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Care Factor
captures what attributes 

your community ‘values’...

 PX Assessment
captures how your community 

‘rates’ each attribute...

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

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:

ABOUT PLACE SCORE AND THIS RESEARCH
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.
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ABOUT PLACE SCORE AND THIS RESEARCHABOUT 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.

PLAN DIRECTION / 
THEME

PLACE SCORE ATTRIBUTES 
(TOTAL OF 50)

PLACE SCORE OPEN  
QUESTION ANALYSIS

Greater Sydney 
Commission 

Directions / Local 
Strategic Planning 

Statement

Liveability 28 attributes 

Open question analysis (Built 
form, facilities, movement, 

economy, housing, character, 
public domain, community 

behaviours, social connections 
and safety, natural 

environment, development  
and change)

Productivity 12 attributes 

Sustainability 10 attributes 

Local Character 
Statement

Built form 5 Attributes 

Land use 12 attributes 

Place 24 attributes 

Landscape 5 attributes 

Movement 4 attributes 

Planning Tool Box

Economy and 
centres 5 attributes

Planning Tool Box Open 
Question Analysis (Economy 

and centres, facilities, 
movement, public spaces, 
residential and built form, 

sustainability)

Facilities 5 attributes

Movement 4 attributes

Public spaces 7 attributes

Residential and 
built form 8 attributes

Sustainability 5 attributes

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.1 

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

HOW DO WE COLLECT AND USE THE DATA?
PLACE SCORE COLLECTS THREE DIFFERENT 
DATA SOURCES: 

SECTION PAGES DATA SOURCE DATA REPORTING1

CF PX OPENS

NEIGHBOURHOOD 
PROFILES
(P.31-110)

Strengths and 
Priorities 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

LOCAL STRATEGIC 
PLANNING 

STATEMENT  
(P.111-121)

Region and District 
Plan Alignment Yes Yes No Raw and/or combined data coded against NSW Planning requirements or a 

specific topic

Vision Directions Yes Yes Yes Raw and/or combined data coded against NSW Planning requirements or a 
specific topic

Context Yes No No Raw data coded against NSW Planning / GSC requirements

Directions Yes Yes Yes Raw and/or combined data coded against NSW Planning / GSC requirements

Who wants 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 

concerns
Yes Yes Yes Raw and/or combined data coded against NSW Planning / GSC requirements

Community ideas for 
change No No Yes Raw and/or combined data coded against NSW Planning / GSC requirements

LOCAL CHARACTER 
STATEMENT  
(P.163-190)

Local Character 
Attributes Yes Yes Yes Raw and/or combined data coded against NSW Planning / GSC requirements

Local Character 
Directions Yes Yes Yes Raw and/or combined data coded against NSW Planning / GSC requirements

DATA SOURCE QUESTION ASKED

CARE FACTOR 
(CF)

‘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.

PLACE  
EXPERIENCE 
ASSESSMENT 

(PX)

‘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.

OPEN-ENDED 
QUESTION 

(OPENS)

‘What is your big or small idea to 
make your neighbourhood better 
for you?’ 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. 

1Section’s introduction and footnotes include further details regarding the different methodologies.

WHERE AND HOW IT IS USED: 

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’) 

Notes:
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ABOUT THE RESPONDENTS
CARE FACTOR DATA

COUNTRY OF BIRTH 
Australia 72.2%

United Kingdom 9.2%

New Zealand 2.7%

U.S.A 1.8%

Italy 1.1%

0.5%64.7%34.9%

4+39+41+16+A
AGE1 3.2%

39.3%

41.2%

16.3%

 15-24
 25-44
 45-64
 65+

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.

GENDER
n=1701

PX DATA

GENDER

COUNTRY OF BIRTH 
Australia 71.1%

United Kingdom 10.2%

New Zealand 2.7%

U.S.A 1.7%

France 1.0%

0.4%64.5%35.1%

4+38+40+18+A
AGE1 4.1%

37.7%

39.6%

18.6%

 15-24
 25-44
 45-64
 65+

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

n=1091

2016 CENSUS DATA

GENDER

COUNTRY OF BIRTH 
Australia 58.1%

England 4.4%

China 3.5%

New Zealand 2.3%

Italy 1.8%

N/A%51.3%48.7%

13+45+28+14+A
AGE1

45%

13%

28%

13%

 15-24
 25-44
 45-64
 65+

N=105,715

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

Notes: 1Place 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 
15 years without parental consent.

CONFIDENCE LEVEL: 

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

Demographic Low Target Achieved Remark

CF LGA n = 380
for ±5% at 95% 
Confidence 

n = 1701 Above target

15-24 yrs 13% ±5% 3.2% 4.8% below target 
margin

25-44 yrs 45% ±5% 39.3% 0.8% below target 
margin

45-64 yrs 28% ±5% 41.2% 8.2% over target 
margin

65+ yrs 13% ±5% 16.3% On target

Male 48.7% ±5% 34.9% 8.8% below target 
margin

Female 51.3% ±5% 64.7% 8.4% over target 
margin

Smallest 
sample
(Haberfield)

n = 90
for ±10% at 95% 
Confidence

n = 67 Achieved ±10% at 
90% Confidence for 
Haberfield. 

PX LGA n = 280
for ±3.5pts at 
95% Confidence 

n = 1091 Above target

15-24 yrs 13% ±5% 4.1% 3.9% below target 
margin

25-44 yrs 45% ±5% 37.7% 2.3% below target 
margin

45-64 yrs 28% ±5% 39.6% 6.6% above target 
margin

65+ yrs 13% ±5% 18.6% 0.6% above target 
margin

Male 48.7% ±5% 35.1% 8.6% below target 
margin

Female 51.3% ±5% 64.5% 8.2% over target 
margin

Smallest 
sample 
(Haberfield)

n = 70
for ±7pts at 95% 
Confidence

n = 36 Achieved ±7pts at 
85% Confidence for 
Haberfield. 

Demographic Low Target Achieved Remark

CF LGA n = 380
for ±5% at 95% 
Confidence 

n = 685 Above target

15-24 yrs 14% ±5% 10.7% On target

25-44 yrs 41% ±5% 47% 1% over target 
margin

45-64 yrs 28% ±5% 30.8% On target

65+ yrs 17% ±5% 11.5% 0.5% below 
target margin

Male 48.6% ±5% 37.5% 6% below 
target margin

Female 51.4% ±5% 62% 5.6% over 
target margin

Smallest 
Precinct

n = 90
for ±10% at 95% 
Confidence

n = 77 ±10% at 90% 
Confidence 
level

PX LGA n = 280
for ±3.5pts at 
95% Confidence 

n = 382 Above target

15-24 yrs 14% ±5% 12% On target

25-44 yrs 41% ±5% 44% On target

45-64 yrs 28% ±5% 31% On target

65+ yrs 17% ±5% 13% On target

Male 48.6% ±5% 37.4% 6.2% below 
target margin

Female 51.4% ±5% 62.6% 6.2% over 
target margin

Smallest 
Precinct

n = 70
for ±7pts at 95% 
Confidence

n = 66 On target



PLANNING TOOL BOX

THIS SECTION PROVIDES COMMUNITY INSIGHTS 
SUMMARISED ACCORDING TO THE FOLLOWING 
THEMES: 

- ECONOMY AND CENTRES
- FACILITIES
- MOVEMENT
- PUBLIC SPACES
- RESIDENTIAL AND BUILT FORM
- SUSTAINABILITY
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Notes: Map tiles by Stamen Design, under CC BY 3.0. Data by OpenStreetMap, under ODbL.

THE PLANNING TOOL BOX SECTION ALIGNS YOUR 
DATA AROUND THE FOLLOWING LAND-USE AND 
TRANSPORT PLANNING THEMES:

- ECONOMY AND CENTRES
- FACILITIES
- MOVEMENT
- PUBLIC SPACES
- RESIDENTIAL AND BUILT FORM
- SUSTAINABILITY

FOR EACH THEME THE TOOL BOX PROVIDES YOU WITH:
LGA-WIDE DIRECTIONS
Key findings related to one planning theme across your LGA - trends across 
neighbourhoods and overall priorities. 

A HEAT MAP 
Spatial representation of the neighbourhood requiring intervention related 
to a specific planning theme and a summary of the priorities for each 
neighbourhood. 

PRIORITIES, STRENGTHS AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS 
Priorities according to your community, what people consider to be their 
neighbourhood’s strengths, and potential obstacles or reactions to change. 

COMMUNITY IDEAS FOR CHANGE
Your community’s ideas for change have been recoded to focus solely on 
themes related to the elaboration of an planning theme - providing you with 
data that might not come up in other sections of this report. 

PLANNING TOOL BOX

The map above illustrates neighbourhoods that have more than one ‘high priority’ within a theme. 
Consult each theme, e.g. ‘ facilities’ , to see a full breakdown of the priorities for each area. 

Multiple High Priorities
Public Spaces Priority
No High Priority
Data not collected for these areas

LEGEND
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PLANNING TOOL BOX
HOW TO READ YOUR RESULTS

The planning tool box highlights what you should retain and protect as well as the 
level of investment needed to improve different aspects of liveability. The core 
principle is that you should invest in improving attributes with a high Care Factor 
ranking and a low PX Score as, once improved, they will have the most significant 
impact on liveability. This table identifies how to read the different level of 
priority presented in the following pages:

RETAIN AND PROTECT CF RANK /50 PX SCORE /100
Protect These attributes currently contribute the most to the liveability of your neighbourhoods.   

These attributes have a high Care Factor Ranking (valued by the most people in your community) and have a high PX Score (performing well)
Rank 1-15 ≥70

INVESTMENT PRIORITY CF RANK /50 PX SCORE /100
High  Investing in these attributes will contribute the most to improve the liveability of your neighbourhoods.  

These attributes have a high Care Factor Ranking (valued by the most people in your community) and have low PX Score (NOT performing well)
Rank 1-15 <70

Medium Investing in these attributes will contribute to improve the liveability of your neighbourhoods.  
These attributes are generally in the top half of the Care Factor rankings and have a low PX Score (NOT performing well)

Rank 16-30 <70

Low  Investing in these attributes will slightly contribute to improve the liveability of your neighbourhoods.  
These attributes are generally in the bottom half of the Care Factor Ranking (selected by the least number of people in your community) and have a 
low PX Score (NOT performing well)

Rank 31-50 <70

No  No additional investment is needed for these attributes as they are currently over-performing. 
These attributes have a low Care Factor Ranking (selected by the least number people in your community) and have a high PX Score  
(performing well)

Rank 16-50 ≥70



PLANNING TOOL BOX: 
ECONOMY & CENTRES
1- LGA ECONOMY & CENTRES DIRECTIONS
2- ECONOMY & CENTRES HEAT MAP
3- NEIGHBOURHOOD ECONOMY & CENTRES  
PRIORITIES
4- ECONOMY & CENTRES COMMUNITY IDEAS  
FOR CHANGE
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: ECONOMY & CENTRES

WHAT DO WE ALL CARE 
ABOUT?
There are five economy and centres 
attributes out of which four are in your 
top 30 Care Factors: 

• #2/50 Access to neighbourhood 
amenities

• #3/50 Local businesses that provide for 
daily needs

• #6/50 Things to do in the evening
• #15/50 Locally owned and operated 

businesses.

NEIGHBOURHOOD AMENITIES 
AND ‘EVERYDAY’ BUSINESSES 
ARE CONTRIBUTING POSITIVELY 
TO LIVEABILITY AND SHOULD 
BE PROTECTED

- ‘Access to neighbourhood amenities 
(cafes, shops, health and wellness 
services etc.)’ is contributing highly to 
liveability in every neighbourhood but 
Sydenham-Tempe-St Peters.

- Investing in neighbourhood amenities 
in Sydenham-Tempe-St Peters would 
highly improve the neighbourhood’s 
liveability. 

- Investing in ‘Local businesses that 
provide for daily needs (grocery stores, 
pharmacy, banks etc.)’ is a high priority 
in Sydenham-Tempe-St Peters and 
Lewisham-Petersham.

ECONOMY AND CENTRES DIRECTIONS:

INVESTMENTS IN THINGS TO 
DO IN THE EVENING WOULD 
CONTRIBUTE SIGNIFICANTLY 
TO LIVEABILITY IN MULTIPLE 
NEIGHBOURHOODS

- ‘Things to do in the evening (bars, 
dining, cinema, live music etc.)’ is a high 
investment priority in Annandale, 
Dulwich Hill, Lewisham-Petersham and 
Sydenham-Tempe-St Peters.

- It is also medium investment priority 
in Ashfield and Surrounds and 
Haberfield.

- It is contributing highly to liveability 
(and should be protected) in Balmain 
and Surrounds, Leichhard, Marrickville, 
Newtown-Enmore, Rozelle-Lilyfield, 
Stanmore-Camperdown and Summer 
Hill.

LOCAL EMPLOYMENT 
OPPORTUNITIES ARE A 
LOW PRIORITY FOR YOUR 
COMMUNITY

- ‘Local employment opportunities (within 
easy commute)’ is performing poorly 
(62/100) but has a low Care Factor  
rank of #47/50.

- Improving local employment is a low 
investment priority in most of your 
LGA.

- No additional investments in local 
employment opportunities are needed 
in Newtown-Enmore. 

Notes: Figures and trends highlighted in this page but not present in the following pages of your Planning tool box were selected by 
Place Score based on notable differences between demographics and neighbourhood. 

THE LOCAL ECONOMY AND 
CENTRES ARE CONTRIBUTING 
POSITIVELY TO THE LIVEABILITY 
OF MOST NEIGHBOURHOODS 
- ALTHOUGH THE NIGHT 
TIME ECONOMY COULD BE 
IMPROVED IN SOME AREAS

However, the communities of 
both Sydenham-Tempe-St Peters 
and Lewisham-Petersham would 
value improvements in their 
centres.

YOUR BEST PERFORMING 
ATTRIBUTE:

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

82/100

THERE IS ROOM FOR 
IMPROVEMENT REGARDING:

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

68/100

YOUR WORST PERFORMING 
ATTRIBUTE:

‘Local employment opportunities  
(within easy commute)’ 

62/100
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Notes:

PLANNING TOOL BOX: ECONOMY & CENTRES
HOW DO WE DO GOOD BUSINESS?
There are five economy and centres related attributes - this map illustrates the 
average priority level of economy attributes for each of your neighbourhoods:

COMMUNITY PRIORITIES FOR INVESTMENT
This table illustrates the priority level of each economy and centres 
related attribute for each of your neighbourhoods:

Colours on map represent how a theme is performing in each location based on: Retain and protect (One or more protect attribute and no medium or high 
priority), No (all attributes for the location are a no), Low priority (No high or protect priority and one or less medium priority), Medium (One high or more than one 
medium priority), High (More than one high priority). For more information about this table please click here. Map tiles by Stamen Design, under CC BY 3.0. Data by 
OpenStreetMap, under ODbL. *Below 95% confidence level. 

Retain and protect (This theme/attribute is a significant contributor to current liveability) 
No priority - Not a priority (This theme/attribute is over-performing compared to community values)
Low priority (Investment in this theme/attribute should be considered but will not greatly improve liveability)
Medium priority (Investment in this theme/attribute should be considered to improve local liveability)
High priority (Investment in this theme/attribute will contribute the most to improve liveability)

LEGEND
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Overall Protect High Low Protect No

Annandale Protect High Low Protect No

Ashfield and 
Surrounds Protect Medium Low Protect No

Balmain and 
Surrounds Protect Protect Low Protect Protect

Dulwich Hill Protect High Low Protect Protect

Haberfield* Protect Medium Low Protect Protect

Leichhardt Protect Protect Low Protect Protect

Lewisham-Petersham High High Low Protect Medium

Marrickville Protect Protect Low Protect No

Newtown-Enmore Protect Protect No Protect No

Rozelle-Lilyfield Protect Protect Low Protect No

Stanmore-
Camperdown* Protect Protect Low Protect Protect

Summer Hill Protect Protect Low Protect Protect

Sydenham-Tempe-St 
Peters High High Low High Medium

Notes:
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Notes:

Neighbourhood Community Priorities1 Community Perceived Strength2 Community Concerns3

Overall - Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live music etc.) - Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,  
  banks etc.)   
- Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, health and wellness  
  services etc.)    
- Locally owned and operated businesses

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
  retail and leisure 

Annandale - Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live music etc.) - Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,  
  banks etc.)   
- Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, health and wellness  
  services etc.)    
- Locally owned and operated businesses

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
  retail and leisure 
 

Ashfield and 
Surrounds

- Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live music etc.) - Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,  
  banks etc.)   
- Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, health and wellness  
  services etc.)    
- Locally owned and operated businesses

Balmain and 
Surrounds

- Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,  
  banks etc.)   
- Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live music etc.)
- Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, health and wellness  
  services etc.)    
- Locally owned and operated businesses

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
  retail and leisure as well as more and/or better local businesses 

Dulwich Hill - Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live music etc.) - Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,  
  banks etc.)   
- Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, health and wellness  
  services etc.)    
- Locally owned and operated businesses

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
  retail and leisure as well as more and/or better local businesses

Haberfield* - Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live music etc.) - Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,  
  banks etc.)   
- Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, health and wellness  
  services etc.)    
- Locally owned and operated businesses

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
  retail and leisure 
 

Leichhardt - Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,  
  banks etc.)   
- Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live music etc.)
- Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, health and wellness  
  services etc.)    
- Locally owned and operated businesses

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
  retail and leisure 
 

Lewisham-
Petersham

- Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,  
  banks etc.) 
- Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live music etc.)

- Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, health and wellness  
  services etc.)    
- Locally owned and operated businesses

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
  retail and leisure as well as more and/or better local businesses 

PLANNING TOOL BOX: ECONOMY & CENTRES
PRIORITIES, STRENGTHS AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS (1/2)
Here are the priorities for change according to your community, what you should preserve as well as 
any community concerns you might encounter when dealing with economy and centres.

1Community priorities are attributes that are a high or medium investment priority. 2Community perceived strengths are attributes that you should either protect or not invest 
in as they are currently over-performing. 3Community concerns are based on your community Ideas for change. Only themes that were mentioned by more than 10% of 
respondents are considered. *Below 95% confidence level.
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Notes:

Neighbourhood Community Priorities1 Community Perceived Strength2 Community Concerns3

Overall - Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live music etc.) - Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,  
  banks etc.)   
- Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, health and wellness  
  services etc.)    
- Locally owned and operated businesses

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
  retail and leisure 

Marrickville - Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,  
  banks etc.)   
- Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live music etc.)
- Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, health and wellness  
  services etc.)    
- Locally owned and operated businesses

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
  retail and leisure 
 

Newtown-
Enmore

- Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,  
  banks etc.)   
- Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live music etc.)
- Local employment opportunities (within easy commute)
- Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, health and wellness  
  services etc.)    
- Locally owned and operated businesses

Rozelle-Lilyfield - Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,  
  banks etc.)   
- Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live music etc.)
- Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, health and wellness  
  services etc.)    
- Locally owned and operated businesses

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
  retail and leisure 
 

Stanmore-
Camperdown*

- Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,  
  banks etc.)   
- Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live music etc.)
- Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, health and wellness  
  services etc.)    
- Locally owned and operated businesses

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
  retail and leisure 
 

Summer Hill - Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,  
  banks etc.)   
- Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live music etc.)
- Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, health and wellness  
  services etc.)    
- Locally owned and operated businesses

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
  retail and leisure 
 

Sydenham-
Tempe-St Peters

- Local businesses that provide for daily needs (grocery stores, pharmacy,  
  banks etc.)   
- Things to do in the evening (bars, dining, cinema, live music etc.)  
- Access to neighbourhood amenities (cafes, shops, health and wellness  
  services etc.)    
- Locally owned and operated businesses

 

PLANNING TOOL BOX: ECONOMY & CENTRES
PRIORITIES, STRENGTHS AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS (2/2)
Here are the priorities for change according to your community, what you should preserve as well as 
any community concerns you might encounter when dealing with economy and centres.

1Community priorities are attributes that are a high or medium investment priority. 2Community perceived strengths are attributes that you should either protect or not invest 
in as they are currently over-performing. 3Community concerns are based on your community Ideas for change. Only themes that were mentioned by more than 10% of 
respondents are considered. *Below 95% confidence level.
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Notes:Notes:

PLANNING TOOL BOX: ECONOMY & CENTRES

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

BETTER RETAIL AND LEISURE OPTIONS ARE DESIRED IN MOST 
NEIGHBOURHOODS, WHILE LOCAL BUSINESSES ARE THE MOST IN DEMAND 
IN BALMAIN AND SURROUNDS, DULWICH HILL AND LEWISHAM-PETERSHAM
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Hill Haberfield Leichhardt Lewisham−Petersham Marrickville Newtown−Enmore Rozelle−Lilyfield Stanmore−Camperdown Summer Hill Sydenham−Tempe−

St Peters Other

MORE AND/OR BETTER LOCAL 

BUSINESSES 

126 answers (6.1%) across the LGA

INCREASE NIGHT-TIME AND 

WEEKEND ECONOMY 

72 answers (3.5%) across the LGA

IMPROVE EMPLOYMENT AND/

OR COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS 

OCCUPANCY

54 answers (2.6%) across the LGA

“More local business for employment and 
livelihood of the neighbourhood.“ 
FEMALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD

“There are several empty shops on Darling 
Street - we need to encourage new and diverse 
businesses to the area“ 
FEMALE, 45-54 YEARS OLD

MORE AND/OR BETTER RETAIL  

AND LEISURE OPTIONS

237 answers (11.5%) across the LGA

#1 #2 #3 #4 

“[...] more activities later at night that means 
more people’s eyes on the street and a better 
sense of nighttime safety.“ 
FEMALE, 25-34 YEARS OLD

“I would appreciate a stronger nightlife. 
This could be promoted through better 
lighting at night, more al fresco spaces and 
improvements to local pubs.“  
MALE, 15-24 YEARS OLD

“I would love some more local shops such as 
a bakery and a butcher and fruit market. It 
would help local employment and businesses“ 
FEMALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD

“[...] Encouraging local diverse businesses is 
key to keeping people shopping locally.“ 
MALE, 65-74 YEARS OLD

“More grocery store options. More retail/
hospitality and less tool shops [...].“ 
FEMALE, 25-34 YEARS OLD

“We need more commercial activity: cafes, 
pubs and shops.“ 
MALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD

REDUCE NIGHT-TIME ECONOMY

1 answers (0.05%) across the LGA

=#5 

MORE AND/OR BETTER  

TOURISM INFRASTRUCTURE  

AND MANAGEMENT

1 answers (0.05%) across the LGA

=#5 

Overall percentage of displayed 
 ‘economy and centres’ related answers

LEGEND
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: FACILITIES

Notes: Figures and trends highlighted in this page but not present in the following pages of your Planning tool box were selected by 
Place Score based on notable differences between demographics and neighbourhood. 

WHAT DO WE ALL CARE 
ABOUT?
There are five facilities attributes out of 
which one is in your top 30 Care Factors: 

• #28/50 Access to shared community 
and commercial assets.

SHARED COMMUNITY 
AND COMMERCIAL ASSET 
ACCESSIBILITY IS PERFORMING 
WELL IN MOST OF THE 
SURVEYED NEIGHBOURHOODS

- ‘Access to shared community and 
commercial assets (library, bike/car 
share, sport facilities/gyms etc.)’ is over-
performing in Annadale, Balmain and 
Surrounds, Dulwhich Hill, Lechhardt, 
Marrickville, Newtown-Enmore, 
Rozelle-Lilyfield and Stanmore-
Camperdown.

- It is a high investment priority in 
Ashfield and Surrounds.

- You should also consider investing 
in shared community and commercial 
assets in Haberfield, Lewisham-
Petersham and Sydenham-Tempe-St 
Peters.

FACILITIES DIRECTIONS:

INVESTMENTS IN SPACES TO 
PLAY IS MOST NEEDED IN 
SUMMER HILL AND SYDENHAM-
TEMPE-ST PETERS

- ‘Spaces suitable for play (from toddlers to 
teens)’ is a medium investment priority 
in Summer Hill and Sydenham-Tempe-
St Peter.

- It is a low investment priority for 
most other neighbourhood, with the 
exception of Annandale, Haberfield 
and Stanmore-Camperdown where no 
additional investments are needed. 

- It is performing the poorest in 
Ashfield and Surrounds with a score  
of 59/100. 

FAMILY, COMMUNITY, CHILD 
AND EDUCATION FACILITIES ARE 
A LOW INVESTMENT PRIORITY 
DUE TO LOW CARE FACTOR 
RANKINGS

- ‘Family and community services (aged, 
disability and home care, protection and 
support services etc.)’ is performing 
poorly (59/100) but has a low Care 
Factor rank of #43/50.

- ‘Child services (child care, early learning, 
after school care, medical etc.)’ is 
performing poorly (61/100) but has a 
low Care Factor rank of #49/50.

- ‘Local education options (from 
elementary to adult education)’ is 
performing poorly (66/100) but has a 
low Care Factor rank of #41/50.

OVERALL, IMPROVING 
FACILITIES IS A LOW PRIORITY 
FOR YOUR COMMUNITY 

However, the communities of 
Ashfield and Surrounds, Haberfield, 
Lewisham-Petersham and 
Sydenham-Tempe-St Peters would 
value improvements regarding 
the accessibility of shared 
community and commercial 
assets. 

Additional places to play would 
be appreciated in Summer Hill and 
Sydenham-Tempe-St Peters.

YOUR BEST PERFORMING  
ATTRIBUTE:

‘Access to shared community and 
commercial assets (library, bike/car share, 
sport facilities/gyms etc.)’’ 

73/100

THERE IS ROOM FOR 
IMPROVEMENT REGARDING:

‘Spaces suitable for play (from toddlers  
to teens)’

67/100

YOUR WORST PERFORMING 
ATTRIBUTE:

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

59/100
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: FACILITIES
CONNECT, DEVELOP AND KEEP HEALTHY
There are five facilities related attributes - this map illustrates the average 
priority level of facilities for each of your neighbourhoods:

COMMUNITY PRIORITIES FOR INVESTMENT
This table illustrates the priority level of each facilities related 
attribute for each of your neighbourhoods:

Colours on map represent how a theme is performing in each location based on: Retain and protect (One or more protect attribute and no medium or high 
priority), No (all attributes for the location are a no), Low priority (No high or protect priority and one or less medium priority), Medium (One high or more than one 
medium priority), High (More than one high priority). For more information about this table please click here. Map tiles by Stamen Design, under CC BY 3.0. Data by 
OpenStreetMap, under ODbL. *Below 95% confidence level.

Retain and protect (This theme/attribute is a significant contributor to current liveability) 
No priority - Not a priority (This theme/attribute is over-performing compared to community values)
Low priority (Investment in this theme/attribute should be considered but will not greatly improve liveability)
Medium priority (Investment in this theme/attribute should be considered to improve local liveability)
High priority (Investment in this theme/attribute will contribute the most to improve liveability)
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Overall Low Low No Low Low

Annandale Low Low No No No

Ashfield and 
Surrounds Low Low High Low Low

Balmain and 
Surrounds Low Low No Low Low

Dulwich Hill Low Low No Low Low

Haberfield* Low Low Medium No Low

Leichhardt Low Low No Low No

Lewisham-Petersham Low Low Medium Low Low

Marrickville Low Low No Low Low

Newtown-Enmore Low Low No Low No

Rozelle-Lilyfield Low Low No Low Low

Stanmore-
Camperdown* Low Low No No No

Summer Hill Low Low Low Medium Low

Sydenham-Tempe-St 
Peters Low Low Medium Medium Low

Notes:
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Notes:™

PLANNING TOOL BOX: FACILITIES
PRIORITIES, STRENGTHS AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS (1/2)
Here are the priorities for change according to your community, what you should preserve as well as 
any community concerns you might encounter when dealing with facilities.

1Community priorities are attributes that are a high or medium investment priority. 2Community perceived strengths are attributes that you should either protect or not invest 
in as they are currently over-performing. 3Community concerns are based on your community Ideas for change. Only themes that were mentioned by more than 10% of 
respondents are considered. *Below 95% confidence level.

Neighbourhood Community Priorities1 Community Perceived Strength2 Community Concerns3

LGA_average - Access to shared community and commercial assets (library, bike/car share, sport  
  facilities/gyms etc.)

Annandale - Access to shared community and commercial assets (library, bike/car share, sport   
  facilities/gyms etc.)  
- Spaces suitable for play (from toddlers to teens)   
- Local education options (from elementary to adult education)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
  sports and play facilities 
 

Ashfield and 
Surrounds

- Access to shared community and commercial assets (library, bike/car share,  
  sport facilities/gyms etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
  sports and play facilities

Balmain and 
Surrounds

- Access to shared community and commercial assets (library, bike/car share, sport  
  facilities/gyms etc.)

Dulwich Hill - Access to shared community and commercial assets (library, bike/car share, sport  
  facilities/gyms etc.)

Haberfield* - Access to shared community and commercial assets (library, bike/car share,  
  sport facilities/gyms etc.)

 - Spaces suitable for play (from toddlers to teens)   

Leichhardt - Access to shared community and commercial assets (library, bike/car share, sport  
  facilities/gyms etc.)   
- Local education options (from elementary to adult education)

Lewisham-
Petersham

- Access to shared community and commercial assets (library, bike/car share,  
  sport facilities/gyms etc.)
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Notes:™

PLANNING TOOL BOX: FACILITIES
PRIORITIES, STRENGTHS AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS (2/2)
Here are the priorities for change according to your community, what you should preserve as well as 
any community concerns you might encounter when dealing with facilities.

1Community priorities are attributes that are a high or medium investment priority. 2Community perceived strengths are attributes that you should either protect or not invest 
in as they are currently over-performing. 3Community concerns are based on your community Ideas for change. Only themes that were mentioned by more than 10% of 
respondents are considered. *Below 95% confidence level.

Neighbourhood Community Priorities1 Community Perceived Strength2 Community Concerns3

LGA_average - Access to shared community and commercial assets (library, bike/car share, sport  
  facilities/gyms etc.)

Marrickville - Access to shared community and commercial assets (library, bike/car share, sport  
  facilities/gyms etc.)

Newtown-
Enmore

- Access to shared community and commercial assets (library, bike/car share, sport  
  facilities/gyms etc.)    
- Local education options (from elementary to adult education)

Rozelle-Lilyfield - Access to shared community and commercial assets (library, bike/car share, sport  
  facilities/gyms etc.)

Stanmore-
Camperdown*

- Access to shared community and commercial assets (library, bike/car share, sport  
  facilities/gyms etc.)   
- Spaces suitable for play (from toddlers to teens) 
- Local education options (from elementary to adult education)

Summer Hill - Spaces suitable for play (from toddlers to teens)

Sydenham-
Tempe-St Peters

- Access to shared community and commercial assets (library, bike/car share,  
  sport facilities/gyms etc.)    
- Spaces suitable for play (from toddlers to teens)
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Notes:Notes:

PLANNING TOOL BOX: FACILITIES

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

SPORTS AND PLAY INFRASTRUCTURE IS THE MOST COMMON THEME, WHILE 
ANNANDALE, ASHFIELD AND SURROUNDS, ROZELLE-LILYFIELD AND SUMMER 
HILL HAVE THE HIGHEST PERCENTAGES OF IDEAS RELATED TO FACILITIES
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St Peters Other

MORE AND/OR BETTER ARTS AND 

CULTURE FACILITIES

89 answers (4.3%) across the LGA

MORE AND/OR BETTER EDUCATION 

AND CHILDCARE FACILITIES

75 answers (3.6%) across the LGA

MORE AND/OR BETTER 

 COMMUNITY FACILITIES

47 answers (2.3%) across the LGA

“A place for the homeless to go and be cared 
for their needs.“  
FEMALE, 25-34 YEARS OLD

“Sufficient open space, shared community 
facilities and parking [...].“  
FEMALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD

MORE AND/OR BETTER PLAY AND 

SPORTS FACILITIES 

153 answers (7.4%) across the LGA

#1 #2 #3 #4 

“I would like to have more incentive to public 
preschool education. In particular, Globe 
Wilkins, which is a center of excellence.“ 
FEMALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD

“A good childcare that is open within walking 
distance to my house that has a space 
available.“  
FEMALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD

“I would like preservation of the artistic 
community in this area. I would like to see 
more galleries and affordable artists studios.“  
FEMALE, 45-54 YEARS OLD

“[...] support the disadvantaged protect 
heritage encourage artists and creatives.“  
FEMALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD

“Provide more sports facilities; such as more 
PCYC’s or places where people can play 
basketball, soccer etc. [...].“  
MALE, 15-24 YEARS OLD

“Please provide more indoor sports facilities 
and more affordable housing prices for 
university students. [...] .“  
FEMALE, 15-24 YEARS OLD

%

MORE AND/OR BETTER HEALTH 

RELATED FACILITIES  

24  answers (1.2%) across the LGA

#5 

“Less density, reduced airport noise and an 
increase in education and health facilities [...].“ 
MALE, 65-74 YEARS OLD

“[...] new public schools & hospitals for 
increased population.[...].“  
FEMALE, 65-74 YEARS OLD

Overall percentage of ‘facilities’ 
related answers

LEGEND



PLANNING TOOL BOX: 
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1- LGA MOVEMENT DIRECTIONS
2- MOVEMENT HEAT MAP
3- NEIGHBOURHOOD MOVEMENT PRIORITIES
4- MOVEMENT COMMUNITY IDEAS FOR CHANGE
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: MOVEMENT

WHAT DO WE ALL CARE 
ABOUT?
There are four movement attributes out 
of which three are in your top 30  
Care Factors: 

• #4/50 Access and safety of walking, 
cycling and/or public transport

• #8/50 Walking/jogging/bike paths that 
connect housing to communal amenity

• #12/50 Connectivity

THE PROXIMITY AND EASE 
OF ACCESS OF OTHER 
NEIGHBOURHOODS, SHOPS 
OR EMPLOYMENT CENTRES IS 
CONTRIBUTING POSITIVELY TO 
LIVEABILITY AND SHOULD BE 
PROTECTED

- ‘Connectivity (proximity to other 
neighbourhoods, employment centres, 
shops etc.)’ is contributing highly to 
liveability in the majority of your 
neighbourhoods.

- No additional investments are needed 
in Annandale, Balmain and Surrounds, 
Haberfield and Marrickville. 

- It is best performing in Newtown-
Enmore, where it was scored 88/100.

MOVEMENT DIRECTIONS:

EASY AND SAFE ACTIVE AND 
PUBLIC TRANSPORT ARE YOUR 
HIGHEST INVESTMENT PRIORITY

- Investments in ‘Access and safety of 
walking, cycling and/or public transport 
(signage, paths, lighting etc.)’ will 
contribute highly to liveability in 
Ashfield and Surrounds,Haberfield, 
Leichhardt, Lewisham-Petersham, 
Newtown-Enmore, Standmore-
Camperdown and Sydenham-Tempe-St 
Peters.

- Investments in ‘Walking/jogging/
bike paths that connect housing to 
communal amenity (shops, parks etc.)’ 
will highly contribute to liveability 
in Ashfield and Surrounds, Dullwich 
Hill, Lewisham-Petersham, Newtown-
Enmore, Stanmore-Camperdown and 
Sydenham-Tempe-St Peters.

- Both attributes should be protected 
in other neighbourhoods.

IMPROVING CAR ACCESSIBILITY 
AND PARKING IS YOUR 
COMMUNITY’S LAST MOVEMENT 
PRIORITY

- ‘Ease of driving and parking’ is 
performing poorly 53/100) but has a 
low Care Factor rank of #38/50. 

- Improving the ease of driving is a low 
investment priority across your LGA.

Notes: Figures and trends highlighted in this page but not present in the following pages of your Planning tool box were selected by 
Place Score based on notable differences between demographics and neighbourhood. 

YOUR NEIGHBOURHOODS 
ARE WELL CONNECTED TO 
DIFFERENT COMMERCIAL 
AND EMPLOYMENT CENTRES. 
HOWEVER, IMPROVING ACTIVE 
AND PUBLIC TRANSPORT 
WOULD HIGHLY CONTRIBUTE 
TO THE LIVEABILITY OF MANY 
NEIGHBOURHOODS 

Note that improving the ease 
of driving and parking is a low 
priority across your LGA. 

YOUR BEST PERFORMING 
ATTRIBUTE:

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

83/100

THERE IS ROOM FOR 
IMPROVEMENT REGARDING:

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

68/100

YOUR WORST PERFORMING 
ATTRIBUTE:

‘Ease of driving and parking’ 

53/100
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Notes:

PLANNING  TOOL BOX: MOVEMENT
WHERE IS IT HARD TO GET AROUND?
There are four movement related attributes - this map illustrates the average 
priority level of movement attributes for each of your neighbourhoods:

COMMUNITY PRIORITIES FOR INVESTMENT
This table illustrates the priority level of each movement related 
attribute for each of your neighbourhoods:

Colours on map represent how a theme is performing in each location based on: Retain and protect (One or more protect attribute and no medium or high 
priority), No (all attributes for the location are a no), Low priority (No high or protect priority and one or less medium priority), Medium (One high or more than one 
medium priority), High (More than one high priority). For more information about this table please click here. Map tiles by Stamen Design, under CC BY 3.0. Data by 
OpenStreetMap, under ODbL. *Below 95% confidence level.

Retain and protect (This theme/attribute is a significant contributor to current liveability) 
No priority - Not a priority (This theme/attribute is over-performing compared to community values)
Low priority (Investment in this theme/attribute should be considered but will not greatly improve liveability)
Medium priority (Investment in this theme/attribute should be considered to improve local liveability)
High priority (Investment in this theme/attribute will contribute the most to improve liveability)
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LGA_average Protect Low High High

Annandale No Low Protect Protect

Ashfield and 
Surrounds Protect Low High High

Balmain and 
Surrounds No Low Protect No

Dulwich Hill Protect Low Protect High

Haberfield* No No High Protect

Leichhardt Protect Low High Protect

Lewisham-Petersham Protect Low High High

Marrickville No Low Protect Protect

Newtown-Enmore Protect Low High High

Rozelle-Lilyfield Protect Low Protect Protect

Stanmore-
Camperdown* Protect Low High High

Summer Hill Protect Low Protect Protect

Sydenham-Tempe-St 
Peters Protect Low High High

Notes:
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: MOVEMENT
PRIORITIES, STRENGTHS AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS (1/2)
Here are the priorities for change according to your community, what you should preserve as 
well as any community concerns you might encounter when dealing with movement.

1Community priorities are attributes that are a high or medium investment priority. 2Community perceived strengths are attributes that you should either protect or not invest 
in as they are currently over-performing. 3Community concerns are based on your community Ideas for change. Only themes that were mentioned by more than 10% of 
respondents are considered. *Below 95% confidence level.

Neighbourhood Community Priorities1 Community Perceived Strength2 Community Concerns3

Overall - 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.)

- Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, employment centres, shops etc.) - Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
   active transport infrastructure and private vehicle infrastructure 

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

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
   active transport infrastructure and public transport infrastructure 

Ashfield and 
Surrounds

- 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.)

- Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, employment centres, shops etc.) - Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
   active transport infrastructure and private vehicle infrastructure 

Balmain and 
Surrounds

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

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
   active transport infrastructure and private vehicle infrastructure 

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

- Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, employment centres, shops etc.)    
-  Access and safety of walking, cycling and/or public transport (signage, paths,  
   lighting etc.)    

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
   active transport infrastructure and private vehicle infrastructure 

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

- Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, employment centres, shops etc.)  
- Ease of driving and parking   
- Walking/jogging/bike paths that connect housing to communal amenity (shops,  
   parks etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
   active transport infrastructure 

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

- Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, employment centres, shops etc.)     
- Walking/jogging/bike paths that connect housing to communal amenity (shops,  
   parks etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
   active transport infrastructure and private vehicle infrastructure 

Lewisham-
Petersham

- 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.)

- Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, employment centres, shops etc.) - Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
   active, public and private transport infrastructure  
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: MOVEMENT
PRIORITIES, STRENGTHS AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS (2/2)
Here are the priorities for change according to your community, what you should preserve as 
well as any community concerns you might encounter when dealing with movement.

1Community priorities are attributes that are a high or medium investment priority. 2Community perceived strengths are attributes that you should either protect or not invest 
in as they are currently over-performing. 3Community concerns are based on your community Ideas for change. Only themes that were mentioned by more than 10% of 
respondents are considered. *Below 95% confidence level.

Neighbourhood Community Priorities1 Community Perceived Strength2 Community Concerns3

Overall - 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.)

- Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, employment centres, shops etc.) - Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
   active transport infrastructure and private vehicle infrastructure 

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

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
   active transport infrastructure and private vehicle infrastructure 

Newtown-
Enmore

- 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.)

- Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, employment centres, shops etc.) - Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
  active transport infrastructure and reducing private vehicle  
  infrastructure / presence 

Rozelle-Lilyfield - Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, employment centres, shops 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.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
   active, public and private transport infrastructure  

Stanmore-
Camperdown*

- 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.)

- Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, employment centres, shops etc.) - Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
   active transport infrastructure and private vehicle infrastructure 

Summer Hill - Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, employment centres, shops 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.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
  active transport infrastructure and private vehicle infrastructure 
  

Sydenham-
Tempe-St Peters

- 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.)

- Connectivity (proximity to other neighbourhoods, employment centres, shops etc.) - Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better   
   active transport and private vehicle infrastructure, but is also vocal  
   about wanting less car infrastructure (e.g. Westconnex) 
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: MOVEMENT

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

INFRASTRUCTURE

244 answers (11.8%) across the LGA

IMPROVE PUBLIC TRANSPORT 

INFRASTRUCTURE

160 answers (7.7%) across the LGA

REDUCE PRIVATE VEHICLE 

INFRASTRUCTURE

131 answers (6.3%) across the LGA

“Provide better active transport options such 
as cycling and reduce private car use [...].“  
MALE, 25-34 YEARS OLD

“Human centric design not car centric. More 
Dutch Street styles. Less pollution.“  
MALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD

IMPROVE ACTIVE TRANSPORT 

INFRASTRUCTURE

484 answers (23.4%) across the LGA

#1 #2 #3 #4 

“I would like my local neighbourhood to 
be more walkable and have more public 
transport. Good footpaths, shade and room 
to walk.“  
FEMALE, 45-54 YEARS OLD

“Reduce traffic and associated pollution. 
Better public transport links.“  
FEMALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD

“Parking permits and timed parking spots for 
nonresidents , lots of people have more than 1 
car and that would help reduce this stain.“  
FEMALE, 45-54 YEARS OLD

“More free parking, better street lighting.“  
FEMALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD

“I would like my local neighbourhood to 
be more walkable and have more public 
transport. Good footpaths, shade and room 
to walk.“  
FEMALE, 45-54 YEARS OLD

“Plant more trees and improve the footpaths 
to make walking around with a young baby 
more enjoyable.“  
FEMALE, 25-34 YEARS OLD

IMPROVE ACCESSIBILITY 

56 answers (2.7%) across the LGA

#5 

“Improve access for disabled people. Most 
shops on Parramatta Rd in my area cannot be 
accessed by wheelchair or mobility scooter.“  
FEMALE, 65-74 YEARS OLD

“Making this neighborhood more aware of 
issues facing people with disabilities. This 
would promote more inclusiveness. Also 
improving the condition of footpaths for 
wheelchair users.“ MALE, 25-34 YEARS OLD

Overall percentage of ‘movement’ 
related answers

LEGENDCOMMON COMMUNITY IDEAS INCLUDE BETTER ACTIVE TRANSPORT 
(PARTICULARLY IMPROVED FOOTPATHS), SOME PEOPLE ASKED FOR IMPROVED 
CAR INFRASTRUCTURE, BUT HALF AS MANY ASKED FOR IT TO BE REDUCED.



PLANNING TOOL BOX: 
PUBLIC SPACES
1- LGA PUBLIC SPACES DIRECTIONS
2- PUBLIC SPACES HEAT MAP
3- NEIGHBOURHOOD PUBLIC SPACES PRIORITIES
4- PUBLIC SPACES COMMUNITY IDEAS FOR CHANGE
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: PUBLIC SPACES

WHAT DO WE ALL CARE 
ABOUT?
There are seven public spaces attributes 
out of which four are in your top 30  
Care Factors: 

• #1/50 General condition of public  
open space

• #7/50 Quality of public space
• #17/50 Amount of public space
• #20/50 Spaces suitable for specific 

activities or special interests

PLACES TO SIT OR DEDICATED 
TO COMMUNITY ACTIVITIES 
OR SPECIAL INTERESTS ARE 
GENERALLY PERFORMING WELL 
BUT COULD BE IMPROVED IN 
SOME NEIGHBOURHOODS

- Investments in ‘Spaces suitable for 
specific activities or special interests 
(entertainment, exercise, dog park, BBQs 
etc.)’ would improve liveability in 
Ashfield and Surrounds and Summer 
Hill.

- Investments in ‘Spaces for group or 
community activities and/or gatherings 
(sports, picnics, performances etc.)’ would 
improve liveability in Ashfield and 
Surrounds.

- Investments in ‘Free places to sit 
comfortably by yourself or in small groups’ 
would improve liveability in Haberfield 
and Sydenham-Tempe-St Peters.

PUBLIC SPACES DIRECTIONS:

IMPROVING THE AMOUNT OF 
PUBLIC SPACES AND PHYSICAL 
COMFORT WOULD IMPROVE 
LIVEABILITY IN SOME AREAS

- Improving the ‘Amount of public space 
(footpaths, verges, parks etc.)’ is a high 
priority in Marrickville and Summer 
Hill, and a medium priority in Ashfield 
and Surrounds, Lewisham-Petersham, 
Newtown-Enmore and Sydenham-
Tempe-St Peters.

- Improving ‘Physical comfort (including 
noise, smells, temperature etc.)’ is a 
medium priority in Ashfield and 
Surrounds, Rozelle-Lilyfield, Summer 
Hill and Sydenham-Tempe-St Peters.

- Overall, physical comfort is 
performing poorly (62/100) but has a 
low Care Factor rank of #32/50. 

Notes: Figures and trends highlighted in this page but not present in the following pages of your Planning tool box were selected by 
Place Score based on notable differences between demographics and neighbourhood. 

THE QUALITY AND CONDITION 
OF PUBLIC SPACES SHOULD BE 
YOUR TOP PRIORITY - WHILE 
THE AMOUNT OF PUBLIC SPACE 
AND PHYSICAL COMFORT 
COULD BE IMPROVED IN SOME 
NEIGHBOURHOODS

With a few exceptions the 
amount of places to sit or 
dedicated to community 
activities or special interests, is 
performing well and should not 
be a priority. 

YOUR BEST PERFORMING 
ATTRIBUTE:

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

75/100

THERE IS ROOM FOR 
IMPROVEMENT REGARDING:

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

63/100

YOUR WORST PERFORMING 
ATTRIBUTE:

‘Physical comfort (including noise, smells, 
temperature etc.)’ 

62/100

IMPROVING THE QUALITY AND 
MAINTENANCE OF PUBLIC 
SPACES IS A HIGH PRIORITY IN 
MOST NEIGHBOURHOODS

- Investments in the ‘Quality of public 
space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)’ will 
contribute highly to liveability in every 
neighbourhood but Annandale and 
Haberfield.
- Investments in the ‘General condition of 
public open space (street trees, footpaths, 
parks etc.)’ will contribute highly to 
liveability in every neighbourhood but 
Annandale
- Both attributes are performing well 
and should be protected in Annandale.
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Notes:

PLANNING TOOL BOX: PUBLIC SPACES
WHERE ARE PUBLIC SPACES ENJOYABLE?
There are seven public spaces related attributes - this map illustrates the average 
priority level of public spaces attributes for each of your neighbourhoods:

Colours on map represent how a theme is performing in each location based on: Retain and protect (One or more protect attribute and no medium or high 
priority), No (all attributes for the location are a no), Low priority (No high or protect priority and one or less medium priority), Medium (One high or more than one 
medium priority), High (More than one high priority). For more information about this table please click here. Map tiles by Stamen Design, under CC BY 3.0. Data by 
OpenStreetMap, under ODbL. *Below 95% confidence level.

Retain and protect (This theme/attribute is a significant contributor to current liveability) 
No priority - Not a priority (This theme/attribute is over-performing compared to community values)
Low priority (Investment in this theme/attribute should be considered but will not greatly improve liveability)
Medium priority (Investment in this theme/attribute should be considered to improve local liveability)
High priority (Investment in this theme/attribute will contribute the most to improve liveability)
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Overall No High Low No No No High

Annandale Protect Protect No No No No Protect

Ashfield and 
Surrounds Medium High Medium Medium Medium Low High

Balmain and 
Surrounds No High No Protect No No High

Dulwich Hill No High No No Low Low High

Haberfield* No Protect Low Protect No Medium High

Leichhardt No High Low No No No High

Lewisham-Petersham Medium High Low Protect No No High

Marrickville High High Low No No No High

Newtown-Enmore Medium High Low Protect No No High

Rozelle-Lilyfield No High Medium No No No High

Stanmore-
Camperdown* Protect High Low No No No High

Summer Hill High High Medium Medium Low Low High

Sydenham-Tempe-St 
Peters Medium High Medium No No Medium High

Notes:

COMMUNITY PRIORITIES FOR INVESTMENT
This table illustrates the priority level of each public space related 
attribute for each of your neighbourhoods:
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Notes:

PLANNING TOOL BOX: PUBLIC SPACES
PRIORITIES, STRENGTHS AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS (1/3)
Here are the priorities for change according to your community, what you should preserve as 
well as any community concerns you might encounter when dealing with the public spaces.

1Community priorities are attributes that are a high or medium investment priority. 2Community perceived strengths are attributes that you should either protect or not invest 
in as they are currently over-performing. 3Community concerns are based on your community Ideas for change. Only themes that were mentioned by more than 10% of 
respondents are considered. *Below 95% confidence level.

Neighbourhood Community Priorities1 Community Perceived Strength2 Community Concerns3

Overall - Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)    ;
- General condition of public open space (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

- Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)
- Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests (entertainment, exercise,  
  dog park, BBQs etc.)   
- Spaces for group or community activities and/or gatherings (sports, picnics,  
  performances etc.)  
- Free places to sit comfortably by yourself or in small groups

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  care and  maintenance, safety, open spaces and community activities  
  and engagement.  

Annandale - Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)   
- Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)    
- Physical comfort (including noise, smells, temperature etc.)  
- Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests (entertainment, exercise,  
  dog park, BBQs etc.)   
- Spaces for group or community activities and/or gatherings (sports, picnics,  
  performances etc.)    
- Free places to sit comfortably by yourself or in small groups   
- General condition of public open space (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  care and maintenance as well as safety.

Ashfield and 
Surrounds

- Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)
- Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)   
- Physical comfort (including noise, smells, temperature etc.)  
- Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests (entertainment,  
  exercise, dog park, BBQs etc.)
- Spaces for group or community activities and/or gatherings (sports, picnics,  
  performances etc.) 
- General condition of public open space (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  care and maintenance, safety and community activities and  
  engagement.  

Balmain and 
Surrounds

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

- Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)    
- Physical comfort (including noise, smells, temperature etc.)   
- Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests (entertainment, exercise,  
  dog park, BBQs etc.)   
- Spaces for group or community activities and/or gatherings (sports, picnics,  
  performances etc.)    
- Free places to sit comfortably by yourself or in small groups

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  care and maintenance, and community activities and engagement.  

Dulwich Hill - Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)  
- General condition of public open space (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

- Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.) 
- Physical comfort (including noise, smells, temperature etc.)   
- Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests (entertainment, exercise,  
  dog park, BBQs etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better       
  open spaces and community activities and engagement. 

Haberfield* -  Free places to sit comfortably by yourself or in small groups   
- General condition of public open space (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

- Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.) 
- Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)    
- Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests (entertainment, exercise,  
  dog park, BBQs etc.)   
- Spaces for group or community activities and/or gatherings (sports, picnics,  
  performances etc.) 
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Notes:

PLANNING TOOL BOX: PUBLIC SPACES
PRIORITIES, STRENGTHS AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS (2/3)
Here are the priorities for change according to your community, what you should preserve as 
well as any community concerns you might encounter when dealing with the public spaces.

1Community priorities are attributes that are a high or medium investment priority. 2Community perceived strengths are attributes that you should either protect or not invest 
in as they are currently over-performing. 3Community concerns are based on your community Ideas for change. Only themes that were mentioned by more than 10% of 
respondents are considered. 

Neighbourhood Community Priorities1 Community Perceived Strength2 Community Concerns3

Overall - Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)    
- General condition of public open space (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

- Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)
- Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests (entertainment, exercise,  
  dog park, BBQs etc.)   
- Spaces for group or community activities and/or gatherings (sports, picnics,  
  performances etc.)  
- Free places to sit comfortably by yourself or in small groups

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  care and  maintenance, safety, open spaces and community activities  
  and engagement.  

Leichhardt - Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)   
- General condition of public open space (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

- Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)
- Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests (entertainment, exercise,  
  dog park, BBQs etc.)   
- Spaces for group or community activities and/or gatherings (sports, picnics,  
  performances etc.)  
- Free places to sit comfortably by yourself or in small groups

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  care and maintenance, safety, open spaces and community activities  
  and engagement.  

Lewisham-
Petersham

- Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)   
- Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)    
- General condition of public open space (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

- Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests (entertainment, exercise,  
  dog park, BBQs etc.)   
- Spaces for group or community activities and/or gatherings (sports, picnics,  
  performances etc.)  
- Free places to sit comfortably by yourself or in small groups

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  care and maintenance, safety and open spaces 

Marrickville - Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)
- Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)   
- General condition of public open space (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

- Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests (entertainment, exercise,  
  dog park, BBQs etc.)   
- Spaces for group or community activities and/or gatherings (sports, picnics,  
  performances etc.)    
- Free places to sit comfortably by yourself or in small groups

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  care and maintenance, safety and open spaces.

Newtown-
Enmore

- Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)
- Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)   
- General condition of public open space (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

- Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests (entertainment, exercise,  
  dog park, BBQs etc.)   
- Spaces for group or community activities and/or gatherings (sports, picnics,  
  performances etc.)    
- Free places to sit comfortably by yourself or in small groups

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more care and  
  maintenance, safety, open spaces and community activities  
  and engagement.

Rozelle-Lilyfield - Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)  
- Physical comfort (including noise, smells, temperature etc.)   
- General condition of public open space (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

- Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)   
- Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests (entertainment, exercise,  
  dog park, BBQs etc.) 
- Spaces for group or community activities and/or gatherings (sports, picnics,  
  performances etc.)   
- Free places to sit comfortably by yourself or in small groups

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  care and maintenance.
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: PUBLIC SPACES
PRIORITIES, STRENGTHS AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS (3/3)
Here are the priorities for change according to your community, what you should preserve as 
well as any community concerns you might encounter when dealing with the public spaces.

1Community priorities are attributes that are a high or medium investment priority. 2Community perceived strengths are attributes that you should either protect or not invest 
in as they are currently over-performing. 3Community concerns are based on your community Ideas for change. Only themes that were mentioned by more than 10% of 
respondents are considered. *Below 95% confidence level.

Neighbourhood Community Priorities1 Community Perceived Strength2 Community Concerns3

Overall - Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)    
- General condition of public open space (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

- Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)
- Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests (entertainment, exercise,  
  dog park, BBQs etc.)   
- Spaces for group or community activities and/or gatherings (sports, picnics,  
  performances etc.)  
- Free places to sit comfortably by yourself or in small groups

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  care and  maintenance, safety, open spaces and community activities  
  and engagement.  

Stanmore-
Camperdown*

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

- Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)   
- Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests (entertainment, exercise,  
  dog park, BBQs etc.) 
- Spaces for group or community activities and/or gatherings (sports, picnics,  
  performances etc.)   
- Free places to sit comfortably by yourself or in small groups

Summer Hill - Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)    
- Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)   
- Physical comfort (including noise, smells, temperature etc.)    
- Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests (entertainment,  
  exercise, dog park, BBQs etc.)   
- General condition of public open space (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more care and  
  maintenance, safety and community activities and engagement.  

Sydenham-
Tempe-St Peters

- Amount of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)   
- Quality of public space (footpaths, verges, parks etc.)   
- Physical comfort (including noise, smells, temperature etc.)   
- Free places to sit comfortably by yourself or in small groups   
- General condition of public open space (street trees, footpaths, parks etc.)

- Spaces suitable for specific activities or special interests (entertainment, exercise,  
  dog park, BBQs etc.)   
- Spaces for group or community activities and/or gatherings (sports, picnics,  
  performances etc.)    

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  care and maintenance, safety and open spaces.
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: PUBLIC SPACES

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. 
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.
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Hill Haberfield Leichhardt Lewisham−Petersham Marrickville Newtown−Enmore Rozelle−Lilyfield Stanmore−Camperdown Summer Hill Sydenham−Tempe−

St Peters Other

MAINTENANCE AND SAFETY ARE IN HIGH DEMAND. DULWICH HILL AND 
SUMMER HILL STAND OUT FOR THE NUMBER OF IDEAS RELATING TO MORE 
COMMUNITY ACTIVITIES AND ENGAGEMENT

%

MORE AND/OR BETTER OPEN  

SPACES AND/OR FURNITURE

232 answers (11.2%) across the LGA

MORE AND/OR BETTER  

COMMUNITY ACTIVITIES AND 

ENGAGEMENT

225 answers (10.9%) across the LGA

IMPROVE SENSE OF SAFETY  

AND/OR PHYSICAL SAFETY

214 answers (10.3%) across the LGA

“I would like more council consultations like 
this survey, to protect and stand up for my 
neighbourhood, especially in this time of 
overdevelopment in Sydney.“  
MALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD

“I think the Inner West needs more investment 
in shared activities, like common gardens and 
markets - places for the community to come 
together.“  
FEMALE, 55-64 YEARS OLD

MORE AND/OR BETTER CARE  

AND MAINTENANCE

371 answers (17.9%) across the LGA

#1 #2 #3 #4 

“Would have a more integrated planning 
design for buildings & open space which 
encourages residents to participate in 
community building activities.“  
FEMALE, 65-74 YEARS OLD

“More bars and public open space (and 
improvement of existing) for the community to 
gather that is proximate to food and beverage 
businesses.“  
MALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD

“I’d like the traffic to reduce so that my 
children are safe to visit their friends in the 
area and cross roads.“  
FEMALE, 45-54 YEARS OLD

“I wish Ashfield didn’t have a creepy vibe. Make 
the alley ways welcoming, use traffic calming 
in the streets - safe active streets.“  
FEMALE, 25-34 YEARS OLD

“Larger care, maintenance, investment and 
cleanliness into local parks, community spaces 
and verges. Local streets and footpaths need 
to be cleaner and maintained better.“  
FEMALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD

“Far more street cleaning than currently 
seeing our immediate area, particularly 
gutters. Footpaths that are smooth, no tree 
root upheaval.“  
FEMALE, 65-74 YEARS OLD

IMPROVE COMFORT  

(NOISE, SMELL, TEMPERATURE ETC.)

137 answers (6.6%) across the LGA

#6 

IMPROVE SENSE OF  

BELONGING AND INTERACTIONS 

BETWEEN RESIDENTS

138 answers (6.7%) across the LGA

#5 

Overall percentage of ‘Public spaces’ 
 related answers

LEGEND



PLANNING TOOL BOX: 
RESIDENTIAL &  
BUILT FORM
1- LGA RESIDENTIAL & BUILT FORM DIRECTIONS
2- RESIDENTIAL & BUILT FORM HEAT MAP
3- NEIGHBOURHOOD RESIDENTIAL & BUILT  
 FORM PRIORITIES
4- RESIDENTIAL & BUILT FORM COMMUNITY IDEAS  
FOR CHANGE
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: RESIDENTIAL & BUILT FORM

WHAT DO WE ALL CARE 
ABOUT?
There are eight residential and built form 
attributes out of which one is in your  
top 30 Care Factors: 

• #29/50 Evidence of recent public 
investment

THE DIVERSITY OF HOUSING 
TYPES IS OVER-PERFORMING 
EVERYWHERE BUT IN ASHFIELD 
AND SURROUNDS AND 
MARRICKVILLE

- Investments in the ‘Range of housing 
types and sizes (houses, terraces, flats; 
number of bedrooms etc.)’ would slightly 
improve liveability in Ashfield and 
Surrounds and Marrickville.

- No additional investments are needed 
in every other neighbourhood.

RESIDENTIAL AND BUILT FORM DIRECTIONS:

INVESTMENTS IN HOUSING 
PRICES AND TENURES WOULD 
HAVE A SMALL IMPACT ON 
LIVEABILITY ACROSS YOUR LGA

- Investments in the ‘Range of housing 
prices and tenures (low to high $, buy or 
rent etc.)’ is a low priority across your 
LGA. 

-  Overall, housing prices and tenures 
is performing poorly (51/100) but has a 
low Care Factor rank of #45/50. 

Notes: Figures and trends highlighted in this page but not present in the following pages of your Planning tool box were selected by 
Place Score based on notable differences between demographics and neighbourhood. 

INCREASING THE RANGE OF 
HOUSING TYPES AND SIZES 
IS NOT A TOP PRIORITY FOR 
YOUR COMMUNITY - BUT 
PUBLIC INVESTMENTS IN THE 
BUILT FORM WOULD IMPROVE 
LIVEABILITY ACROSS YOUR LGA

Improvement regarding the 
quality of buildings would be 
appreciated in Dulwich Hill and 
Leichhard.

YOUR BEST PERFORMING 
ATTRIBUTE:

‘Range of housing types and sizes (houses, 
terraces, flats; number of bedrooms etc.)’ 

74/100

THERE IS ROOM FOR 
IMPROVEMENT REGARDING:

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

55/100

YOUR WORST PERFORMING 
ATTRIBUTE:

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

51/100

IMPROVING THE PERCEPTION 
OF PUBLIC INVESTMENTS 
WOULD IMPROVE LIVEABILITY 
ACROSS YOUR LGA

- Investments in ‘Evidence of recent 
public investment (roads, parks, schools 
etc.)’ is a medium priority in every 
neighbourhood except Sydenham-
Tempe-St Peters.
- While it is performing the poorest in 
Sydenham-Tempe-St Peters (42/100), 
fewer people selected it as being 
important to them, making it a low 
priority for the area.
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: RESIDENTIAL & BUILT FORM
HOW IS HOUSING AND THE BUILT FORM?
There are eight residential and built form related attributes - this map illustrates 
the average priority level of these attributes for each of your neighbourhoods:

Colours on map represent how a theme is performing in each location based on: Retain and protect (One or more protect attribute and no medium or high 
priority), No (all attributes for the location are a no), Low priority (No high or protect priority and one or less medium priority), Medium (One high or more than one 
medium priority), High (More than one high priority). For more information about this table please click here. Map tiles by Stamen Design, under CC BY 3.0. Data by 
OpenStreetMap, under ODbL. *Below 95% confidence level.

Retain and protect (This theme/attribute is a significant contributor to current liveability) 
No priority - Not a priority (This theme/attribute is over-performing compared to community values)
Low priority (Investment in this theme/attribute should be considered but will not greatly improve liveability)
Medium priority (Investment in this theme/attribute should be considered to improve local liveability)
High priority (Investment in this theme/attribute will contribute the most to improve liveability)

LEGEND

Notes:

COMMUNITY PRIORITIES FOR INVESTMENT
This table illustrates the priority level of each residential and built 
form related attribute for each of your neighbourhoods:
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Overall No Low Low Low Low No Medium Low

Annandale No No Low No No No Medium No

Ashfield and 
Surrounds Low Low Low Low Low Low Medium Low

Balmain and 
Surrounds No No Low No No No Medium No

Dulwich Hill No Medium Low Low Low Low Medium Low

Haberfield* No No Low Low No No Low No

Leichhardt No Medium Low Low Low No Medium Low

Lewisham-
Petersham No No Low Low Low No Medium No

Marrickville Low Low Low Low Low Low Medium Low

Newtown-Enmore No No Low Low Low Low Medium Low

Rozelle-Lilyfield No No Low No Low No Medium Low

Stanmore-
Camperdown* No No Low Low Low No Medium Low

Summer Hill No Low Low Low Low No Medium Low

Sydenham-Tempe-
St Peters No Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: RESIDENTIAL & BUILT FORM

1Community priorities are attributes that are a high or medium investment priority. 2Community perceived strengths are attributes that you should either protect or not invest 
in as they are currently over-performing. 3Community concerns are based on your community Ideas for change. Only themes that were mentioned by more than 10% of 
respondents are considered. *Below 95% confidence level.

Neighbourhood Community Priorities1 Community Perceived Strength2 Community Concerns3

Overall - Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks, schools etc.) - Range of housing types and sizes (houses, terraces, flats; number of  
  bedrooms etc.)    
- General condition of housing and other private buildings

Annandale - Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks, schools etc.) - Range of housing types and sizes (houses, terraces, flats; number of  
  bedrooms etc.)    
- Quality of buildings (design and construction of homes, shops, schools etc.) 
- Unusual or unique buildings and/or public space design   
- General condition of private open space (verges, driveways etc.)  
- General condition of housing and other private buildings    
- Evidence of recent private investment (renovations, landscaping, painting etc.)

Ashfield and 
Surrounds

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

Balmain and 
Surrounds

- Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks, schools etc.) - Range of housing types and sizes (houses, terraces, flats; number of  
  bedrooms etc.)    
- Quality of buildings (design and construction of homes, shops, schools etc.) 
- Unusual or unique buildings and/or public space design   
- General condition of housing and other private buildings    
- Evidence of recent private investment (renovations, landscaping, painting etc.)

Dulwich Hill - Quality of buildings (design and construction of homes, shops, schools etc.)   
-  Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks, schools etc.)

- Range of housing types and sizes (houses, terraces, flats; number of  
   bedrooms etc.)

Haberfield* - Range of housing types and sizes (houses, terraces, flats; number of  
  bedrooms etc.)    
- Quality of buildings (design and construction of homes, shops, schools etc.) 
- General condition of private open space (verges, driveways etc.)  
- General condition of housing and other private buildings    
- Evidence of recent private investment (renovations, landscaping, painting etc.)

Leichhardt - Quality of buildings (design and construction of homes, shops, schools etc.)   
- Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks, schools etc.)

- Range of housing types and sizes (houses, terraces, flats; number of  
  bedrooms etc.)    
- General condition of housing and other private buildings

PRIORITIES, STRENGTHS AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS (1/2)
Here are the priorities for change according to your community, what you should preserve as well as 
any community concerns you might encounter when dealing with the housing and the built form.
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: RESIDENTIAL & BUILT FORM
PRIORITIES, STRENGTHS AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS (2/2)
Here are the priorities for change according to your community, what you should preserve as well as 
any community concerns you might encounter when dealing with the housing and the built form.

1Community priorities are attributes that are a high or medium investment priority. 2Community perceived strengths are attributes that you should either protect or not invest 
in as they are currently over-performing. 3Community concerns are based on your community Ideas for change. Only themes that were mentioned by more than 10% of 
respondents are considered. *Below 95% confidence level.

Neighbourhood Community Priorities1 Community Perceived Strength2 Community Concerns3

Overall - Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks, schools etc.) - Range of housing types and sizes (houses, terraces, flats; number of  
  bedrooms etc.)    
- General condition of housing and other private buildings

Lewisham-
Petersham

- Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks, schools etc.) - Range of housing types and sizes (houses, terraces, flats; number of 
  bedrooms etc.)    
- Quality of buildings (design and construction of homes, shops, schools etc.) 
- General condition of housing and other private buildings 
- Evidence of recent private investment (renovations, landscaping, painting etc.)

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

Newtown-
Enmore

- Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks, schools etc.) - Range of housing types and sizes (houses, terraces, flats; number of  
  bedrooms etc.)   
- Quality of buildings (design and construction of homes, shops, schools etc.)

Rozelle-Lilyfield - Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks, schools etc.) - Range of housing types and sizes (houses, terraces, flats; number of  
  bedrooms etc.)   
- Quality of buildings (design and construction of homes, shops, schools etc.)   
- Unusual or unique buildings and/or public space design   
- General condition of housing and other private buildings

Stanmore-
Camperdown*

- Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks, schools etc.) - Range of housing types and sizes (houses, terraces, flats; number of  
  bedrooms etc.)   
- Quality of buildings (design and construction of homes, shops, schools etc.)   
- General condition of housing and other private buildings

Summer Hill - Evidence of recent public investment (roads, parks, schools etc.) - Range of housing types and sizes (houses, terraces, flats; number of  
  bedrooms etc.)    
- General condition of housing and other private buildings   
- Evidence of recent private investment (renovations, landscaping, painting etc.)

Sydenham-
Tempe-St Peters

- Range of housing types and sizes (houses, terraces, flats; number of 
  bedrooms etc.)
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: RESIDENTIAL & BUILT FORM
HOUSING AND THE BUILT FORM ARE NOT A HOT TOPIC IN MOST OF YOUR 
NEIGHBOURHOODS, HOWEVER THE PERCENTAGE OF ANSWERS RELATED 
TO THE BUILT FORM AND HOUSING IN MARRICKVILLE, SUMMER HILL AND 
DULWICH HILL IS HIGHER THAN LGA’S AVERAGE. 

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. Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead 
to minor differences when summed. Note that there is a overlap between ‘Limit heights’, ‘Limit density’ and ‘Maintain range of housing types and 
sizes’. The later being solely for answers with a reference to housing. 
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IMPROVE APPEARANCE  

OF THE BUILT FORM

69 answers (3.3%) across the LGA

LIMIT 

HEIGHTS

55 answers (2.7%) across the LGA

MAINTAIN RANGE OF HOUSING 

TYPES AND SIZES

49 answers (2.4%) across the LGA

“Protection from high rise and high density 
residential developments which destroy 
the unique character and liveability of our 
neighbourhood, and our community.“  
MALE, 55-64 YEARS OLD

“Stop development of high-rise apartment 
buildings, cap the types and numbers of 
residential development, reduce traffic 
congestion.“  
FEMALE, 45-54 YEARS OLD

IMPROVE HOUSING  

AFFORDABILITY

70 answers (3.4%) across the LGA

#1 #2 #3 #4 

“I love the open feel and low-rise housing of 
my neighbourhood and worry that approval of 
future high-rise buildings will destroy this.“  
FEMALE, 55-64 YEARS OLD

“I’d like to create more green space and stop 
high-rise development. We need to have a city 
within a garden, not vice versa.“  
FEMALE, 55-64 YEARS OLD

“I would like to see better care of public 
and private spaces. I would like to see less 
development of cheap-looking apartment 
blocks.“  
FEMALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD

“Freshen up the shop facades; move power 
lines underground (they look very messy & 
ugly); incentivise sustainable behaviour (solar 
power, battery, compost, repair cafe, etc).“ 
FEMALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD

“Must have low-medium income housing 
that’s local, safe, secure, sustainable. Doesn’t 
matter what my ideal neighbourhood is like if I 
can’t afford to live here.” 
FEMALE, 55-64 YEARS OLD

“Zoning laws that allow higher density housing 
to be built (if economically feasible) to improve 
housing affordability in Sydney.“  
MALE, 15-24 YEARS OLD

IMPROVE TRANSITIONS  

AND/OR RELATIONSHIP  

BETWEEN INTERFACES

40 answers (1.9%) across the LGA

#6 

LIMIT

DENSITY

41 answers (2%) across the LGA

#5 

Overall percentage of displayed  
‘Residential and built form’ related answers

LEGEND



PLANNING TOOL BOX: 
SUSTAINABILITY
1- LGA SUSTAINABILITY DIRECTIONS
2- SUSTAINABILITY HEAT MAP
3- NEIGHBOURHOOD SUSTAINABILITY PRIORITIES
4- SUSTAINABILITY COMMUNITY IDEAS FOR CHANGE
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: SUSTAINABILITY

WHAT DO WE ALL CARE 
ABOUT?
All five sustainability attributes are in 
your top 30 Care Factors: 

• #5/50 Elements of natural environment
• #9/50 Landscaping and natural 

elements
• #11/50 Protection of the natural 

environment
• #15/50 Sustainable behaviours in the 

community
• #20/50 Sustainable urban design

INVESTING IN LANDSCAPING 
AND THE NATURAL 
ENVIRONMENT IS A HIGH 
PRIORITY FOR MOST OF YOUR 
NEIGHBOURHOODS

- Investments in the ‘Landscaping and 
natural elements (street trees, planting, 
water features etc.)’ would highly 
improve liveability in Ashfield and 
Surrounds, Dulwich Hill, Leichhardt, 
Marrickville, Newtown-Enmore, 
Stanmore-Camperdown, Summer Hill 
and Sydenham-Tempe- 
St Peters.

- Investments in the ‘Elements of natural 
environment (natural features, views, 
vegetation, topography, water, wildlife 
etc.)’ would highly improve liveability in 
Ashfield and Surrounds, Dulwich Hill, 
Leichhardt, Marrickville, Lewisham-
Petersham, Stanmore-Camperdown 
and Sydenham-Tempe- 
St Peters.

SUSTAINABILITY DIRECTIONS:

INVESTMENTS IN 
SUSTAINABLE URBAN DESIGN 
WOULD CONTRIBUTE TO 
LIVEABILITY IN ALL OF YOUR 
NEIGHBOURHOODS

- Investing in ‘Sustainable urban design 
(water sensitive design, transport-oriented 
design, sustainable building design, density 
etc.)’ is a high priority in Ashfield and 
Surrounds and Sydenham-Tempe-St 
Peters.
- It is a medium investment priority in 
every other neighbourhood with the 
exception of Annandale where it is a 
low investment priority.

Notes: Figures and trends highlighted in this page but not present in the following pages of your Planning tool box were selected by 
Place Score based on notable differences between demographics and neighbourhood. 

INVESTING IN NATURAL 
ELEMENTS, SUSTAINABLE 
ACTIONS AND THE PROTECTION 
OF THE ENVIRONMENT IS A 
HIGH PRIORITY FOR YOUR 
COMMUNITY AND WOULD 
GREATLY CONTRIBUTE TO 
LIVEABILITY ACROSS YOUR LGA

However, people living in 
Annandale, Balmain and Surrounds, 
Haberfield and Rozelle-Lilyfield 
do not perceive a need for 
additional investments regarding 
landscaping and the natural 
environment.

INVESTING IN THE PROTECTION 
OF THE ENVIRONMENT AND 
SUSTAINABLE BEHAVIOURS 
WOULD IMPROVE LIVEABILITY 
IN EVERY NEIGHBOURHOOD

- Investing in the ‘Protection of the 
natural environment’ is a high priority 
in most of your neighbourhoods, and 
is a medium priority in Balmain and 
Surrounds,  Leichhardt and Stanmore-
Camperdown.
- Investing in ‘Sustainable behaviours in 
the community (water management, solar 
panels, recycling etc.)’ is a high priority in 
Ashfield and Surrounds, Dulwich Hill, 
Lewisham-Petersham and Marrickville. 
- It is also a medium investment 
priority in Balmain and Surrounds, 
Haberfield, Leichhardt, Newtown-
Enmore, Rozelle-Lilyfield, Stanmore-
Camperdown, Summer Hill and 
Sydenham-Tempe-St Peters.

YOUR BEST PERFORMING 
ATTRIBUTE:

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

67/100

THERE IS ROOM FOR 
IMPROVEMENT REGARDING:

‘Protection of the natural environment’ 

59/100

YOUR WORST PERFORMING 
ATTRIBUTE:

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

53/100
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: SUSTAINABILITY
LIVING WITH NATURE & BUILDING RESILIENCE
There are five sustainability related attributes - this map illustrates the average 
priority level of sustainability attributes for each of your neighbourhoods:

Colours on map represent how a theme is performing in each location based on: Retain and protect (One or more protect attribute and no medium or high 
priority), No (all attributes for the location are a no), Low priority (No high or protect priority and one or less medium priority), Medium (One high or more than one 
medium priority), High (More than one high priority). For more information about this table please click here. Map tiles by Stamen Design, under CC BY 3.0. Data by 
OpenStreetMap, under ODbL. *Below 95% confidence level.

Retain and protect (This theme/attribute is a significant contributor to current liveability) 
No priority - Not a priority (This theme/attribute is over-performing compared to community values)
Low priority (Investment in this theme/attribute should be considered but will not greatly improve liveability)
Medium priority (Investment in this theme/attribute should be considered to improve local liveability)
High priority (Investment in this theme/attribute will contribute the most to improve liveability)
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LGA_average High High Medium High High

Annandale Protect Protect Low High Medium

Ashfield and 
Surrounds High High High High High

Balmain and 
Surrounds Protect Protect Medium Medium Medium

Dulwich Hill High High Medium High High

Haberfield* Protect Protect Medium High Medium

Leichhardt High High Medium Medium Medium

Lewisham-Petersham Medium High Medium High High

Marrickville High High Medium High High

Newtown-Enmore High Medium Medium High Medium

Rozelle-Lilyfield No Protect Medium High Medium

Stanmore-
Camperdown* High High Medium Medium Medium

Summer Hill High Medium Medium High Medium

Sydenham-Tempe-St 
Peters High High High High Medium

Notes:

COMMUNITY PRIORITIES FOR INVESTMENT
This table illustrates the priority level of each sustainability related 
attribute for each of your neighbourhoods:



™ Place Score©2019  |   P.159 
Inner West Council LEP CIR | April 2019

www.placescore.org 

Notes:

PLANNING TOOL BOX: SUSTAINABILITY

1Community priorities are attributes that are a high or medium investment priority. 2Community perceived strengths are attributes that you should either protect or not invest 
in as they are currently over-performing. 3Community concerns are based on your community Ideas for change. Only themes that were mentioned by more than 10% of 
respondents are considered. *Below 95% confidence level.

Neighbourhood Community Priorities1 Community Perceived Strength2 Community Concerns3

Overall - Landscaping and natural elements (street trees, planting, water  
  features etc.)    
- Elements of natural environment (natural features, views, vegetation,  
  topography, water, wildlife etc.)  
- Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design, transport-oriented design,  
  sustainable building design, density etc.)  
- Protection of the natural environment    
- Sustainable behaviours in the community (water management, solar  
  panels, recycling etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  parks and greenery as well as more and/or better sustainable actions     
  and behaviours

Annandale - Protection of the natural environment - Landscaping and natural elements (street trees, planting, water features etc.) 
- Elements of natural environment (natural features, views, vegetation, topography,  
  water, wildlife etc.)   
- Sustainable behaviours in the community (water management, solar panels,  
  recycling etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  parks and greenery.

Ashfield and 
Surrounds

- Landscaping and natural elements (street trees, planting, water  
   features etc.)    
- Elements of natural environment (natural features, views, vegetation,  
  topography, water, wildlife etc.)  
- Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design, transport-oriented design,  
  sustainable building design, density etc.)  
- Protection of the natural environment    
- Sustainable behaviours in the community (water management, solar  
  panels, recycling etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  parks and greenery.

Balmain and 
Surrounds

- Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design, transport-oriented design,  
  sustainable building design, density etc.)  
- 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.) 
- Elements of natural environment (natural features, views, vegetation, topography,  
  water, wildlife etc.)   

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  parks and greenery as well as more and/or better sustainable actions     
  and behaviours

Dulwich Hill - Landscaping and natural elements (street trees, planting, water  
   features etc.)    
- Elements of natural environment (natural features, views, vegetation,  
  topography, water, wildlife etc.)  
- Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design, transport-oriented design,  
  sustainable building design, density etc.)  
- Protection of the natural environment    
- Sustainable behaviours in the community (water management, solar  
  panels, recycling etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  parks and greenery.

Haberfield* - Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design, transport-oriented design,  
  sustainable building design, density etc.)  
- 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.) 
- Elements of natural environment (natural features, views, vegetation, topography,  
  water, wildlife etc.)  

PRIORITIES, STRENGTHS AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS (1/3)
Here are the priorities for change according to your community, what you should preserve as well as 
any community concerns you might encounter when dealing with the housing and the built form.
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: SUSTAINABILITY
PRIORITIES, STRENGTHS AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS (2/3)
Here are the priorities for change according to your community, what you should preserve as well as 
any community concerns you might encounter when dealing with the housing and the built form.

1Community priorities are attributes that are a high or medium investment priority. 2Community perceived strengths are attributes that you should either protect or not invest 
in as they are currently over-performing. 3Community concerns are based on your community Ideas for change. Only themes that were mentioned by more than 10% of 
respondents are considered. 

Neighbourhood Community Priorities1 Community Perceived Strength2 Community Concerns3

Overall - Landscaping and natural elements (street trees, planting, water  
  features etc.)    
- Elements of natural environment (natural features, views, vegetation,  
  topography, water, wildlife etc.)  
- Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design, transport-oriented design,  
  sustainable building design, density etc.)  
- Protection of the natural environment    
- Sustainable behaviours in the community (water management, solar  
  panels, recycling etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  parks and greenery as well as more and/or better sustainable actions     
  and behaviours

Leichhardt - Landscaping and natural elements (street trees, planting, water  
  features etc.)    
- Elements of natural environment (natural features, views, vegetation,  
  topography, water, wildlife etc.)  
- Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design, transport-oriented design,  
  sustainable building design, density etc.)  
- Protection of the natural environment    
- Sustainable behaviours in the community (water management, solar  
  panels, recycling etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  parks and greenery.

Lewisham-
Petersham

- Landscaping and natural elements (street trees, planting, water  
  features etc.)    
- Elements of natural environment (natural features, views, vegetation,  
  topography, water, wildlife etc.)  
- Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design, transport-oriented design,  
  sustainable building design, density etc.)  
- Protection of the natural environment    
- Sustainable behaviours in the community (water management, solar  
  panels, recycling etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  parks and greenery.

Marrickville - Landscaping and natural elements (street trees, planting, water  
  features etc.)    
- Elements of natural environment (natural features, views, vegetation,  
  topography, water, wildlife etc.)  
- Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design, transport-oriented design,  
  sustainable building design, density etc.)  
- Protection of the natural environment    
- Sustainable behaviours in the community (water management, solar  
  panels, recycling etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  parks and greenery as well as more and/or better sustainable actions     
  and behaviours

Newtown-
Enmore

- Landscaping and natural elements (street trees, planting, water  
  features etc.)    
- Elements of natural environment (natural features, views, vegetation,  
  topography, water, wildlife etc.)  
- Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design, transport-oriented design,  
  sustainable building design, density etc.)  
- Protection of the natural environment    
- Sustainable behaviours in the community (water management, solar  
  panels, recycling etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  parks and greenery.
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: SUSTAINABILITY
PRIORITIES, STRENGTHS AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS (3/3)
Here are the priorities for change according to your community, what you should preserve as well as 
any community concerns you might encounter when dealing with the housing and the built form.

1Community priorities are attributes that are a high or medium investment priority. 2Community perceived strengths are attributes that you should either protect or not invest 
in as they are currently over-performing. 3Community concerns are based on your community Ideas for change. Only themes that were mentioned by more than 10% of 
respondents are considered. *Below 95% confidence level.

Neighbourhood Community Priorities1 Community Perceived Strength2 Community Concerns3

Overall - Landscaping and natural elements (street trees, planting, water  
  features etc.)    
- Elements of natural environment (natural features, views, vegetation,  
  topography, water, wildlife etc.)  
- Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design, transport-oriented design,  
  sustainable building design, density etc.)  
- Protection of the natural environment    
- Sustainable behaviours in the community (water management, solar  
  panels, recycling etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  parks and greenery as well as more and/or better sustainable actions     
  and behaviours

Rozelle-Lilyfield - Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design, transport-oriented design,  
  sustainable building design, density etc.)  
- 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.)    
- Elements of natural environment (natural features, views, vegetation, topography,  
  water, wildlife etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  parks and greenery as well as more and/or better sustainable actions     
  and behaviours

Stanmore-
Camperdown*

- Landscaping and natural elements (street trees, planting, water  
  features etc.)    
- Elements of natural environment (natural features, views, vegetation,  
  topography, water, wildlife etc.)  
- Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design, transport-oriented design,  
  sustainable building design, density etc.)  
- Protection of the natural environment    
- Sustainable behaviours in the community (water management, solar  
  panels, recycling etc.)

Summer Hill - Landscaping and natural elements (street trees, planting, water  
  features etc.)    
- Elements of natural environment (natural features, views, vegetation,  
  topography, water, wildlife etc.)  
- Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design, transport-oriented design,  
  sustainable building design, density etc.)  
- Protection of the natural environment    
- Sustainable behaviours in the community (water management, solar  
  panels, recycling etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  parks and greenery as well as more and/or better sustainable actions     
  and behaviours

Sydenham-
Tempe-St Peters

- Landscaping and natural elements (street trees, planting, water  
  features etc.)    
- Elements of natural environment (natural features, views, vegetation,  
  topography, water, wildlife etc.)  
- Sustainable urban design (water sensitive design, transport-oriented design,  
  sustainable building design, density etc.)  
- Protection of the natural environment    
- Sustainable behaviours in the community (water management, solar  
  panels, recycling etc.)

- Note that the community is vocal about wanting more and/or better  
  parks and greenery as well as more and/or better sustainable actions     
  and behaviours
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PLANNING TOOL BOX: SUSTAINABILITY
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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. 
Percentages are rounded to the first digit, which may lead to minor differences when summed.

GREENERY AND PARKS ARE IN HIGH DEMAND ACROSS THE LGA. WHILE SUSTAINABLE 
ACTIONS IS A COMMON THEME IN ASHFIELD AND SURROUNDS, MARRICKVILLE, ROZELLE-
LILYFIELD, STANMORE-CAMPERDOWN, SUMMER HILL AND SYDENHAM-TEMPE-ST PETERS

%

MORE AND/OR BETTER  

SUSTAINABLE ACTIONS AND 

BEHAVIOURS

215 answers (10.4%) across the LGA

CELEBRATE AND/OR PROTECT 

 THE FAUNA AND FLORA

58 answers (2.8%) across the LGA

CELEBRATE AND/OR PROTECT THE 

TOPOGRAPHY AND LANDSCAPE

30 answers (1.5%) across the LGA

“See more verge gardens growing food and the 
Cooks River so clean I could swim in it!“  
FEMALE, 55-64 YEARS OLD

“Completion of all the infrastructure works 
and restoration of landscaped areas.“  
MALE, 25-34 YEARS OLD

MORE AND/OR BETTER PARKS  

AND GREENERY

653 answers (31.6%) across the LGA

#1 #2 #3 #4 

“I’d like the quality of local parks to improve 
on the care and diversity of the flora with an 
increasing emphasis on natives.“  
MALE, 55-64 YEARS OLD

“More street trees, more native animals, more 
disabled/aged access, less litter!“  
FEMALE, 45-54 YEARS OLD

“Real urban sustainability. Real care for 
the natural environment. Public transport 
incentives.“
FEMALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD

“Sustainable water design, stormwater 
harvesting, solar panels on all council 
buildings.“  
FEMALE, 65-74 YEARS OLD

“Greenery. We should place more trees 
wherever we can - eg on kerb extensions that 
would also act to calm traffic and shade the 
road.“  
MALE, 45-54 YEARS OLD

“More green to be seen, less grey in my day, 
more trees for the bees, less larking over 
parking. More actions, less factions.“  
FEMALE, 55-64 YEARS OLD

IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF  

PRIVATE GREEN SPACES

9 answers (0.4%) across the LGA

#5 

Overall percentage of displayed  
‘Sustainability’ related answers

LEGEND

“A greater emphasis on quality landscaping/ 
“greening up” public spaces and private 
developments. Apartment blocks should be set 
back from the street.“  
FEMALE, 55-64 YEARS OLD

“New exciting architecture. Sustainable high 
density housing with integrated greenery and 
self sufficient power generation. Electric car 
charging built into the streetscape.“  
MALE, 35-44 YEARS OLD
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