/government management
(signage, street cleaners etc.)

Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building
design, density etc.)

Evidence of community activity (volunteering,
gardening, art, community-organised events etc.)

006 0060 06:

Evidence of recent public investment (roads,
parks, schools etc.)

PLACESCORE" Notes:  CF- Care Factor ranking out of 50 - the lower the number the higher the number of people who think this attribute is important.
Neighbourhood Strengths have a high CF and high PX. Liveability Priorities are the poorest performing CF ranked in the overall
www.placescore.org top 10. Secondary Priorities are the worst performing overall outside of the Top 10 CF. 'A threshold difference of 10 pts between
the CF rank and PX rating is used to assure that displayed priorities are not within the margin of error.

Place Score©2019 | P.88
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



- fact
10B ROZELLE-LILYFIELD TOP 10 CARE FACTORS carefactor

WHAT RESIDENTS MOST CARE ABOUT LEGEND

Neighbourhood attributes are ranked based on how many people =1 attribute

#2 attribut
selected each attribute as being important to them in their ‘ideal #3 gttZ’bZtg
neighbourhood". @ oifferent from

LGA top 10 CF

ATTRIBUTE % OF PEOPLE DEMOGRAPHIC BREAKDOWN'

General condition of public open y o @ ALL 104 0@@@@@@@@@ Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten
%

space (streettrees, footpaths, parks etc.)
CARE Male 30 .. 60% 50% 43% 40% 57% 47%
. y _ XX
Elements of natural environment 4 '6' Female 74 50% 53% 54% 50% 43% 45% 51% 46%
(natural features, views, vegetation, 55%
topography, water, wildlife etc.) R UNIQUE
) Age
Local businesses that provide for i -
daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy, 55% 'ﬂ 0-24 1 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 100% 100% 0% 0%
banks etc.) R SENSE OF
WELCOME
. " p 25-44 37 .. 35% 54% 54% 54% 46% 41% 43% 51%
Access to neighbourhood amenities / &
(cafes, shops, health and wellness services || 54% | ) ) ) AR ) )
etc.) Q -q%'\[‘)%‘ 45-64 49 530 47% 51% 45% 45% 53% 51% 51% ;Iggagsto do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live music etc.)
Sense of neighbourhood safety (from  / - & 65+ 17 . 53% .. 47% 35% 53% 35% 41% 24%
crime, traffic, pollution etc.) 51% niﬂ
A SENSE OF .
WELCOME Country of birth (Top 3)
Protection of the natural @, )
environment 4L7% &J Australia 67 54% 52% 54% 49% 45% 42% 45% 45%

CARE
United Kingdom 20

40% 45% 45% 40% 40% . 60% 45% .
Quality of public space (footpaths,

D
verges, parks etc.) 47“) Laoorg United States 4 50% 75% 50% 75% 50% 75% 0% 50% 25% 50%
) FUNCTION

6 ’

Access and safety of walking, cycling Ancestry (Top 3)

and/or public transport (signage, paths, 46w 'H‘i'ﬁ

0000600606000

A European (including
lighting etc.) \%/EENLgEJ&E United Kingdom) 47 51% 55% 51% 55% 47% 53% 47%
Overall visual character of the / Q Australasian 42 .. 55% 48% 45% 33% . 43% 43% 40%
neighbourhood 46% O
Q LOOK &
FUNCTION Mixed 7 43% 71% 43% 86% 43% 57% 0% 14% 57% 14%
Walking/jogging/bike paths that &
connect housing to communal 46%
amenity (shops, parks etc.) N Pl
Notes:  Grey highlight = small sample size Place Score©2019 | P.89
PLACESCORE *Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten’ only showed for samples of 10 and more Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org 'Demographic breakdown data should be used as a ‘snapshot’ as smaller samples do not meet the 95% confidence level.



10C ROZELLE-LILYFIELD LIVEABILITY

RESIDENTS GAVE THEIR
NEIGHBOURHOOD A SCORE OF:

PLACE DIMENSIONS
Your PX Score is made up of 5 key
place dimensions, each rated out of 20,
that influence people’s attraction and
attachment to place.

LOOK & FUNCTION

|

SENSE OF WELCOME

|

THINGS TO DO

|

UNIQUENESS

WHAT IS IMPACTING OUR LIVED EXPERIENCE TODAY

These tables identify the highest and lowest rated attributes that are
contributing to neighbourhood liveability.

1

#2

3

*4

5

LY

LY

fd

LY

RATE TOP 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

Sense of personal safety (for all ages, genders, day or
night)

Welcoming to all people

There are people like me (age, gender, interests, ethnic
backgrounds etc.)

Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery
stores, pharmacy, banks etc.)

LIVEABILITY BY DEMOGRAPHIC
This table identifies the Neighbourhood PX Scores as rated by different
demographic groups.

yﬂnmma

en Women

Diff.

1
Identity O

25-44 45-64 65+

pxassessment
V\W

RATE BOTTOM 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

#50

#49

#48

*47

*46

fid

7

Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks,
schools etc.)

Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building design,
density etc.)

Ease of driving and parking

Evidence of Council/government management
(signage, street cleaners etc.)

LEGEND

Under 10 respondents
mm PX 70+ Performing well

PX 50-69 Room for improvement
mm PX <50 Urgent care needed

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org

n=92

Notes:  PXScores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required.
*Sample size is less than 30 with standard error is more than +5pts. Scores with less than 10 respondents have a standard error of more than +10pts.

Place Score©2019 | P.90
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



10D ROZELLE-LILYFIELD IDEAS FOR CHANGE (1/2)

COMMON COMMUNITY IDEAS INCLUDE MORE AND/OR BETTER GREEN

SPACES, MAINTENANCE AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?”
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
135 answers were collected in Rozelle-Lilyfield. Here is what you community said:

80

70

60

50

40

30

20

Overall

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

More and/or better parks and
greenery (36.3%)

More and/or better sustainable
actions and behaviours (17.8%)
Celebrate and/or protect the
fauna and flora (3%)

Celebrate and/or protect the
topography and landscape (0.7%)

Improve management of private
green spaces (0.7%)

65 answers (48.2%) referred to the natural

environment

Male

Female

MOVEMENT
R e

. Improve active transport
infrastructure (20.7%)

. Improve public transport
infrastructure (14.8%)

. Improve private vehicle
infrastructure (11.1%)

. Reduce private vehicle
infrastructure (8.9%)

. Improve accessibility (0.7%)

59 answers (43.7%) referred to movement

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs
old old

COMMUNITY BEHAVIOURS

More and/or better care and
maintenance (24.4%)

More and/or better community
activities and/or engagement
(9.6%)

44 answers (32.6%) referred to community

behaviours

65+ yrs old

More and/or better play and
sports facilities (9.6%)

More and/or better education
and childcare facilities (5.2%)

More and/or better arts and
culture facilities (3.7%)

More and/or better community
facilities (1.5%)

More and/or better health
related facilities (0.74%)

27 answers (20%) referred to facilities

Australian Overseas
born

More and/or better retail and
leisure options (12.6%)

More and/or better local
businesses (5.2%)

Improve employment and/or
commercial buildings occupancy
(3%)

Increase night-time and weekend
economy (0.7%)

24 answers (17.8%) referred to the economy

Notes:

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org

Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in
order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.

Place Score©2019 | P.91
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



10D ROZELLE-LILYFIELD IDEAS FOR CHANGE (2/2)

LESS THAN 20% OF IDEAS RELATED TO THESE THEMES

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?”
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
135 answers were collected in Rozelle-Lilyfield. Here is what you community said:

80

70

60

50

40

30

20 v
- . 7S
10 .- ——
4
P4 » 4 -——— A 4
0 .\./' °
% Overall Male Female 25_:;:1“5 45_:::1‘"5 65+ yrs old Auts,::l:an Ov:(::as

PUBLIC DOMAIN HOUSING

“Shw

EREDeASH T,

More and/or better open spaces
and/or furniture (9.6%)

Improve comfort (noise, smell,
temperature etc.) (8.2%)

24 answers (17.8%) referred to the public

Improve sense of belonging and
interactions between residents
(8.9%)

Improve sense of safety and/or
physical safety (7.4%)

More and/or better
consideration and inclusion of
diversity (2.2%)

24 answers (17.8%) referred to social

Celebrate and/or protect the
neighbourhood'’s identity (7.4%)
Celebrate and/or protect heritage
(5.2%)

Improve overall quality of public
domain (1.5%)

15 answers (11.1%) referred to character

Limit density (1.5%)
Limit heights (1.5%)

Improve appearance of built
form (1.5%)

Improve transitions and/or
relationship between interfaces
(1.5%)

8 answers (5.9%) referred to the built form

Maintain range of housing types
and sizes (1.5%)

Improve housing affordability
(1.5%)

4 answers (3%) referred to housing

domain connections and safety
“ Notes:  Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in Place Score©2019 | P.92
PLACESCORE order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed. Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.
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11A STANMORE-CAMPERDOWN
STRENGTHS AND PRIORITIES

These tables and graph illustrate your neighbourhood strengths, liveability improvement priorities and
secondary priorities.

STRENGTHS should be celebrated and protected.

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES identify the aspects of your neighbourhood that are important to
people but are currently underperforming. Improving these attributes will have the most significant impact on
your community.

SECONDARY PRIORITIES identify attributes to look-out for, they are negatively affecting liveability and can
become more significant issues if more people start caring about them.

e ° o

Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, o e
employment centres, shops etc.) Q

Locally owned and operated businesses e o e

©

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, “
health and wellness services etc.)

Sense of personal safety (for all ages, genders, day
or night) S @

Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, .
live music etc.)

Local businesses that provide for daily needs
(grocery stores, pharmacy, banks etc.)

o

CF Rank
20
(3]

carefactor
pxassessment

reiqfloscikesd:

Please note: these results should be used as
a ‘snapshot’. PX data sample for Stanmore-
Camperdown provides a 90% confidence level
with a margin of error of +7pts.

438 LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES

Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks
etc.)

Landscaping and natural elements (street trees,
planting, water features etc.)

General condition of public open space (street
trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

Access and safety of walking, cycling and/or
public transport (signage, paths, lighting etc.)

Walking/jogging/bike paths that connect housing
to communal amenity (shops, parks etc.)

Elements of natural environment (natural
features, views, vegetation, topography, water,

CF
wildlife etc.)
= @ Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building
LEGEND design, density etc.)
- == Horizontal: Top 10 CF threshold
Dgr/zon (.7 op re‘s o Protection of the natural environment
iagonal: Threshold showing
attributes which PX rating is
performing 10 pts worse than @ Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
their CF ranking’ (PX=CF+10) 2 management, solar panels, recycling etc.)
@ Evidence of recent public investment (roads,
-------- Equal CF rank and PX Score 1 10 20 30 40 50 parks, schools etc.)
(PX=Ch) PX Rating
. Notes:  CF - Care Factor ranking out of 50 - the lower the number the higher the number of people who think this attribute is important. Place Score©2019 | P.94
PLACESCORE Ehatl ; o ; |

Neighbourhood Strengths have a high CF and high PX. Liveability Priorities are the poorest performing CF ranked in the overall
top 10. Secondary Priorities are the worst performing overall outside of the Top 10 CF. 'A threshold difference of 10 pts between
the CF rank and PX rating is used to assure that displayed priorities are not within the margin of error.

www.placescore.org

Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



- fact
11B STANMORE-CAMPERDOWN TOP 10 CARE FACTORS carefractor

WHAT RESIDENTS MOST CARE ABOUT LEGEND

Neighbourhood atttibutes are ranked based on how many people =1 attribute

#2 attribut
selected each attribute as being important to them in their ‘ideal #3 gttZ’bZtg
neighbourhood". @ oifferent from

LGA top 10 CF

ATTRIBUTE % OF PEOPLE DEMOGRAPHIC BREAKDOWN'

&J ALL 100 0@ Qe@ee@@ Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten

CARE N o o, Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests
Male 32 .. 47% | 50% | 50% 41% 50% | 31% (entertainment, exercise, dog park, BBQs etc.)(53%)

Access to neighbourhood amenities ¢ ) Female 68 60% 54% 53% 51% 49% 43% 40% 49%
(cafes, shops, health and wellness services | 63%

General condition of public open
space (streettrees, footpaths, parks etc.)

etc.) THINGS
TO DO Age

00 0-24

LOOK &

56%’
‘ FUNCTION
. . p 25-44 40 . 55% 57% 38% 55% 40% 32% 42% . 48%
Local businesses that provide for ) -
53%

Quality of public space (footpaths,
verges, parks etc.)

=

0% 100% 100% 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100%

daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy, ﬂ\iﬂ
y (grocery P ¥ EENSEOR 45-64 36 53% 53% 47% 58% 58% 58% 28% 44%

banks etc.) WELCOME

iﬁ 65+ 23 .65% 57%. 57% 57% 52% 30% 39% 30%
X

WELCOME Country of birth (Top 3)

o O
Fiﬂ Australia 84 .. 55% 55% 52% 51% 50% 50% 44% 43%

SENSE OF
WELCOME

Access and safety of walking, cycling
and/or public transport (signage, paths,
lighting etc.)

Sense of personal safety (for all ages,
genders, day or night) 50%

United Kingdom 3 100% 100% 67% 67% 67% 33% 0% 33% 0% 33%

LOOK &
FUNCTION

Things to do in the evening (bars,

Landscaping and natural elements Q
(street trees, planting, water features etc.) 46w o India 2 100% 50% 50% 50% 0% 50% 0% 0% 50% 100%
45%’

. o Ancestry (Top 3)
dining, cinema, live music etc.) ]\fg
TTT)”\IID%S Australasian 47 57% 57% 53% 51% 47% 45% 47% 40%
Connectivity (proximity to other Q Eﬁﬁgepdea}(?n“gg%‘“g 37 . 57% 49% 54% 43% 46% 51% 38% 46%
neighbourhoods, employment centres, 43y ol 8
shops etc.) N LOOK & .
FUNCTION Mixed 10 40% 40% 30% 40% 40%
.9
Locally owned and operated 4 -v-'
businesses 43w
< UNIQUE
Notes:  Grey highlight = small sample size Place Score©2019 | P.95
PLACESCORE ‘Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten’ only showed for samples of 10 and more Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org 'Demographic breakdown data should be used as a ‘snapshot’ as smaller samples do not meet the 95% confidence level.



11C STANMORE-CAMPERDOWN LIVEABILITY

RESIDENTS GAVE THEIR
NEIGHBOURHOOD A SCORE OF:

PLACE DIMENSIONS
Your PX Score is made up of 5 key
place dimensions, each rated out of 20,
that influence people’s attraction and
attachment to place.

LOOK & FUNCTION

SENSE OF WELCOME

WHAT IS IMPACTING OUR LIVED EXPERIENCE TODAY

These tables identify the highest and lowest rated attributes that are
contributing to neighbourhood liveability.

1

#2

3

*4

5

O,

s
<
e

4

RATE TOP 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods,
employment centres, shops etc.)

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

There are people like me (age, gender, interests, ethnic
backgrounds etc.)

Welcoming to all people

Sense of character or identity that is different from
other neighbourhoods

LIVEABILITY BY DEMOGRAPHIC
This table identifies the Neighbourhood PX Scores as rated by different
demographic groups.

BEEBREFE

pxassessment
V\W

Please note: that these results should be used
as a ‘snapshot’. PX data sample for Stanmore-

Camperdown provides a 90% confidence level

with a margin of error of +7pts.

BOTTOM 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

#50

#49

#48

*47

*46

fd

Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building design,
density etc.)

Ease of driving and parking

Family and community services (aged, disability and
home care, protection and support services etc.)

Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
management, solar panels, recycling etc.)

THINGS TO DO
E LEGEND
Total PX Intersex/
UNIQUENESS Score Men Women Unspecified 0-24 25-44 45-64 65+ Under 10 respondents
_ m= PX 70+ Performing well
68* NA 63 68* PX 50-69 Room for improvement
CARE mm PX <50 Urgent care needed
“ Notes:  PX Scores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required. Place Score©2019 | P.96
PLACESCORE *Sample size is less than 30 with standard error is more than +5pts. Scores with less than 10 respondents have a standard error of more than +10pts. Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org n=63




90 STANMORE-CAMPERDOWN IDEAS FOR CHANGE (1/2)

COMMON COMMUNITY IDEAS INCLUDE MORE AND/OR BETTER GREEN
SPACES, ACTIVE TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE AND MAINTENANCE

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?”
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
128 answers were collected in Stanmore-Camperdown. Here is what you community said:

80
70

60

40

30

.\

% Overall

MOVEMENT
‘N i

/i

Male

/\

Female

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs
old old

COMMUNITY BEHAVIOURS

. Improve active transport
infrastructure (22.7%)

. Improve private vehicle
infrastructure (11.7%)

. Improve public transport
infrastructure (9.4%)

. Improve accessibility (7.%)

. Reduce private vehicle
infrastructure (3.1%)

51 answers (39.8%) referred to movement

. More and/or better parks and .
greenery (30.5%)
. More and/or better sustainable .

actions and behaviours (11.7%)

. Celebrate and/or protect the
fauna and flora (4.7%)

. Improve management of private
green spaces (0.8%)

48 answers (37.5%) referred to the natural
environment

More and/or better care and
maintenance (20.3%)

More and/or better community
activities and/or engagement
(7%)

35 answers (27.3%) referred to community
behaviours

65+ yrs old

. Improve sense of belonging and
interactions between residents
(9.4%)

. Improve sense of safety and/or

physical safety (7.8%)

. More and/or better
consideration and inclusion of
diversity (4.7%)

26 answers (20.31%) referred to social
connections and safety

Australian Overseas
born*

More and/or better retail and
leisure options (11.7%)

More and/or better local
businesses (6.3%)

Increase night-time and weekend
economy (3.1%)

Improve employment and/or
commercial buildings occupancy
(1.6%)

22 answers (17.2%) referred to the economy

Notes:

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org

Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in
order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.

Place Score©2019 | P.97
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



90 STANMORE-CAMPERDOWN IDEAS FOR CHANGE (2/2)

LESS THAN 20% OF IDEAS RELATED TO THESE THEMES

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?”
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
128 answers were collected in Stanmore-Camperdown. Here is what you community said:

80

70

60

50

40

30

20

Overall

PUBLIC DOMAIN

More and/or better open spaces
and/or furniture (9.4%)

Improve comfort (noise, smell,
temperature...) (6.3%)

Female

FACILITIES

More and/or better play and
sports facilities (3.9%)

More and/or better arts and
culture facilities (3.9%)

More and/or better community
facilities (3.1%)

More and/or better education
and childcare facilities (3.1%)
More and/or better health
related facilities (1.6%)

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs

old old

CHARACTER

Celebrate and/or protect the
neighbourhood'’s identity (6.3%)

Celebrate and/or protect heritage
(3.9%)

Improve overall quality of public
domain (3.1%)

65+ yrs old

“Shw

EREDEASH,\TD,

Improve appearance of built
form (3.9%)

Increase density (3.1%)

Improve transitions and/or
relationship between interfaces
(2.3%)

Limit heights (0.8%)

Australian Overseas

born*

HOUSING

Diversify range of housing types
and sizes (4.7%)

Improve housing affordability
(3.1%)

Maintain range of housing types
and sizes (1.6%)

Improve quality of housing
(0.8%)

20 answers (15.6%) referred to the public 19 answers (14.8%) referred to facilities 16 answers (12.5%) referred to character 11 answers (8.6%) referred to the built form 11 answers (8.6%) referred to housing

domain

Notes:  Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in
order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.

Place Score©2019 | P.98
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

PLACESCORE"
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12A SUMMER HILL STRENGTHS AND PRIORITIES

These tables and graph illustrate your neighbourhood strengths, liveability improvement priorities and
secondary priorities.

STRENGTHS should be celebrated and protected.

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES identify the aspects of your neighbourhood that are important to
people but are currently underperforming. Improving these attributes will have the most significant impact on
your community.

SECONDARY PRIORITIES identify attributes to look-out for, they are negatively affecting liveability and can
become more significant issues if more people start caring about them.

(428 NEIGHBOURHOOD STRENGTHS &e 0

Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods,

(4]
employment centres, shops etc.) e e
10

Sense of belonging in the community 0

10
)

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, .,
health and wellness services etc.)

Sense of personal safety (for all ages, genders, day .
or night) S @

(grocery stores, pharmacy, banks etc.)

20
©
e

Locally owned and operated businesses

CF Rank

Walking/jogging/bike paths that connect housing
to communal amenity (shops, parks etc.) @

00000606

30

LEGEND

=== Horizontal: Top 10 CF threshold .
Diagonal: Threshold showing "
attributes which PX rating is .
performing 10 pts worse than
their CF ranking’ (PX=CF+10)

40

-------- (Eg;_acl FgF rank and PX Score 1 10 20 30 40
B PX Rating

Local businesses that provide for daily needs m

50

carefactor
pxassessment

CF

reiqfloscikesd:

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES

General condition of public open space (street
trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks
etc.)

Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema,
live music etc.)

Access and safety of walking, cycling and/or
public transport (signage, paths, lighting etc.)

Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building
design, density etc.)

Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
management, solar panels, recycling etc.)

Protection of the natural environment

Evidence of recent public investment (roads,
parks, schools etc.)

Evidence of Council/government management
(signage, street cleaners etc.)

00000 0:-

Elements of natural environment (natural
features, views, vegetation, topography, water,
wildlife etc.)

PLACESCORE" Notes:  CF- Care Factor ranking out of 50 - the lower the number the higher the number of people who think this attribute is important.
Neighbourhood Strengths have a high CF and high PX. Liveability Priorities are the poorest performing CF ranked in the overall
www.placescore.org top 10. Secondary Priorities are the worst performing overall outside of the Top 10 CF. 'A threshold difference of 10 pts between
the CF rank and PX rating is used to assure that displayed priorities are not within the margin of error.

Place Score©2019 | P.100
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



fact
12B SUMMER HILL TOP 10 CARE FACTORS carefactor

WHAT RESIDENTS MOST CARE ABOUT LEGEND

Neighbourhood attributes are ranked based on how many people == #1 attribute

#2 attribut
selected each attribute as being important to them in their ‘ideal #3 gttZ’bth
neighbourhood". @ oifferent from

LGA top 10 CF

[RANK | ATTRIBUTE % OF PEOPLE DEMOGRAPHIC BREAKDOWN'
General condition of public open ‘ ALL 98 0@ @@a@e@@ Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten
\ A
space (streettrees, footpaths, parks etc.) 78w &J
CARE Male 30 . 53% 53% . 60% 40% 47%
. . | o @
Los:al businesses that provide for / ,H\ 'E Female 68 .. 62% 44% 46% 47% 53% 47% 44% 43%
daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy, 60% N
banks etc.) 1 SENSE OF
WELCOME Age
Access to neighbourhood amenities 7 i\f
(cafes, shops, health and wellness services 59% ] 0-24 3 100% 100% 33% 67% 100% 33% 67% 33% 67% 0%
etc.) THINGS
TO DO
- 25-44 48 .. 54% 58% 54% 44% 52% 54% 50% 46%
Connectivity (proximity to other o
neighbourhoods, employment centres, S0k o Sense of neighbourhood safety (from crime, traffic, pollution
shops etc.) N Lok 45-64 35 51% 43% 43% 54% 43% 43% 40% 49% 2el(sa%p) g iy : " P
Things to do in the evening (bars, - 65+ 12 ... 33% 42% 58% 50% 33% 33% 33%
dining, cinema, live music etc.) 50% ]\ |
THINGS .
TO DO Country of birth (Top 3)
Access and safety of walking, cycling W Australia 73 59% 52% 51% 52% 48% 45% 44% 40%
and/or public transport (signage, paths, 49w ﬂ‘)@ ustralt ’
lighting etc.) SENSE OF
WELCOME Overr?tl)l vnsEaI %har?ctel('fof the neughbo#rhoorljI (62%), Se;\(s;z%
P : nel ournood safe rom crime, traffi ollution etc ),
(A4 United Kingdom 8 100% 38% 88% 50% 50% 50% 50% 50% 62% 50% Ele%ents of natural (te);wwonment(naturalfgatures views,
Locally owned and operated e e vegetation, topography, water, wildlife etc.) (62%)
businesses %
UNIQUE New Zealand 5 80% 40% 20% 40% 60% 40% 40% 60% 40% 60%
Sense of personal safety (for all ages, - Ancestry (Top 3
genders, day or night) 47% n\iﬂ ry (Top 3)
\%/%’Eg%ﬁi European (including
United Kingdom) 45 58% 56% 51% 58% 42% 38% 51% 47%
Quality of public space (footpaths, Q
verges, parks etc.) 45% f o Australasian 41 56% 46% 41% 39% 59% 51% 44% 39%
\ LOOK &
FUNCTION . Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks, schools etc.)
N . XX Mixed 8 62% 25% 88% 75% 62% 38% 25% 88% 38% 50% (oo P b [PEIE, d
Sense of belonging in the community A
by
UNIQUE
Notes:  Grey highlight = small sample size Place Score©2019 | P.101
PLACESCORE "Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten’ only showed for samples of 10 and more Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org 'Demographic breakdown data should be used as a ‘snapshot’ as smaller samples do not meet the 95% confidence level.



12C SUMMER HILL LIVEABILITY

RESIDENTS GAVE THEIR
NEIGHBOURHOOD A SCORE OF:

PLACE DIMENSIONS
Your PX Score is made up of 5 key
place dimensions, each rated out of 20,
that influence people’s attraction and
attachment to place.

LOOK & FUNCTION

|

SENSE OF WELCOME

|

THINGS TO DO

UNIQUENESS

WHAT IS IMPACTING OUR LIVED EXPERIENCE TODAY
These tables identify the highest and lowest rated attributes that are
contributing to neighbourhood liveability.

RATE TOP 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

"1 B cnbloymentcentres shopsetcy | 50 B
"2 W heaith andweiness senvcesetey 49 ¥
#3 M "Ia‘gcekrgrg[;gseggs like me (age, gender, interests, ethnic #48 iﬁi
b L e o et ey @
#5 'vi:' Mix or diversity of people in the area *46 \.})

LIVEABILITY BY DEMOGRAPHIC
This table identifies the Neighbourhood PX Scores as rated by different
demographic groups.

BENEBEN.

TotalPX  Men  Women dz:‘f:i‘ty 024 2544 65+

pxassessment
V\W

BOTTOM 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

Ease of driving and parking

Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building design,
density etc.)

Range of housing prices and tenures (low to high $,
buy or rent etc.)

Sustainable behaviours in the community (water
management, solar panels, recycling etc.)

Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks,
schools etc.)

LEGEND

Under 10 respondents
mm PX 70+ Performing well

PX 50-69 Room for improvement
mm PX <50 Urgent care needed

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org n=68

Notes:  PXScores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required.
*Sample size is less than 30 with standard error is more than +5pts. Scores with less than 10 respondents have a standard error of more than +10pts.

Place Score©2019 | P.102
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



12D SUMMER HILL IDEAS FOR CHANGE (1/2)

COMMON COMMUNITY IDEAS INCLUDE MORE AND/OR BETTER GREEN
SPACES, MAINTENANCE AND PRIVATE VEHICLE INFRASTRUCTURE

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?’
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’

121 answers were collected in Summer Hill. Here is what you community said:
80

70
60

50

40

30

20

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs 65+ yrs Australian Overseas

[
% Overall Male Female old old old* born born

COMMUNITY BEHAVIOURS NATURAL ENVIRONMENT FACILITIES

e 1T

Improve private vehicle
infrastructure (15.7%)

Improve active transport
infrastructure (13.2%)

Improve public transport
infrastructure (5%)

Reduce private vehicle
infrastructure (4.1%)

Improve accessibility (3.3%)

More and/or better care and
maintenance (19%)

More and/or better community
activities and/or engagement
(18.2%)

More and/or better parks and
greenery (24.8%)

More and/or better sustainable
actions and behaviours (11.6%)

Celebrate and/or protect the
fauna and flora (4.1%)

Improve sense of safety and/or
physical safety (12.4%)

Improve sense of belonging and
interactions between residents
(7.4%)

More and/or better

consideration and inclusion of
diversity (4.1%)

More and/or better community
facilities (7.4%)

More and/or better play and
sports facilities (6.6%)

More and/or better arts and
culture facilities (6.6%)

More and/or better education
and childcare facilities (3.3%)

29 people (24%) referred to social connections 26 people (21.5%) referred to facilities

and safety

41 answers (33.9%) referred to the natural
environment

42 people (34.7%) referred to community
behaviours

42 answers (34.7%) referred to movement

Place Score©2019 | P.103
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

Notes:  Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in
order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.

PLACESCORE"

www.placescore.org



120 SUMMER HILL IDEAS FOR CHANGE (2/2)

LESS THAN 20% OF IDEAS RELATED TO THESE THEMES

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better place?”
and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’
121 answers were collected in Summer Hill. Here is what you community said:

80

70

60

50

40

30

% Overall Male

ECONOMY

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs 65+ yrs

Female old old old*

BUILT FORM HOUSING

[CH

FREQuASH AT,

Australian Overseas

born

. More and/or better retail and
leisure options (12.4%)

. More and/or better local
businesses (4.1%)

. Increase night-time and weekend
economy (4.1%)

. Improve employment and/or
commercial buildings occupancy
(0.8%)

20 answers (16.5%) referred to the economy

. Limit density (5%) . Improve housing affordability . More and/or better open spaces
R Limit heights (4.1%) (7.4%) and/or furniture (8.3%)
. Increase density (1.7%) . Maintain range of housing types . Improve comfort (noise, smell,
. and sizes (5%) temperature etc.) (3.3%)
. Improve appearance of built form . K .
(1.7%) . Diversify range of housing types

and sizes (2.5%)

. | heights (0.8%
ncrease heights ( ) . Improve quality of housing (0.8%)

16 answers (13.2%) referred to the built form 16 answers (13.2%) referred to housing 14 answers (11.6%) referred to the public
domain

Celebrate and/or protect the
neighbourhood'’s identity (5%)

Improve overall quality of public
domain (2.5%)

Celebrate and/or protect
heritage (2.5%)

11 answers (9.1%) referred to character

PLACESCORE" Notes:

www.placescore.org

Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in
order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.

Place Score©2019 | P.104
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13A SYDENHAM-TEMPE-ST PETERS STRENGTHS AND

PRIORITIES

These tables and graph illustrate your neighbourhood strengths, liveability improvement priorities and
secondary priorities.

STRENGTHS should be celebrated and protected.

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES identify the aspects of your neighbourhood that are important to
people but are currently underperforming. Improving these attributes will have the most significant impact on
your community.

SECONDARY PRIORITIES identify attributes to look-out for, they are negatively affecting liveability and can
become more significant issues if more people start caring about them.

¥l NEIGHBOURHOOD STRENGTHS (2] o

Sense of personal safety (for all ages, genders, day 0
o or night) e e
o Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, e e

employment centres, shops etc.) o o o 0

CF Rank
20

30

LEGEND

=== Horizontal: Top 10 CF threshold .
Diagonal: Threshold showing "
attributes which PX rating is .
performing 10 pts worse than
their CF ranking’ (PX=CF+10)

40

-------- Equal CF rank and PX Score 1 10 20 30 40
(PX=Ch) PX Rating

50

carefactor
pxassessment

CF

reiqfloscikesd:

LIVEABILITY IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES

General condition of public open space (street
trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

Protection of the natural environment

Access and safety of walking, cycling and/or
public transport (signage, paths, lighting etc.)

Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks
etc.)

Walking/jogging/bike paths that connect housing
to communal amenity (shops, parks etc.)

Local businesses that provide for daily needs
(grocery stores, pharmacy, banks etc.)

Elements of natural environment (natural
features, views, vegetation, topography, water,
wildlife etc.)

Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema,
live music etc.)

Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops,
health and wellness services etc.)

Q-

Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building
design, density etc.)

PLACESCORE" Notes:  CF- Care Factor ranking out of 50 - the lower the number the higher the number of people who think this attribute is important.
Neighbourhood Strengths have a high CF and high PX. Liveability Priorities are the poorest performing CF ranked in the overall
www.placescore.org top 10. Secondary Priorities are the worst performing overall outside of the Top 10 CF. 'A threshold difference of 10 pts between
the CF rank and PX rating is used to assure that displayed priorities are not within the margin of error.

Place Score©2019 | P.106
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



TEMPE- fact
13B SYDENHAM-TEMPE-ST PETERS TOP 10 CARE FACTORS ~ careractor

WHAT RESIDENTS MOST CARE ABOUT LEGEND

Neighbourhood attributes are ranked based on how many people = 1 atribute

#2 attribut
selected each attribute as being important to them in their ‘ideal #3 gttZ’bZtg
neighbourhood". @ oifferent from

LGA top 10 CF
[RANK | ATTRIBUTE | % OF PEOPLE | DEMOGRAPHIC BREAKDOWN'

&J ALL 102 0@ Q@@e@@@ Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten

CARE Male 35 . 54% 63%. 54% 40% 51% 57% 49% 54%
i\f! Female 66 .. 52%  47% 52%.52% 45% 48% 45%

General condition of public open
space (streettrees, footpaths, parks etc.)

(J

Access to neighbourhood amenities
(cafes, shops, health and wellness services

etc.) A THINGS
TO DO Age

Access and safety of walking, cycling i
and/or public transport (signage, paths, Wﬂ 0-24 3 33% 100% 33% 33% 100% 100% 67% 33% 100% 67%
lighting etc.) \?\/EE'\L%%?AFE

25-44 41 . 51% 56% 54% . 51% 46% . 54% 54%
Walking/jogging/bike paths that &
connect housing to communal \ 45-64 43 56% 53% 56% 53% 53% 49% 49% 40% Mix or diversity of le in th 56%)
amenity (shops, parks etc) Q -q%,\é)%g - ix or diversity of people in the area ( )

T o> " ... el el o el i ._

UNIQUE

Elements of natural environment
(natural features, views, vegetation,
topography, water, wildlife etc.) R

uuuuuu

Country of birth (Top 3)
Protection of the natural )
X {\‘) Australia 78 56% 55% 53% 54% 56% 51% 54% 46%
environment
CARE
United Kingdom 8 6% 62% 62% 50% 25% 38% 25% 38% 50% 62% piec Of personalsafety (forall ages, genders, day or night)
Things to do in the evening (bars, = &
dining, cinema, live music etc.) LRA G Canada 2 50% 100% 0% 50% 50% 50% 50% 100% 0% 0%
TO DO
Connectivity (proximity to other c Ancestry (Top 3)
neighbourhoods, employment centres, 50% f o

shops etc.) FbﬁgﬁgN Australasian 44 .61% 55% 61% 57% 50% 50%. 61% 39%

European (including
'H‘)('ﬁ‘ United Kingdom) 41 54% 44% 46% 56% 39% 49% 51%

Local businesses that provide for
daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,

000666006
W W

banks etc.) SENSE OF Sense of personal safety (for all ages, genders, day or night)
WELCOME Mixed 1" 45% 64% 55% 55% 45% 18% 45% 9% (64%), Sense of neighbourhood safety (from crime, traffic,
p pollution etc.) (64% % Mix or diversity of people in the area (64%)
Quality of public space (footpaths, Q
verges, parks etc.) 49% ol
\ LOOK &
FUNCTION
Notes:  Grey highlight = small sample size Place Score©2019 | P.107
PLACESCORE *Highest rated attributes if not in the overall top ten’ only showed for samples of 10 and more Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org 'Demographic breakdown data should be used as a ‘snapshot’ as smaller samples do not meet the 95% confidence level.



13C SYDENHAM-TEMPE-ST PETERS LIVEABILITY

RESIDENTS GAVE THEIR
NEIGHBOURHOOD A SCORE OF:

R

PLACE DIMENSIONS
Your PX Score is made up of 5 key
place dimensions, each rated out of 20,
that influence people’s attraction and
attachment to place.

LOOK & FUNCTION

SENSE OF WELCOME

WHAT IS IMPACTING OUR LIVED EXPERIENCE TODAY
These tables identify the highest and lowest rated attributes that are
contributing to neighbourhood liveability.

1

#2

3

*4

5

L

a4

LY

e

LY

RATE TOP 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

There are people like me (age, gender, interests, ethn
backgrounds etc.)

Mix or diversity of people in the area

Welcoming to all people

Spaces for group or community activities and/or
gatherings (sports, picnics, performances etc.)

Sense of personal safety (for all ages, genders, day or
night)

LIVEABILITY BY DEMOGRAPHIC
This table identifies the Neighbourhood PX Scores as rated by different
demographic groups.

RN RN

i 50 &k,
#49
48 ¥
"7 &

46 &

pxassessment
V\W

RATE BOTTOM 5 LIVEABILITY CONTRIBUTORS

Physical comfort (including noise, smells, temperature
etc.)

Ease of driving and parking

Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design,
transport-oriented design, sustainable building design,
density etc.)

Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks,
schools etc.)

Protection of the natural environment

THINGS TO DO x
a ; LEGEND
Total PX Diff.
UNIQUENESS Score Men — Women \yentity 024 2ot i € Under 10 respondents
_ == PX 70+ Performing well
58 61* 56 64 78 57 59% 54% PX 50-69 Room for improvement

CARE mm PX <50 Urgent care needed

. Notes:  PX Scores vary between 0 and 100. Scores above 70 are very good, 50-70 there is room for significant improvement, <50 urgent investment required. Place Score©2019 | P.108

PLACESCORE *Sample size is less than 30 with standard error is more than +5pts. Scores with less than 10 respondents have a standard error of more than +10pts.

www.placescore.org

n=72

Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019



13D SYDENHAM-TEMPE-ST PETERS IDEAS FOR CHANGE (1/2)

COMMON COMMUNITY IDEAS INCLUDE MORE AND/OR BETTER ACTIVE
TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE, GREEN SPACES AND MAINTENANCE

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a better
place?’ and ‘What’s missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?’

146 answers were collected in Sydenham-Tempe-St Peters. Here is what you community said:
80

70
60
50

40

3 — TS

) — [ ~—— v

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs 65+ yrs Australian Overseas

[
% Overall Male Female old old old* born born

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT COMMUNITY BEHAVIOURS SOCIAL CONNECTIONS & SAFETY

. Improve active transport . More and/or better parks and . More and/or better care and . Improve comfort (noise, smell, . Improve sense of safety and/or
infrastructure (32.9%) greenery (28.1%) maintenance (17.8%) temperature...) (13%) physical safety (14.4%)
«  Improve private vehicle «  More and/or better sustainable +  More and/or better community «  More and/or better open spaces . !mprove.sensbe of belonging and
infrastructure (13.7%) actions and behaviours (13%) activities and/or engagement and/or furniture (11%) ;ztset;sctlons etween residents
. . ) . (4.1%) )
Beduce private veuhlcle Celebrate and/or prootect the . More and/or better
infrastructure (11%) fauna and flora (2.1%) consideration and inclusion of
. Improve public transport . Celebrate and/or protect the diversity (0.7%)
infrastructure (8.9%) topography and landscape (1.4%)
. Improve accessibility (3.4%)
79 answers (54.1%) referred to movement 60 answers (41.1%) referred to the natural 32 answers (21.2%) referred to community 30 answers (20.6%) referred to the public 27 answers (18.5%) referred to social
environment behaviours domain connections and safety
. Notes:  Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in Place Score©2019 | P.109
PLACESCORE order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed. Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.



13D SYDENHAM-TEMPE-ST PETERS IDEAS FOR CHANGE (2/2)

LESS THAN 20% OF IDEAS RELATED TO THESE THEMES

Place Score asked survey respondents ‘What is your small or big idea to make your neighbourhood a
better place?” and ‘What's missing in your neighbourhood that would make it a better place to live?”
146 answers were collected in Sydenham-Tempe-St Peters. Here is what you community said:

%

70

%

50

w0

%

20

25-44 yrs 45-64 yrs 65+ yrs Australian Overseas

[
% Overall Male Female old old old* born born

ECONOMY

“Shwrw

EREDEASH \TD,

. More and/or better retail and . More and/or better arts and . Improve appearance of built . Celebrate and/or protect the . Maintain range of housing types

leisure options (9.6%)

More and/or better local
businesses (4.8%)

Increase night-time and weekend
economy (3.4%)

Improve employment and/or
commercial buildings occupancy
(2.1%)

culture facilities (4.8%)

More and/or better play and
sports facilities (3.4%)

More and/or better education
and childcare facilities (2.7%)
More and/or better community
facilities (2.1%)

More and/or better health related
facilities (0.7%)

form (4.1%)
Limit density (2.1%)
Limit heights (2.1%)

Improve transitions and/or
relationship between interfaces
(1.4%)

neighbourhood'’s identity (4.8%)
Improve overall quality of public
domain (3.4%)

Celebrate and/or protect heritage
(2.7%)

and sizes (2.1%)

Improve quality of housing (1.4%)
Improve housing affordability
(1.4%)

Diversify range of housing types
and sizes (0.7%)

23 answers (15.8%) referred to the economy 19 answers (13%) referred to facilities 13 answers (8.9%) referred to the built form 13 answers (8.9%) referred to character 7 answers (4.8%) referred to housing

Notes:  Community ideas have been classified under more than one theme when applicable. Percentages noted are for the overall total number of responses. Themes are in
order from left to right based on recurrence amongst the overall responses. *Small sample (n=<30). Demographics with less than 10 respondents are not displayed.
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.

Place Score©2019 | P.110
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019
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