Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Engagement Summary

Attachment 5 - Copy of Submissions Received

A MARION 267















Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

| feel the council want to reduce lot sizes and frontages to increase the number of dwellings, and therefore in crease council

revenue without increasing the infrastructure required to support the extra residents.





















Q9. Do you support the application of the proposed Do not support
minimum site areas across the different

locations of the southern suburbs?

Q10.If you do not support, please explain why and where alternatives should be applied?

Please focus on developing masterplanned high intensity areas close to rapid transport such as the Forestville Le Cornu site
or the proposed development on cement Hill at Seacliff. The current suburbs are wonderful and undergoing a natural

renewal as people purchase these properties and renovate and upgrade them.

Q11.Do you support the application of the Noise and Neither support or do not support
Air Emissions Overlay to properties abutting
Main South Road and Lonsdale Road / Ocean

Boulevard?

Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

It is very disappointing to have this again as the fourth time in maybe seven years. It has been clear in the previous public
meetings that the residents do not want this to occur. The current zoning has been a good solution and does not need to
change. There is no valid argument for ad hoc urban infill and the proponents of this are well aware of the reasons for not
pursuing ad hoc infill. These include, parking on the streets, traffic congestion, urban heat island, excess noise, increased
fire hazard due to materials used and proximity of dwellings. Increased rental percentage and associated property crime.
Please engage some professional builders and developers even if you have to go interstate to find them and build some

decent neighbourhoods and precincts with appropriate planning rather than ad hoc infill.






Q11.Do you support the application of the Noise and Support
Air Emissions Overlay to properties abutting
Main South Road and Lonsdale Road / Ocean
Boulevard?

Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

After living in the Marion Council Area for over 60 years, | have witnessed the decline in block areas, the development of
Westfield Marion, (good), and new suburb development. Road parking of vehicles has increased ( dangerous in some areas)
because new dwellings often only are for 1 car. The hills face provided large blocks and people paid more for these by
choice and life style. Marion council, in my opinion has some disastrous enclaves of infill where the clientele is dangerous
and not safe. Why develop more? Council Social consciousness should focus on establishing support services that work,
rather than expanding congestion with smaller blocks and people parking on the block and road because of lost space. Heat
increases due to dense housing and this in turn attributes to the increase of power which in SA has already been identified
of possible failure in summer. Why can’t Marion Council learn how to beautify and design? Rigid Building inspections, once
well controlled by Building Inspectors are practically non existent, housing boundaries allow abutted residences, so require
more insulation. Roof gutters leak into neighbouring properties. White roofing is allowed without checking on the impact of
nearby houses where the sun reflects light into the next door residence and creates additional expenses related to the

problem. Has council considered some of these related issues in slopes and infill? Doubtful?
























Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

We really hope that you will reconsider this proposal for Seacombe Heights as we are strongly against it.









Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

| strongly support the Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment. | am particularly supportive of the suburb of
Seaview Downs being included in the amendment for smaller blocks sizes than currently at minimum 700 square metres
regardless of gradient. For 20 years it has been very frustrating to watch nearby suburbs being able to develop a range of
housing density and modern appealing designs being incorporated while Seaview Downs has been very restricted with
development potential. There has also been a lack of consistency across Council areas and also across suburbs within a
Council, in this case Marion Council. Land has been subdivided, yet across the road, a block size has needed to be double
or more the minimum of the subdivided block. The proposed Policy Code Amendment addresses this inconsistency and has
also included consideration for the gradient of land across the relevant areas by including a range of minimum block sizes
depending on the gradient. | fully support the proposed minimum site areas as listed in Table 2. The site sizes allow for
increased density while maintaining the suburbs, like Seaview Downs, to have a variety of density depending on the gradient
of the land. The proposed Policy also considers the privacy of residents by having restrictions on heights of new builds and
location to boundaries. | fully support the proposed Policy Code Amendment. It has been a long time coming. | purchased
my home 23 years ago, then zoned Residential. | acknowledge that there was a need for infrastructure and concerns for
over developing of some areas but the tight restrictions on some suburbs, particularly for residents on relatively flat land, has

been very challenging and inconsistent.
















































































































































Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

| feel that allowing multiple or row dwellings on 300m2 blocks is bad planning. Urban consolidation is fine, but the Council
needs to consider current residents and their enjoyment of amenity. | cite Alderman Avenue in Seacombe Gardens which
has a plethora of recently constructed row and multiple dwellings as a bad example of urban consolidation. Multiple
dwellings on small blocks has created physical dangers there - | know because my sister lives on that street and has had
accidents and near misses reversing out of it because people park up the invert (this is because they have more than one
car and the second car is parked on the road, often right up to the invert). | would not accept this is because of Westfield
Marion parkers because parking is zoned residents only. | have experienced near misses many times myself while trying to
reverse out of her driveway - the road is absolutely choked most days, sometimes with trucks and big four wheel drives
which are opposite driveways. It's downright dangerous and a really bad indictment on Marion Council which has allowed

this to happen.






























Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

Please do not make these areas overly congested (and quite frankly unlivable) as has been evidenced in Dover Gardens.
Developers are ready to make a quick dollar at the expense of the local community who are then required to live in these

overcrowded and cramped conditions, which ultimately will turn these areas into "modern slums" in a number of years.

































Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

not answered















Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

No more ridiculous subdivision. At least leave Seacliff Park, Seaview Downs and Seacombe Heights out of it. Also, make
sure the councillors who are proposing this are stated prominently as it will at least provide motivation to vote at the next
council election. On a positive note, the work done to parks all around Marion has been great and appreciated.

































Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

This is my first of two, if not more submissions. | thought it best to get in early with initial thoughts and then build on these in
a subsequent submission. This proposal has merit, but it is very marginal. The minimum block size of 350m2 provides
existing property owners and residents with optionality to; a) Continue living in the area, potentially enjoying improved
equity, amenity along with the ability to renovate or b) cash out of the area at fear of being boxed in by the masses. On this
basis | am not supportive of any middle ground. Either go hard or don't bother. You either need to progress the amendment
as proposed, or increase the permissiveness of it to 300m2 blocks and remove the gradient constraints. At the end of the
day, people will engineer around gradient if economically viable. It is not something | believe is worth codifying. As for
externalities, you need to improve the Davenport Terrace/Seacombe Road intersection, as well as lobby the state
government to duplicate Seacombe Road. It is a no brainer. The value created from this has the potential to be significant, in
fact on-par with the cement hill redevelopment. As such it would be remiss of you to not consider a solution for the top of
Brighton Road. The traffic will inevitably increase. The intersection is currently not capable of handling the additional traffic.
Most importantly, Seacliff Primary school is zoned as an option for many residents East of Brighton Road. In my opinion it
would constitute criminal negligence if a pedestrian over/underpass, along with sufficient barricading was not introduced
near the Arthur Street / Brighton Road intersection. | don't really care who pays for it just get it done. That's all for now, but

expect much more.











































































Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment The proposal to rezone the Suburban Neighbourhood Zone to the
Hills Neighbourhood Zone has our approval. The Code Amendment document prepared by Marion Council sets out very
succinctly the reasons for the proposed changes. The slope related policy that will allow the opportunity for some orderly
sub-division has been well thought out. The idea of small old war service homes sitting on blocks upwards of 800m/950m is
wasteful given the current housing crisis. Many of these homes are occupied by only one person so it does not make sense
for this to continue. The issue to allow sub-division in Seacombe Heights and Seaview Downs has been on the table for six
years now. The cost of the various investigations/meetings/reports/staff resources/etc. carried out during this time is a
financial burden that the rate payers don’t need when the economy is in such a dire state. Respectfully, we ask that the
Minister, if necessary, exercise his authority to make alterations to the proposed Code Amendment and adopt the Code

Amendment as altered so that after six years people can move on with their lives one way or another. R&amp;E Andrews

















































































Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

The process of updating the design &amp; planning possibilities for this area have been drawn out &amp; delayed
unreasonably for years. One can only hope Council finally will show leadership &amp; fast track the changes necessary for
rate payers to make decisions regarding their private property that enables them to remain living in this most sought after
area. Hopefully the minority vested interest groups &amp; those opposing change in this area who in the past have held
sway &amp; influence in critical council deliberations are ignored &amp; the silent majority empowered to develop planning
&amp; design solutions that suit individuals in accord with the new design parameters on smaller sites. The critics of
increased population density ignore the benefits of modern design, how urban residential space is used &amp; the ever
changing living habits of the modern family. | wholeheartedly support Marion Council in proposing these changes but urge
elected members to consider more directly the needs of long suffering patient rate payers in these affected areas by

supporting the amendments when put to vote.



























Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

Hills Face Zone Preservation Hills face zone — intent was to preserve “The natural beauty of the face of the Ranges, visible
from the entire metropolitan area, provides Adelaide with its greatest natural asset". (Report on the Metropolitan Area of
Adelaide, 1962) The Hills Face Zone of the Mount Lofty Ranges is an Ecological System - not just an urban backdrop of
pretty  hillsides, woodlands and wetlands. Eco Systems are the buffer zones of civilisation.
(https://web.archive.org/web/20051128064508/http://www.ccsa.asn.au/campaigns/development/HillsFaceNetwork/History.ht
m) Maintaining the Hills Face Zone with larger allotments is one of the principles of the 30 year Plan for Greater Adelaide.
Here is an extract from the Plan. - P94. Protect the natural and rural landscape character of the Hills Face Zone and ensure
that land uses in this zone contribute to this landscape backdrop and area of significant biodiversity. Stormwater
Management During extreme storm events, there is a great demand on the draining systems which are backed up and at
times, | have seen flooding from the north/south roads, over Seacombe Road. Traffic and Parking Is there a traffic impact
statement or are the statements in the information provided by Council merely staff's opinions? Traffic at the Eyre Street /
Seacombe Road intersection — vehicles sit in the middle of the lane when waiting to turn, irrespective of which direction they
are turning. This means that there are unnecessary delays in traffic movements and people taking risks to turn onto
Seacombe Road. The expected take up of up to 40% means that there will be up to a 40% increase in traffic. This will further
exacerbate the demands on the road network and cause further delays in turning onto the main arterial roads. (the wording
in the documents provided by Council plays down the impact of increased development by using the expression “take-up
rate of less than 40%” rather than saying up to 40%. This is a little deceptive. The bus stop and extremely large stobie pole
slightly east of Eyre Street impairs the line of sight at this intersection already. Demands on street parking — at times, it is
already unsafe due to the number of cars parked on both sides of the street. There have been many occasions where | am
already traversing through a section of road with vehicles parked on both sides, and vehicles travelling up the hill will come
charging through which is unsafe. While the information provided notes that there will be increased traffic volumes in the
local streets, the roundabout at the intersection of Morphett Road and Seacombe Road is already a very busy roundabout
with drivers frequently speeding through and during peak hours. An increase in housing south of Seacombe Road will result
in an increase in traffic through this already busy and difficult roundabout. Further, the Department of Transport does not
sufficiently maintain the road in this location. Overlooking in Hilly Areas Purchased in this area because of the lower density
of housing. There are already overlooking issues on both sides of my property and | do not wish to have any more houses
overlooking into my property and | do not wish to overlook into anyone else’s house. Environmental An increase in housing
means that there will be more hard stand area, less trees and less green space. How will this be compensated for? We
already know the effect this has on the local environment. The 30 Year Plan for Greater Adelaide The preservation of the
Hills Face Zone is clearly supported in The 30 Year Plan for Greater Adelaide. This is a particularly bad idea and does not

support the original intent of the Hills Face Zone.
























Amendment. Information that is provided shows the potential increase in development and the current policy, but no such
mapping has been prepared as part of the analysis and made available to the community so that informed decisions can be
made. This mapping should be undertaken by Council to inform its own policymakers, let alone the affected community, and
should be made available to the community as part of further consultation before any changes to existing Policy are made!
As an example of why the GIS mapping is needed, our property has 6 adjoining neighbours, most of whom overlook our
property and rear yard. If, for example, all of these neighbouring properties were redeveloped with an additional dwelling
(which may well be possible under the proposed policy changes), we would have about 12 adjoining houses overlooking our
property! 2. Encouragement of semi detached dwellings Without appropriate GIS mapping it is difficult to accurately predict
the potential increase in semi detached dwellings. However, it is fair to say that there will be a large number of allotments
that have a road frontage of approximately 18 metres and an area of 700 or more square metres. Given that the site
frontage for Detached Dwellings is 10 metres, the Code Amendment promotes semi detached dwellings over detached
dwellings on allotments that are smaller in size than the ones being promoted for 2 detached dwellings. That is, the smaller
the allotment the more intense form of development is allowed! Typically, Detached dwellings are set back from side
boundaries by 1 metre on each side of the allotment (often 1m on one side and in excess of 1m on the other side), whereas
Semi- detached dwellings are joined down the middle with setbacks either side of 1 m. Therefore there is more space
between dwellings for detached dwellings on narrower allotments. 3. Encouragement of other dwelling types Currently, only
Detached and Group dwellings are envisaged in the former Hills Policy Area (ie dwelling types characterised by spatial
separation between dwellings). Proposed policy change will result in ALL dwelling types being possible on land with a slope
of less than 1: 8. Row dwellings will need to have allotments that have a frontage of approximately 27 square metres, and
therefore site amalgamation will generally be needed to create sites with this frontage (more difficult / less likely to be
achieved). However, all allotments with frontages of only 20 metres and areas of at least 900 m? will be allowed to have 3
Group or Residential Flats, provided that the slope is less than 1: 8. Similarly, allotments that are only 600 m? (and frontage
of 20m) will be able to be developed with 2 Group dwellings or 2 Residential Flats. Without the GIS mapping analysis, it is
not possible to predict how many allotments could be redeveloped with these forms of development. But it is fair to say that
there will be a huge number of the flatter allotments that will have this development potential!! 4. Conflict with Desired
Outcome 1 and Performance Outcomes PO 1.1 and PO 2.1 Both the Desired Outcome 1 and Performance Outcomes 1.1
and 2.1 of the Hills Neighborhood Zone envisage low density residential development that minimises disturbance to natural
land forms and existing vegetation, and that is compatible with natural land forms and with a low density residential
character. However, The Deemed to Satisfy Criteria / Designated Performance Features allow for higher density dwelling
types on relatively small allotments (600 - 700 m=2), which by definition due to the increase in the number of dwellings on
smaller allotments will result in increased disturbance to natural land forms and increased reduction in existing vegetation,
and development that is not compatible with the existing housing pattern in the locality (which is overwhelmingly detached
houses. This will include increased development of built form towards the rear of allotments (where typically there is most of
the existing tree canopy on allotments), as well as visual and privacy impacts for surrounding residents living in detached
dwellings. While acknowledging the 40/50% site coverage requirement in DTS/DPF 3.1, experience on the ground clearly
shows the greater impacts of multi-dwelling development compared to detached dwellings with respect to the above-
mentioned issues. 5. Potential impacts on stormwater infrastructure, traffic management Due to the lack of GIS mapping
indicating the potential increase in development yield, it is impossible for Council to determine the full and potential impacts
on infrastructure and traffic management of the proposed policy changes. Until such time as this GIS mapping is available
and has been analysed in terms of these potential impacts, no policy change should be made by Council. 6. Typographic /
misleading errors in DTS / DPF 2.1 There are several references to Detached Dwellings where the reference should be to
the specific dwelling type under the relevant heading, resulting in confusion to the community. 7. Lack of Strategic Planning
The proposed policy changes are aimed at increasing the number of dwellings in the Affected Area and increasing housing
choice. There has been no strategic analysis identifying preferred locations for increasing housing density and choice within
the Affected Area. For example, locations adjacent to public transport corridors, near retail centres, etc. Rather, a blanket
approach has been adopted with little justification as to why all areas should be treated the same, especially given that
previous policy had identified areas with a different desired character (eg the former Hills Policy Area). As previously
mentioned, there has been no analysis of potential increase in dwelling yield based on existing lot size, topography and
capital/site value. This means that both Council / State Government agencies and the community have no idea as to the
potential change and impact of the proposed changes, which is totally unsatisfactory given Council has the means at it's
disposal to have undertaken this work before finalising the draft Code Amendment and putting it out for consultation. The

State Government and Council have policies to increase the treed canopy over the metropolitan area. Promoting



redevelopment of sites with treed canopy in the front, rear and side gardens will inevitably REDUCE the canopy. There has
been no strategic analysis of the potential impacts on loss of canopy arising from this Code Amendment. We support a more
targeted approach to increasing density. 8. Insufficient information provided to the community so that they can provide
informed feedback - the Community Engagement Charter The State Government’s approach to planning policy is that
thorough community engagement should be undertaken as part of reviewing planning policy (ie Code Amendments), and
that following this, when the community has been involved in developing new policy, properly informed of proposed changes
and after they have had the opportunity to review and comment on the policy, future development applications can progress
with much less community input/review. The Community Engagement Charter has NOT been followed by Council in
formulating this Code Amendment, nor in the engagement process on this draft Code Amendment. There are too many
gaps in critical information which are needed in order for the community to make informed decisions on the proposed policy
changes. As noted earlier in the Form, we never received any flyer / communication containing notice of or information
about the consultation. To my knowledge, neighbours and other impacted community members have not received anything
either. | found out about the proposed changes via Facebook. We therefore call on Council to put a HOLD on this draft
Amendment, undertake the more detailed analysis required, prepare revised policy changes and consult again with the
community to get this right.







































Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

not answered




































Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

What are Warriparinga Ward councillors Raelene Telfer's and Renuka Lama's points of view on these proposed
amendments? Will they support or oppose what effectively will amount to greater housing density and occupancy in
Seacombe Heights? | would like to see Marion Council abandon this Code Amendment and hope that it can go back to
focussing on improving local amenities rather than detracting from them. For example, the completion of a footpath along
the southern perimeter of Grand View Drive at Seacombe Heights, would be welcomed by its residents and postmen too.


















Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

| strongly oppose to proposed Code Amendment. The southern part of Marino should be kept as it is now, natural tree-lined
gullies that are enjoyed by multiple property owners who, like us, purchased in this area to enjoy the open space and views
of the sea and city. Do not destroy this ambience. Marino is a unique suburb which backs onto a Conservation Park, with
water run-off from this Park streaming into natural formed gullies forming our backyard. Large gum trees thrive in this gully.
Removing these gums not only destroys the homes of koalas and native fauna but also will open these gullies up to erosion.
Do not destroy this by making these allotments available to property developers looking for a quick dollar. The value of these
allotments is in their size and natural environment and not their subdivision potential. Case in point: 24 Yomara Road,
Marino is a vacant allotment which has been on the market for a number of years now. It's steep sloping nature discourages
any form of housing development due to the exorbitant cost to prepare the site for building. Builders these days don't want to
build on such sites and, lets be quite frank, not many people can afford the site works required to begin a build. There are
plenty of subdivision opportunities elsewhere (on the flatter plains) within Seacliff Park, Seaview Downs, Seacombe Heights
and Darlington. Leave southern Marino out of your money grabbing Code Amendment plan. As a Council you have a
responsibility to listen and act on the wishes of your existing residents, not property developers. Our big concern was a fire
within the Conservation Park a couple of years ago. Those residents located in the far south of Marino had only one exit -
which was all the way down to Ocean Blvd due to the fire starting on Cove Road. How is Council addressing the traffic
congestion that occurs at the Scholefield Road / Ocean Blvd, now considering the large Seacliff Village development
currently in construction? How is this intersection going to deal with two or three times the traffic if a Code Amendment is

approved?












Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

Qs 7 &amp; 8: | have expressed support for these questions on the basis that | think it is wise to not have a "one size fits all"
approach when there are quantifiable variations in aspects of policies that may benefit from reasonable adjustments. | do not
recall seeing information relating to Q9. but it sounds like a good thing to endeavour to manage Noise and Air Emissions as

far as possible. Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback.












Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

We have a stormwater system that cannot cope with the existing infrastructure. Our streets are already overfilled making
them difficult to navigate. And noise is an issue with neighbours living close and pets and children without yards to play in.
There is not enough greenery to make up for all the housing and improving the sustainablity of housing for some older
homes is unaffordable with many not using rainwater because it is not compulsory for existing builds. This further raises
concerns about how stormwater is managed by an old property alongside a new one. We have Dover Gardens as a 1in 100

year flood zone with a current stormwater system that is not effective so what happens when more homes are added?





















Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

not answered









Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

not answered





































































Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

See anser to question 6.































































Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

Good for Council, bad for existing (and future) residents, bad for the environment and climate change.






Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

We love it here. To make the changes you are suggesting would ruin the character of the hills face. Look what you've done
to the suburb's north of seacombe rd, so much congestion and loss of green space. Our neighbours at. put in a very
detailed submission which we agree with. We should have been a part of the amendment from its beginning, it feels rushed.
| went to an information night at marion council chambers and it was a shambles, no direction, not even the staff could give
me the answers to some questions asked. Why wasn't a presentation given then q &amp; a. Its seems like this is a forgone
conclusion and the council have already made its mind up. Would like to see a more open forum, surely there is more time

to inform and consult.






















































Q12.Feel free to make any other comments on the draft Code Amendment.

I'm very very sad and alarmed at the threat to the future of the suburb | love - infill at the cost of our cities charm and
character and heritage and our way of life is a great loss. New people are coming who want minimal and grey sparse

housing so build new suburbs and cities.


















From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone
Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Tuesday, 10 October 2023 9:12:34 PM

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details
Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment

Customer Member of the public

type:

Given name: andrea
Famll.y baker
name:

Organisation:

s
address:

Phone

number: _

My oygrall I do not support the Code Amendment

view is:

It will ruin Australia’s uniqueness and open beauty! It’s wide open skies.
Comments: It’s what made us emigrate we didn’t like the overcrowded high rise Uk ,

Australia is paradise compared. Please keep it that way!
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David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
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David Barone,

Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details
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Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public

Angela

Whittle

I support the Code Amendment

I support the amendment as we need more housing in the southern
residential area close to FMC, Flinders University, Seaview High school
and large blocks are not the necessity that they once were. Our lifestyles
have changed markedly since the 1960’s and also this should help to have
more housing on the market for young people.
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David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
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Submission Details
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Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Anita

Ritzau

I do not support the Code Amendment

New areas should be able to. Hold where they like as infrastructure can be
built around them but creating high density living in areas not provide for
adequately with health services, shopping, parking, etc is a disaster. Also a
disrespect for people who have lived in areas for a reason for many years.
Will impact views which will influence land values.

No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded

No file uploaded



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
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Submission Details
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Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Ann-Marie

O'Connor

I do not support the Code Amendment

The recent approach to high density high profit building is a bandaid
approach to housing that is in the longer term detriment to the community.
Infrastructure doesn’t well cater for the population boom. The coastal area
in particular with have significant environmental impact with this approach.
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From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone
Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Sunday, 22 October 2023 1:11:19 PM

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details
Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment

Customer Member of the public

type:

Given name: anthony
Family

name: players

Organisation:

iress:
address:

Phone

number: _

My oygrall I support the Code Amendment

view is:

I am in full support of smaller lots in Marino and neighbouring suburbs to
Comments: provide more housing for people in need of more housing near

transportation and parks etc
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Submission Details
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Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
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I support the Code Amendment

I would like to request that Detached and Semi-Detached dwellings of 1:8
have a minimum site area of 300m2 (same as Group Dwellings and
Residential Flat Buildings) - provided they are able to meet the same
frontage width as them (300m2-20m) Thus, providing equal opportunity
and consistency to landowners.

No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded

No file uploaded



From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone
Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Wednesday, 18 October 2023 5:26:36 PM

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details
Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment

Customer Member of the public

type:

Given name: Bidhya Laxmi
Famll.y Shrestha
name:

Organisation:
. ]
address:

Phone

number: _

My overall
View is:

I live atm Seaview Downs. My land size is 1119 m2 and
Comments: roads are on both sides front and back. I am looking forward to subdividing

my land for future development.

I support the Code Amendment

,10\:ttachment No file uploaded
,;ttachment No file uploaded
,??\:ttachment No file uploaded
ﬁttaohment No file uploaded
,g\:ttachment No file uploaded
Sent to

proporcrt

email:



From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone
Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Sunday, 8 October 2023 9:46:12 AM

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Customer type: Member of the public

Given name: Calli

Family name: Mcintosh

Organisation:

milacress: |

Phone number:

My overall view is: I do not support the Code Amendment
Comments: Do not agree with 2 storey on 300 sgm
Attachment 1: No file uploaded
Attachment 2: No file uploaded
Attachment 3: No file uploaded
Attachment 4: No file uploaded
Attachment 5: No file uploaded

Sent to proporent e N



From: MayorEA
To:
Subject: FW: Objection to Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Monday, 23 October 2023 9:56:15 AM
Attachments: image615645.png
image754480.png
image377157.png
image747679.png
image414218.png.

image357918.png.
Ltr to Candace Brosnan 19.10.23.pdf

image184105.png
image218489.png
image933584.png
image900160.png.
image894548.png.
image297946.png.

Hi David
Further email below from a resident who sent an Objection. I'm not sure if you are keeping these on file, but | am forwarding it for completeness.

Kind regards
Leanne

Mayorea
Executive Assistant to the Mayor | City of Marion
T: 08 83756611 | PO Box 21 Park Holme SA 5043

(]

The City of Marion acknowledges we are situated on the traditional lands of the Kaurna people and recognises the Kaurna people as the traditional custodians of the land.
Ngadlu tampendi Kaurna meyunna yaitya mattanya yaintya yerta

From: Candace Oddy <oddy.candace@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, October 21, 2023 7:58 PM

To: MayorEA <Mayor.EA@marion.sa.gov.au>

Cc: James Brosnan <jbrosnan@procaregroup.com.au>

Subject: Re: Objection to Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment

Dear Mayor Hana,

Thank you for bringing to our attention some incorrect information contained in our original submission and for clarifying the information contained in the
proposed amendment.

Having considered this new information we reiterate our staunch objection to the proposed changes contained therein. Whilst we appreciate the need for urban
development and for the southern suburbs to move with the times we believe this must be done in a sustainable manner. Our local suburb of Marino is
undergoing massive change currently with the major development at Cement Hill / Seacliff Village. That coupled with the urban infill around Brighton and the
ever increasing traffic on Brighton Road is causing noticeable congestion and increased difficulty to access Ocean Bvl. We believe that the proposed subdivision
sizes would lead to an irrevocable change to the character of our suburbs and will place further pressure on ageing infrastructure.

We contend that this density is incongruent with the character and topography of Marino. We have continuous issues with water mains bursting (Trumara Road
and Cove Road, which closes for weeks at a time) and with traffic accessing the main arterial roads. We reiterate our objection to the proposed changes to the

subdivision size limits. Additionally, this will put pressure on the schools in the area with regards to numbers and class sizes.

We ask that this proposal be scrapped in its entirety or in the event that this does not happen that the proposed minimum land size be reduced by no more than
20%.

Kind regards
Candace Brosnan

Candace Brosnan
0n 20 Oct 2023, at 2:37 pm, MayorEA | ot

Dear Ms Brosnan
Please find attached a letter from Mayor Kris Hanna and document referred to, for your consideration.
Yours sincerely

Leanne Williams

Mayorea
Executive Assistant to the Mayor | City of Marion

_ PO Box 21 Park Holme SA 5043






From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Monday, 9 October 2023 3:13:30 AM

David Barone

, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:
Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:
Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2.
Attachment
3.
Attachment
4:
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponent
email:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
chantal

Yeend

I do not support the Code Amendment

I do not support this on lots less than 450sq mtrs. Wheres the privacy. We
have enough land to spread out than start building areas up.

No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded

No file uploaded



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Thursday, 19 October 2023 1:39:19 PM

David Barone

, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2.
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4.
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponent
email:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
dominic

larvin

I do not support the Code Amendment

Proposed infilling on Hill zone neighbourhoods will overlook and
overshadow and impede views of neighbours. Roads become congested
with on street parking. Developers will exploit gradient guidelines by the
use of retaining walls.

No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded

No file uploaded



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Thursday, 9 November 2023 2:23:42 PM

David Barone,

Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:

Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2:
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Evan

Scott

I do not support the Code Amendment

I do not want the proposal to go ahead at all. It should not be wrapped up in
one zone. The suburbs that are visible from the flats (such as Seacombe
Heights, Seaview Downs, Seacliff and Marino) should NOT be in the same
zone as Shiedow Park, Trott Park and Hallett Cove. Was it even considered
that these should be two seperate zones? If Seacombe Heights, Seaview
Downs, Seacliff and Marino are included in this proposed change that
would completely change the skyscape from the flats. They are two
completely different zones with different era housing and very different
situations - they need to be consulted separately. There doesn't seem to be
enough consideration for the existing stormwater infrastructure to withstand
a bigger population. There has been no consideration for the impact on
street parking - new subdivisions should have provision for at least 3 off
street parks. Street parking is already impacting traffic flow and reducing
access for Service and Emergency vehicles Increased water runoff from
impermeable surfaces, which is already an issue across the city. Increase in
heat mapping from loss of tree canopy, green spaces and permeable
surfaces. Seacombe Road and Morphett Road intersection and South Road
turning right onto Seacombe Road are already failing with traffic stationary
multiple times a day. Local medical facilities are already well over
capacity, we have to wait days sometimes to book our kids into the local
GP.
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No file uploaded

No file uploaded



?ttachment No file uploaded
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Sunday, 22 October 2023 2:26:57 PM

David Barone,

Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:

Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public

Geoffrey

Matters

I do not support the Code Amendment

Note; 2nd submission typos fixed: As a Seaview Downs resident, | oppose
the proposed Code change to the Hills Face Zone areas. It is disappointing
to see the Council continue to pursue changes to this zone which have been
strongly opposed previously. We purchased in this area to enjoy the
lifestyle amenity offered by traditional suburban living where you could
raise a family with space, where the streets are relatively quiet and not
congested with traffic and your neighbours place is not sitting on top of
you. Families and kids play outside in relative safety and entertaining can
be done at home because there is room to enjoy our great outdoors lifestyle.
In contrast, we have seen the result of the poorly executed medium/high
density infill through the Dover Gardens & Seacombe Gardens areas.
Urban concrete jungles have resulted with residents literally living on top
of each other with little real privacy and loss of the suburban character due
to such small and unrealistic land parcel sizes. Streets are congested with
traffic and parking is more often than extremely difficult. Many of the
attached garages that have been approved are simply not functional with
vehicles having to be parked on both sides of the street. The hills face zone
should not go down the same path but be a zone that is forever protected
and beautified if not as a state asset, at least a Council asset. In many areas
of the hills face zone the management of additional stormwater run-off is
also a problematic issue. And the approving of “battle-axe” style
developments is also to the detriment of this area. The Council's agenda
behind the proposed code changes to include the Hills Face Zone is
discerning and one can only think that the political process is being
manipulated by developers and others with a strong financial interest.
Elected members representing the electorate should be listening to their
constituents on this matter. Please protect the Hills Face Zone and
recognise it as an asset

No file uploaded



Attachment
2:
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4:
Attachment
5:

Sent to
proponent
email:

No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded

No file uploaded



From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone
Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Sunday, 10 September 2023 2:46:06 PM

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details
Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Customer

} Other
type:
Given name: George
Famll.y Mitsioulis
name:

Organisation:

iress:
address:

Phone

number: _

My oygrall I support the Code Amendment

view is:

I support further development in Seacombe Heights, and encourage the
Comments:  council to allow allotments sizes 200-300 square meters in line with

neighbouring Marion council neighbourhoods

,10\:ttachment No file uploaded
,;ttachment No file uploaded
,??\:ttachment No file uploaded
ﬁttaohment No file uploaded
,g\:ttachment No file uploaded
Sent to

proporcrt |

email:



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Friday, 6 October 2023 9:52:50 PM

David Barone

, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:

Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1:
Attachment
2:
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4:
Attachment
5:

Sent to
proponent

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Henri

Jay

I do not support the Code Amendment

In this document , PROPOSAL TO INITIATE AN AMENDMENT TO
THE PLANNING & DESIGN CODE Southern Suburbs Residential Policy
- Code Amendment By Marion Council, 16 September 2021, page 4, they
state their rationale for this proposal is that ..... "housing stock in the ‘older
established' suburbs of Darlington, Seacome Heights, Seaview Downs,
Seacliff Park and Marino no longer meets the needs of residents ' As a
resident , I and fellow neighbouring residents HAVE NOT BEEN
INVITED by City of Marion to provide our opinion as to what our needs
are in terms of housing. Therefore, their statement is not based on fact. If
City of Marion feel residents needs are not being met, they should consult
with residents. We DO NOT want two storey residential flat buildings, built
on a lot only 300m2 and on a slope, built next to our large single dwelling
properties with views over city and sea. | accept there is a need to consider
offering some development opportunities, however, this is not at suitable at
all for the type of location proposed. Keep the higher density options closer
to public transport routes, or flat areas where people are more likely to rent,
not have a vehicle etc.
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No file uploaded

No file uploaded
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From: Electronic Mail

To: David Barone

Subject: FW: Objection to City of Marion "Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment"
Date: Monday, 23 October 2023 8:44:13 AM

Attachments: image001.png

image002.jpg
image003.png

From: lomes Brosnan I

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2023 8:04 AM
To: Electronic Mail <ElectronicMail@marion.sa.gov.au>

Cc: Luke Naismith_ Jana Mates

Subject: RE: Objection to City of Marion 'Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment

Dear Kris, Luke and Jana,

Thank you for bringing to our attention some incorrect information contained in our original
submission and for clarifying the information contained in the proposed amendment.

Having considered this new information we reiterate our staunch objection to the proposed
changes contained therein. Whilst we appreciate the need for urban development and for the
southern suburbs to move with the times we believe this must be done in a sustainable manner.
Our local suburb of Marino is undergoing massive change currently with the major development at
Cement Hill / Seacliff Village. That coupled with the urban infill around Brighton and the ever
increasing traffic on Brighton Road is causing noticeable congestion and increased difficulty to
access Ocean Bvl. We believe that the proposed subdivision sizes would lead to an irrevocable
change to the character of our suburbs and will place further pressure on ageing infrastructure.

We contend that this density is incongruent with the character and topography of Marino. We have
continuous issues with water mains bursting (Trumara Road and Cove Road, which closes for weeks
at a time) and with traffic accessing the main arterial roads. We reiterate our objection to the
proposed changes to the subdivision size limits. Additionally, this will put pressure on the schools in
the area with regards to numbers and class sizes.

We ask that this proposal be scrapped in its entirety or in the event that this does not happen that
the proposed minimum land size be reduced by no more than 20%.

Much appreciated

Kind regards,

James

James Brosnan









From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Saturday, 7 October 2023 4:35:04 PM

David Barone,

Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2.
Attachment
3.
Attachment
4:
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponent
email:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
James

Lenne

I support the Code Amendment

| fully support the Code Amendment, and any argument or debate around
the ability to sub divide large blocks with varying degrees of slope is, in my
opinion, not a sound argument. All around the world, and indeed here in
Australia there are countless examples of well designed and engineered
homes and building on small, sloping blocks. All around Sydney Harbour is
a prime example of what can be done. Thank you for allowing the
opportunity to provide this feedback
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No file uploaded

No file uploaded



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Monday, 23 October 2023 10:25:02 AM

David Barone

, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2.
Attachment
3.
Attachment
4:
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponent
email:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Jason

Hodge

I support the Code Amendment

I write to express my support for the proposed Southern Suburbs Code
Amendment by the City of Marion. The current zoning is restrictive and
has prevented appropriate development from occurring in the areas affected
by the code amendment. The current restrictions have stifled capital uplift
as there has been little incentive for owners to invest in rejuvenating and
modernising their homes with much of housing stock tired and at the end of
its lifespan. The flexibility in development outcomes sought by the
proposed Southern Suburbs Code Amendment will allow for many of these
homes to be replaced with housing designs and typologies that are better
suited to modern lifestyles and will energise the revitalisation of
neighbourhoods across the southern suburbs in the City of Marion.

No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded

No file uploaded



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Sunday, 8 October 2023 12:18:44 PM

David Barone

, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2.
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4:
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponent
email:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Jo-anne

Casson

I do not support the Code Amendment

The proposed changes will forever alter the face and function of our
suburbs. They will directly cause overcrowding of narrow roads and a
strain on local infrastructure. There are well documented social
implications that will result from reducing living conditions, increasing
population density and the erosion of the Australian way of life. Leave it
alone as once it is gone it cannot return. Our area is traditionally a family
friendly first home buyer area and should remain that way for future
generations.
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From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone
Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Tuesday, 5 September 2023 3:29:37 PM

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Customer type: Member of the public

Given name: jodi

Family name: rowland

Organisation:
email aacress: |
Phone number: |G

My overall view

is: | support the Code Amendment

This is a long overdue amendment to bring these areas in line with
much needed housing.

Attachment 1: No file uploaded
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Attachment 3: No file uploaded
Attachment 4: No file uploaded
Attachment 5: No file uploaded
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Sunday, 24 September 2023 4:03:42 PM

David Barone

, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2:
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4.
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponent
email:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Kevin

Rowley

I support the Code Amendment

I support the development of the Marino area by allowing more residential
buildings to increase the number of residential buildings and to stop the
urban sprawl. Cement Hill development shows how an area can be
improved as has many of the houses across the council line that have added
great value to the whole area. It's ridiculous that virtual neighbours are
restricted by which council area they live in.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Friday, 13 October 2023 4:54:15 PM

David Barone,

Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2:
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4:
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponent
email:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Les

Harris

I support the Code Amendment

It's about time this changes ...the lines for development have been to byass
and has not been fair how one can and one can't....hills face is a joke and
there already has been development on hills face... the lines are not current
...I'm getting older and want to down size and don't need a 1000 squares
...and want to stay here in a smaller place !
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From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone
Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Monday, 4 September 2023 11:44:46 AM

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details
Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment

Customer Member of the public

type:

Given name: Luke
Famll.y Scoft
name:

Organisation:

ol ]
address:

Phone

number: _

My oygrall I support the Code Amendment

view is:
I am in favour of changing the rules to be more inline with the rest of
Adelaide. I find it odd that we are part of the Hills zoning. less than 1km
away they have sold sub divided blocks at 300sgm. We have a housing

Comments: crisis and yet we are held up by zoning rules in this Suburb. This is a

" disadvantage to our capital values compared to our surrounding suburbs. 1

am not saying divide down to 300sgm but perhaps 400-600sgm would be
inline in some previous planning consents in this suburb. We have train
lines and infrastructure already here, With shops etc coming soon

ﬁttachment No file uploaded

,;ttachment No file uploaded

Qttachment No file uploaded

ﬁttachment No file uploaded

?ttachment No file uploaded

Sent to

proponent
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From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone
Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Sunday, 8 October 2023 8:36:16 AM

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Customer type: Member of the public

Given name: Martin

Family name: Turner

Organisation:

milacress: |

Phone number:

My overall view is: I do not support the Code Amendment
Comments: Do not want 2 storey residences on tiny blocks.
Attachment 1: No file uploaded

Attachment 2: No file uploaded

Attachment 3: No file uploaded

Attachment 4: No file uploaded

Attachment 5: No file uploaded
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From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone
Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Tuesday, 5 September 2023 9:52:00 PM

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Customer
type:

Given name: Matt

Member of the public

Family

Davey
name:

Organisation:

airess:
address:

Phone

number: _

My oye‘lall I do not support the Code Amendment

View is:

and the concrete jungles they are turning into. Try and get a park at Seacliff
or Jetty Road or surrounding streets the area is FULL!! We are just about to
get the crap Villawood housing estate ( built by a company from Victoria
so great for SA! not ) on our door step. Grab your council rates of these
people. You are going to ruin what is a great neighbourhood. The drains are
"crap" at the moment so more housing is going to make it even worse.
What is wrong with keeping some decent size blocks?? are you getting
envious of Holdfast cashing in a ruining what was once a good area. Surely
VillaWood is enough?? how are the, roads, parking, schools, kindies going
to cope with all these extra people. How will I ever pull out onto Brighton
Road?? Money Grabbing........... PLEASE feel free too ring me. email me
or even pop round?? at the end the day its all about the $$$ and council
rates and you don't care about the facilities or the people that actually live

here. Very very poor decision :(. I am happy to hear the reason other than
councillors most probably will line their pockets from land selling.

Comments:

ﬁttachmenf No file uploaded
éﬁaCMenf No file uploaded
?ttachment No file uploaded
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email:






From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone
Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Friday, 6 October 2023 7:07:54 PM

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Customer type: Member of the public

Given name: michael

Family name: Rowland

Organisation:

milacress: |

Phone number:

My overall view is: | support the Code Amendment
Comments: | fully support the amendment.
Attachment 1: No file uploaded
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Attachment 5: No file uploaded
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From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone
Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Friday, 6 October 2023 6:12:19 PM

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Customer type: Member of the public

Given name: Mikayla

Family name: Kells

Organisation:

milacress: |

Phone number:

My overall view is: | support the Code Amendment
Comments: Strongly agree

Attachment 1: No file uploaded

Attachment 2: No file uploaded

Attachment 3: No file uploaded

Attachment 4: No file uploaded

Attachment 5: No file uploaded
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Sunday, 8 October 2023 3:58:12 PM

David Barone

, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2.
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4.
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponent
email:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Nicole

Choda

I do not support the Code Amendment

Concerns regarding overcrowding of parking and driving on local and
suburban roads, exploitation of the public especially young people and low
income owners to be shoved into these tiny blocks with noise pollution and
overcrowding issues that don't get solved
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From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone

Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Monday, 23 October 2023 9:42:44 AM

Attachments: Marino-hallett-cove-access-and-exit-routes.PNG

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details
Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment

Customer Member of the public

type:

Given name: Nicole
Family

name: Westbury

Organisation:

ies:

address:

Phone

number: _

l\/_Iy oygrall I do not support the Code Amendment

view is:

I find it concerning that this one size fits all approach is being proposed

across the entire Marion Council. I suggest that Marino and the western

parts of Hallett Cove should be omitted from this policy for safety and

amenity concerns. The proposed re-zoning has the potential to impact and

degrade the current close knit community atmosphere and amenity. These

are one of the last remaining areas within the Council area where it is still

possible to have a decent size block where you are not living on top of

neighbours. The proposal to drastically reduce block sizes in these areas

will cause a land grab, further driving-up property prices, irreparably

changing the characteristics of the area as traditional houses are replaced

Comments:  with 2, 3 or 4 houses, townhouses and apartments. Marino and western
Hallett Cove (sea-side of the train line) have 3 entry / exit points, Cove Rd,
Schoefield Rd and Sherlock Ave (which diverts past a primary school,
kindergarten and childcare cr. Increasing the population of these areas will
worsen already difficult accessibility issues and in the event of a bushfire or
other major event, potentially lead to a catastrophe. As these areas are
surrounded by conservation areas and have vegetated gully’s weaving
through, they are a high bushfire risk, the earthquake fault line is also close
by. The current cement hill development will exacerbate these issues
enough without further poorly planned or thought-out development. This
proposal should not go through as proposed.

Attachment  Marino-hallett-cove-access-and-exit-routes.PNG, type image/png, 448.2

1: KB

Attachment

5- No file uploaded
?ttachment No file uploaded
Attachment

No file uploaded
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Sent to

proponcrt

email:
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From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone

Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Friday, 10 November 2023 11:38:45 AM

Attachments: Petition-06-10-2023-City-of-Marion-Southern-Suburbs-Residential-Policy-Code-Amendment. pdf

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Customer
type:
Given name: Nicolle
Family name: Mitchell
Organisation:

cmal o
address:

Phone

number: _

Member of the public

My o\_/e-rall | do not support the Code Amendment
view is:
Comments: Please find attached a Petition opposing City of Marions proposed

rezoning of the Hills Face Zone.

Petition-06-10-2023-City-of-Marion-Southern-Suburbs-Residential-
Policy-Code-Amendment.pdf, type application/pdf, 7.1 MB

Attachment 2: No file uploaded
Attachment 3: No file uploaded
Attachment 4: No file uploaded
Attachment 5: No file uploaded
Sent to

proponent |

email:

Attachment 1:



PETITION - CITY OF MARION

Office Use Onily

To His Worship the Mayor and Councillors of the City of

Marion Date Peldtion .%]"ecs:%ver}

Date Petition Initiated: 6th October 2023
Petition Contact Person: Mitchell

Address: [l scaview Downs SA 5049

Telephone: Not available Email: Not available

The petition of (identify the individuals or group, e.g. residents of the City of Marion)

City of Marion residents and landholders @

Draws the attention of the Council (identify the circumstances of the case)

t buildings
along with decrease in minimum allotment size to achieve the same, will negatively impact ALL RESIDENTS, existing and
proposed. We oppose the proposed changes 'Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment' to the Planning and
Design Code based on the following.

The proposed increase in the number of dwellings of up to four fold, the approvai for two storey residential flz

Environmental factors
® Overshadowing by multi-storey housing in close proximity to existing homes
e Increased noise due to higher density living (animal, human, machine)
® Anumber of homes at t-junctions are set lower than street level and rapid stormwater flow on sloping ‘eets is already
an issue
Increased pollution in stormwater due to higher density living
Increased water runoff from impermeable surfaces, aiready an issue
Increase in heat mapping from loss of tree canopy, green space and permeable surfaces
Loss of habitat and biodiversity from tree and garden removal
Decrease in air quality from loss of green canopy and increased traffic driving uphill

Infrastructure factors
e Seacombe Road and Morphett Road intersection is already failing with traffic stationary back to Diagonal road to the
east mid afternoon then again early evening and Gilbertson Road to the west in the morning
Local medical facilities (private and within Flinders Medical Centre) are already well over capacity &
®  Access to both the Darlington and Seacliff Park pharmacy is already restricted for vulnerable people due to full car

parks s

e On street parking on steep streets in scope for this code amendment is al.eady 1/impacting traffic ﬂo@Z/ impacting
entering/exiting properties and 3/ reducing access for service and emergency vehicles

e Increase in road congestion with more traffic and on street parking compromising safety for pedestrians, especially
school children and those using local playgrounds and reserves

Social factors
e Placing low cost multi-story residential flat buildings in-between owner occupied high cost properties will cause social
tensions and lower property values for surrounding single dwelling properties
e Loss of privacy and views .

'City of Marion' in their document "Proposal To Initiate An Amendment To The Planning & Design Code" Southern Suburbs
Residential Policy - Code Amendment, 16th September 2021, p4, state their rationale for this amendment is that “housing stock
in the older established suburbs of Marino, Seacliff Park, Seaview Downs, Seacombe Heights and Darlington n. longer meets
the needs of residents”.

There has been NO consultation with said residents to determine their needs in relation to their housing.

The petitioners therefore request that the Council (outline the action that the Council should or sgould nof take)

The Petitioners therefore request that City of Marion Council
1. Do NOT proceed with proposed rezoning in any way, shape or form, and, #h
2. Address the existing issues with regards those listed as Environmental and Infrastructure factors above, ﬁ
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DISAPPROVAL FOR CITY OF MARION ‘SOUTHERN SUBURBS RESIDENTIAL POLICY CODE AMENDMENT’

I have been honoured by the kindness shown by my local Seaview Downs Community whilst door knocking with this Petition.
Having spoken with more than one hundred and fifty residents, ali but four have expressed their strongest opposition to City of
Marion’s proposed reduction in allotment size and increase in the number of dwellings, especially Residential Flat Buildings.

The only resident who was aware of and agreed with all aspects of Councils proposal was asked if they were concerned about the
potential negative aspects of blocks of Flats. They stated “I don’t care, | won’t be living here”. They are a Developer. One Resident
stated they hoped to divide their corner property in two. Two Residents stated they may consider halving their current block; which
will result in land areas about 500 sq metres per allotment which is far in excess of Councils proposed 300 sg m. They were not in
favour of Residential Flat Buildings.

The above represents disapproval for Councils proposal in excess of 97% of Residents spoken with.

CURRENT ISSUES - ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS

Overshadowing — The objections reflect issues and negative impacts currently being faced by Residents who reside aiongside and
near new build two storey housing, some of which despite being to current code, results in overshadowing and loss of privacy. With
Flats proposed, this will only increase these issues.

Increased noise - It stands to reason more people equals more noise. The closer the proximity the noise, the more of a disturbance
it becomes. If blocks of Flats are allowed, the multiple air conditioners alone would account for a noticeable increase, let alone
multiple people, vehicles, pets etc. With no Residential trees and large shrubs to buffer the noise, it will be inescapable. Residents
who work from home, are shift workers requiring restorative sleep at all hours or who are retired, will be exposed to the negative
effects of increased noise on a daily basis.

Stormwater and water runoff - With rain events already causing issues, the increase in housing will place further burden on the
system, the shortcomings of which continue to go unresolved. The recent inclusion of 230mm diameter water pipes inside existing
pipes to distribute Oaklands Wetland recycled water will further reduce the working capacity of pipe infrastructure.

As for the 2000 litre retention requirement; a roof of 150 sq m {50% site coverage of a 300sq m block) can collect 81,150 litres* with
an annual average rainfall in Adelaide of 541 millimetres** and takes 13.34 millimetres of rain to fill from empty. With rainday
averages of 6.5mm from May through August**, a 2000 litre tank will fill in two days. There are forty-three such days on average
during this period**. Councils statement the “increased flows will be mitigated and managed on site” appear optimistic. On site use
of this amount of water with no garden and high areas of impermeable surface is unlikely. Once full and with no garden on which to
use the water, the tanks will discharge into the street and overwhelm an already at capacity system. Recent SA Water work in the
area reinforced the at capacity observations by residents.

* As per bushman tanks online tank calculator. Suggested tank size is 28,000L. **Bureau of Meteorology figures 1977-2020

Decrease in air quality — It is generally accepted science that trees and green space contribute to oxygen enrichment and carbon
dioxide reduction. Given the proposals resultant increased traffic and less Residential trees to clean the air, it is therefore

unavoidable that air quality will suffer. The timing of councils recent and costly street tree planting seems to be ill advised given
their rezoning proposal, the implementation of which will surely result in the removal of trees to allow for new driveway access.

CURRENT ISSUES - INFRASTRUCTURE FACTORS
Road networks and road junctions - Current difficulties faced by Residents in the locales mentioned along Seacombe Road will not
resolve with multiple times the population.

Councils unwillingness to address issues re parking - as raised by Residents in higher density areas during councils 2018-2019 process
to rezone - indicates it is not a priority for those not affected. Should Residents require emergency assistance, we do not want
parked cars in multiple streets slowing or blocking Ambulance, SAPOL or Fire vehicles as has been reported to occur in the
redeveloped suburbs to the north of Seacombe Road. It is difficult to have a reliable rubbish collection with no street blockages,
Residents repeatedly needing to report missed collections. Extra residences and parked cars will place further burdens on the
already unreliable service.

CURRENT ISSUES - SOCIAL FACTORS

Sacial factors - Our community continues to be negatively impacted by the actions of persons who have zero regard for the law and
the local Community. A SAPOL Officer noted; despite being undesirable, this is less that what is experienced in areas of high density,
high turnover rental accommodation which is exactly what is being proposed by City of Marion for large areas of Seaview Downs
and near by suburbs. As this is a lived experience, it is not for anybody to negate the impact this causes. Councils statement these
are “unfounded and inappropriate considerations” indicate they are out of touch with this electorate and the issues we face.

REASONS FOR RESIDING - Community members spoke of their reasons for moving to and continuing to reside in Seaview Downs,
some of whom have been here for over fifty years. Reasons given include; the belief the suburb was protected from the higher
density development they did not wish to reside in; the safety of having children and grandchildren able to play in their own
gardens; the space to have pets, grow food and recreate at home; privacy from neighbours; the sense of Community from long term
residents as opposed to short term high turnover rentals; quality of life given the area is NOT a thoroughfare and prone to issues
associated with traffic and people passing through.
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From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone
Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Tuesday, 5 September 2023 12:42:02 PM

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Customer
type:
Given name: Patrick
Family name: Foley

Organisation: ||| G
cmat v S

Phone
number: _

Member of the public

My o\_/e-rall I support the Code Amendment

view is:

C . My family and I would be looking to subdivide if this code amendment
omments:

was approved. Thanks Pat, Tiff, Harlow and Forest.
Attachment 1: No file uploaded
Attachment 2: No file uploaded
Attachment 3: No file uploaded
Attachment 4: No file uploaded
Attachment 5: No file uploaded
Sent to

proporcrt |

email:



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Sunday, 8 October 2023 2:31:29 PM

David Barone,

Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:

Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1:
Attachment
2:
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4:
Attachment
5:

Sent to
proponent

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Paul

McAneney

I support the Code Amendment

This issue has been under discussion since 2017 when Marion Council first
proposed an amendment to the Development Plant to allow sub-division in
several suburbs south of Seacombe Road. In the years since, many of the
very small old War Service homes, particularly in Seacombe Heights and
Seaview Downs, have deteriorated while owners wait on a final decision
being made. | understand that some people will be opposed to sub-division
at any level and that is their right but my answer to this is that no one needs
to sub-divide if they don’t want to. However, there are many people like me
sitting on a very large block that could comfortably accommodate two
stand-alone homes each with double garages. As a single person | do not
need all this space but | do want to continue to live in this area close to my
family and of course because the area is very central to everything | need —
work, trains, bus, shops, hospitals , doctors, etc. What Marion Council has
proposed is a sensible solution and it will make a valuable contribution to
the current housing crises. | fully support Marion Council’s proposal for the
Code Amendment. | would ask that one way or another a final decision can
be made without any more delays.

No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded

No file uploaded



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Friday, 27 October 2023 12:25:33 PM

David Barone,

Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2.
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4:
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponent
email:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Petko

Stefanov

I do not support the Code Amendment

Over-construction in suburban areas has become an issue. Livability and
the surrounding environment is negatively impacted by the continual
construction of houses with no amenities or public infrastructure in the
vicinity. Our neighborhoods need more communal areas such as parks,
cafes and bike paths. Not houses. This zoning policy is purely for the
benefit of housing developers to cram in more houses in our already
crowded suburbs, ruin the surrounding nature and scenery all to line their
pockets from profit and I will not support it.

No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded

No file uploaded



From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone
Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Monday, 25 September 2023 8:53:18 AM

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Customer type: Member of the public

Given name: Rebecca

Family name: Seehars

Organisation:

milacress: |

Phone number:

My overall view is: | support the Code Amendment
Comments: Supporting changes.
Attachment 1: No file uploaded

Attachment 2: No file uploaded

Attachment 3: No file uploaded

Attachment 4: No file uploaded

Attachment 5: No file uploaded

Sent to proporent e N



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Thursday, 9 November 2023 2:21:14 PM

David Barone,

Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:

Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2:
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Rochelle

Wilkins

I do not support the Code Amendment

I do not want the proposal to go ahead at all. It should not be wrapped up in
one zone. The suburbs that are visible from the flats (such as Seacombe
Heights, Seaview Downs, Seacliff and Marino) should NOT be in the same
zone as Shiedow Park, Trott Park and Hallett Cove. Was it even considered
that these should be two seperate zones? If Seacombe Heights, Seaview
Downs, Seacliff and Marino are included in this proposed change that
would completely change the skyscape from the flats. They are two
completely different zones with different era housing and very different
situations - they need to be consulted separately. There doesn't seem to be
enough consideration for the existing stormwater infrastructure to withstand
a bigger population. There has been no consideration for the impact on
street parking - new subdivisions should have provision for at least 3 off
street parks. Street parking is already impacting traffic flow and reducing
access for Service and Emergency vehicles Increased water runoff from
impermeable surfaces, which is already an issue across the city. Increase in
heat mapping from loss of tree canopy, green spaces and permeable
surfaces. Seacombe Road and Morphett Road intersection and South Road
turning right onto Seacombe Road are already failing with traffic stationary
multiple times a day. Local medical facilities are already well over
capacity, we have to wait days sometimes to book our kids into the local
GP.

No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded

No file uploaded
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Monday, 18 September 2023 2:26:54 PM

David Barone,

Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2:
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4:
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponent
email:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Rosie

Bartlett

I do not support the Code Amendment

We recently moved out of an area with a large amount of subdivision. Part
of the reason we purchased here was the large blocks and limited infill The
amount of traffic which uses Braeside avenue each day is already
significant. There are not many other options for cars to access seacombe
road and increased traffic will be of concern. The volume of cars and the
speed they travel is already excessive. When we lived in Seacombe
Gardens it felt as though we were on top of our neighbours and parking was
a nightmare. It appears as though it is another way for Council to collect
rates without giving thought to why people chose a suburb in the first place.
Our property value means we could have purchased in many different
areas, but we were deliberate in our choice because of the planning law.
The character and appeal of the area will be compromised if these changes
occur and the traffic will be unmanageable.

No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded

No file uploaded



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Friday, 13 October 2023 5:45:10 PM

David Barone

, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2:
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4:
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponent
email:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
scott

Harris

I support the Code Amendment

I1t's only fair that this goes through and believe urban sprawl needs to stop
...it will.help housing shortages and create jobs ... hillsface is a joke how it
is used for some and others that are in same proximity get to do what they
want ...3 house on some ...l would like to just split and have my block ...we
need to get with the times move forward not backwards .. pass this please

No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded

No file uploaded



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Thursday, 5 October 2023 10:15:55 PM

David Barone,

Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:

Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1:
Attachment

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Sheralee

Curnow

I do not support the Code Amendment

I own property in Seacliff Park and Seaview Downs and reside on a sloping
street like many in our suburb. With current density, storm water flows fast
and covers 1/4 of the road ending at the end of our street in a T junction
where there is no storm water collection point, therefore rising up the kerb
during peak flow. The residence at that location is lower than street level
and is at risk of flooding as the infrastructure barely copes. To increase
density and reduce permeable surfaces will certainly increase the volume of
stormwater and cause flooding to homes after each downpour. Access to
local medical practices is already past capacity, waiting times for
emergency services is poor and my father's last visit to the Flinders Medical
Centre emergency dept was a 36 hour ordeal. To increase density without
providing more resources for medical care is pure negligence. Long term
property owners puchased in these sububs for the space it provides to grow
food, to have sun in your yard instead of shade from buildings, to enjoy
privacy and to live in a quiet area with fellow owner occupiers. To allow
low cost high density housing with short term residents (residential flats)
inbetween million dollar single dwelling owner occupied properties will
cause residential disputes which, neither local council nor SAPOL are
resourced nor capable of managing as demonstrated by their inability to
address even animal nuisance issues. Loss of tree canopy is already an issue
which will only worsen with increased density along with further
congestion on narrow roads , some of which are very steep (eg West Street
Seacliff Park ) and difficult to enter/exit your driveway when neighbouring
cars are parked on both sides of the road. Local ameneties are often at
capacity now including schools, even trying to park at the local
supermarket to access the pharmacy is often not an option for elderly
people anymore as the carpark is always full.

No file uploaded
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Attachment
3:
Attachment
4:
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponert |

email:

No file uploaded
No file uploaded

No file uploaded



From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone
Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Sunday, 22 October 2023 1:08:27 PM

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Customer type:  Other

Given name: Sienna

Family name: Orde

Organisation:
Email address: ||
Phone number: |

My overall view

is: I support the Code Amendment

I support more housing in Marino and neighboring suburbs under the
Hills residential policy.

Attachment 1: No file uploaded
Attachment 2: No file uploaded
Attachment 3: No file uploaded
Attachment 4: No file uploaded
Attachment 5: No file uploaded

ity |
email:

Comments:



From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone
Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Sunday, 22 October 2023 1:04:07 PM

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Customer type:  Other

Given name: Sienna

Family name: Orde

Organisation:
Email address: ||
Phone number: [N

My overall view

is: | support the Code Amendment

Please allow the subdivision into smaller lots to allow for more
housing for people in need.

Attachment 1: No file uploaded
Attachment 2: No file uploaded
Attachment 3: No file uploaded
Attachment 4: No file uploaded
Attachment 5: No file uploaded

il |
email:

Comments:



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Wednesday, 13 September 2023 10:26:25 AM

David Barone

, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2:
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4:
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponent
email:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
steven

Follows

I do not support the Code Amendment

Proposal is not necessary, residents in eg Hallett Cove bought their, for the
bigger block sizes,open space etc, not to have small houses on small blocks
with roads packed full of parked cars. Eventually ending up like Mitchell
Park what a disaster. Environmentally the Hallett Cove, Marino and
surrounds should not be overpopulated any further.

No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded

No file uploaded



From: PlanSA Submissions

To: David Barone
Subject: Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Wednesday, 18 October 2023 5:28:19 PM

David Barone, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details
Amendment: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment

Customer Member of the public

type:

Given name: Surya
Famll.y Shrestha
name:

Organisation:
. I
address:

Phone

number: _

My overall
View is:

I live atm Seaview Downs. My land size is 1119 m2 and
Comments: roads are on both sides front and back. I am looking forward to subdividing

my land for future development.

I support the Code Amendment

,10\:ttachment No file uploaded
,;ttachment No file uploaded
,??\:ttachment No file uploaded
ﬁttaohment No file uploaded
,g\:ttachment No file uploaded
Sent to

proporcrt

email:



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Tuesday, 31 October 2023 5:41:30 PM

David Barone,

Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:
Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:
Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2.
Attachment
3.
Attachment
4:
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponent
email:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Thomas

Whittle

I support the Code Amendment

I am in favour of this redevelopment because it will in more diverse
population and the larger blocks no longer reflect the modern lifestyle.

No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded

No file uploaded



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Sunday, 8 October 2023 8:17:15 AM

David Barone,

Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2.
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4:
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponent
email:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public

Tia

Guest

I do not support the Code Amendment

Houses on small blocks never have enough room for parking causing cars
to be parked on the street. The Australian dream is not to live on top of
each other and this amendment is doing that
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No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded

No file uploaded



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Thursday, 12 October 2023 9:24:56 AM

David Barone

, Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2.
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4.
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponent
email:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Troy

Rowland

I support the Code Amendment

We need the opportunity to develop more housing in this area, that keeps
the aesthetic of the area, but also updates and provides affordable living. It
also seems ridiculous that this area hasn’t already had this update, when it
is surrounded by areas that have.
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No file uploaded
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

David Barone

Public Consultation submission for Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Sunday, 8 October 2023 8:47:54 AM

David Barone,

Senior Strategic and Policy Planner,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1
Attachment
2:
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4.
Attachment
5:

Sent to

proponent
email:

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Member of the public
Vicky

Fagan

I do not support the Code Amendment

I do not support this code amendment to include Hallett Cove. One of the
reasons | love being a resident of Hallett Cove is the size of the blocks and
the sea views. This code amendment will impact all residents in the area
and be an eyesore in such a beautiful suburb. Developers would make use
of subdividing our large blocks to make money not thinking of the impact
of people living in the area. This is not an area for flats!!!
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From: Electronic Mail <ElectronicMail@marion.sa.gov.au>

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2023 11:42 AM

To: MayorEA

Subject: FW: Amy Kirkup Objection to City of Marion 'Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment'

From: Amy Kirkup|

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2023 10:27 AM

To: Electronic Mail <ElectronicMail@marion.sa.gov.au>

cc: Luke Naismith <] A A - - V'ates

Subject: Amy Kirkup Objection to City of Marion 'Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment'

Obijection to City of Marion 'Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment'
| Amy Kirkup DO NOT, in any way, shape or form, support City of Marion's planned 'Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment'.
With plans for up to four times the current housing density including options to build two storey residential flat buildings, my reasons are outlined below.

Environmental factors:

* Overshadowing by multi-storey housing in close proximity to existing homes impacting gardens and solar energy production

 Increased noise due to higher density living (animal, human, machine)

e Increased pollution in stormwater and increased water runoff from impermeable surfaces, already an issue especially for homes lower than street level
 Increase in heat mapping from loss of tree canopy, green space and permeable surfaces

* Loss of habitat and biodiversity from tree and garden removal

* Decrease in air quality from loss of green canopy and increased traffic

Infrastructure factors:

¢ Seacombe Road and Morphett Road intersection is already failing with traffic stationary multiple times a day

¢ Local medical facilities (private and within Flinders Medical Centre) are already well over capacity

¢ Access to Darlington and Seacliff Park pharmacy is already restricted for vulnerable people due to full car parks
* On street parking is already impacting traffic flow and reducing access for Service and Emergency vehicles

* On street parking causing compromised safety for pedestrians, especially school children

* Increase in road congestion with more traffic

Social factors:

* Placing low cost residential multi-story flat buildings in-between owner occupied high cost properties will cause social tensions and lower property values for
surrounding single dwelling properties

e Loss of privacy and views

It is also extremely disappointing that there was no communication to me or our residence about the proposed changes. We only found out this week by
chance through a third party. This is incredibly unfair considering the proposed changes greatly affect us. | am also concerned that many of our neighbours
are unaware of the changes due to the poor communication and therefore are unable to voice their concerns which will negatively alter the outcome of the
consultation process.

Regards,

Amy Kirkup
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From: Electronic Mail

To: David Barone
Subject: FW: Zoning changes
Date: Monday, 23 October 2023 8:53:19 AM

From: Barbara & Jake Jansen ||| G

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2023 5:05 PM
To: Electronic Mail <ElectronicMail@marion.sa.gov.au>
Subject: Zoning changes

TO: Warwick Deller-Coombs
Manager Development and Regulatory Services
City of Marion

Hello Warwick

Thank you for the opportunity to put our thoughts to you on the
proposed building code amendments in our locality.

We have considered the proposal and do not agree to decreasing the
allotment sizes to for allow denser housing. We think that lot sizes
have already been reduced enough to provide smaller blocks for those
who want them. A further reduction would see a rise in the many
negative impacts that are known to accompany close-density living.

Smaller allotments and more closely packed housing always leads to a
reduction in the QUALITY of living for most people as it puts more
pressure and demand on all the utilities:

« Wastewater removal and treatment

o Water supplies

e Roads and access to them from private driveways, traffic
congestion, more exhaust pollution and parking

e Energy provision

e Telecommunications

e Public transport

Keeping allotments larger is especially important as Council does not
seem to be requiring best practices in terms of siting homes on blocks,
the need for eaves or alternate shade structures, cross ventilation,
green roofs, minimum hard surfaces -v- arable ground, highest quality
insulation, water collection nor solar power. This results in more
homes being built that are less than suitable (sometimes very
unsuitable) for our current environment let alone the harsher conditions
that climate change is bringing.

Denser houses means:


mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=54DC222306C94744AF44325C82541926-ELECTRONIC
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e Decreases in open space leading to more air pollution and higher
temperatures

e Increases in the heat generated by roof-to-roof houses and hard
surfaces

e Fewer garden shrubs and trees to absorb water and return it to the
atmosphere to create rain.

e Less moisture in the ground so more building foundations cracking.

Council is, thankfully, doing lots of street tree planting so you are
acknowledging the great importance of greenery in our lives. Please
don’t take away our front and back yards and so limit, or even remove,
our ability to green our own spaces.

Due to some of the negative affects listed above, people get sick more
often and stay sick for longer causing higher demands on our medical
services, more time lost off work so there is a less productive
workforce.

Less open space has a huge impact on our wildlife/nature. We reduce
and fragment habitat and decrease water supply for many of the
beneficial animals and insects at the same time as providing more
opportunity for vermin to multiply.

For people to have quality of life and thrive physically, mentally and
socially they need to live in an environment that is clean and ‘green’,
without too many stressors and not too crowded otherwise their right to
peaceful enjoyment of life is sacrificed, usually with negative
consequences.

Please do not legislate to sacrifice the of quality of life of the huge
majority of residents so that the small minority (mostly property
developers?) will benefit. As our City Council, please have the integrity
not to see denser housing as a way in increase Council’s income.

Thank you, we are pleased with the improvements we are seeing across
our council area, especially in the last 5 years or so, and to date, we are
glad we are Marion residents.

Sincerely
Bavrbowa & Jake

Barbara & Jake Jansen



From: Electronic Mail

To: David Barone

Subject: FW: southern suburbs residential policy code amendment
Date: Monday, 16 October 2023 3:35:53 PM

From: Barry Potts I

Sent: Monday, October 16, 2023 3:34 PM
To: Electronic Mail <ElectronicMail@marion.sa.gov.au>; Luke Naismith

I - -t [

Subject: southern suburbs residential policy code amendment

We have recently received a letter outlining the proposed changes to the current residential
zoning of Seaview Downs.We have some concerns about the impact of these proposed changes
on quality life of Seaview Downs residents.

Our concerns include:

over shadowing by the multi storey housing in close proximity to existing homes,
impacting gardens and solar energy production

increasing noise levels due to higher density living

loss of habitat and biodiversity from tree and garden removal

decrease in air quality from loss of green canopy and increased traffic

increase in on street parking, which is already impacting traffic flow and access for
emergency and service vehicles, and is compromising safety for pedestrians
increase of road and traffic congestion

loss of privacy

possible increase of social tensions

Please consider residents' concerns in this matter before passing the proposed amendment
Barry and Stephanie Potts
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Boral Limited
ABN 13 008 421 761

Boral Property Group
Level 1, 49 The Parade
Norwood SA 5067

T {033 8425 0400

boral.com.au

10 October 2023

Submissions

Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
City of Marion

PO Box 21

Park Holme SA 5043

Via email: david.barone@marion.sa.gov.au

Attention: David Barone

Dear Mr Barone

CONFIDENTIAL SUBMISSION: SOUTHERN SUBURBS RESIDENTIAL POLICY éOIjE AMENDMENT

We refer to the above-mentioned Code Amendment which was placed on consultatlon 4 September 2023
seeking public submissions by 27 October 2023.

1. Interest of Boral

Boral Resources (SA) Limited operates the Linwood Quarry located' approxmately 15 kilometres southwest of
the Adelaide CBD in the suburbs of Hallett Cove, Marino and Seacliff Park within the City of Marion. Refer
Figure 1

The quarry is located within the Hills Face Zone and Resource Extractlon Zone under the Planning and
Design Code. Refer Figure 2.

Quarrying began at the Linwood site in 1882 when a small quarry was opened in the Brighton Limestone
formation to provide raw material for the Brighton Cement Works. By 1892 this pioneering industry
became 'The South Australian Portland Cement Company Limited'. Quarry Industries Ltd operated the
site from 1939 until 1984, when the company was taken over by Boral Ltd. Boral Resources (SA) Limited
has been operating the Linwood Quarry since 1984

In 2015, the quarry was identified as a Strategic Resource by the South Australian Government's
Resource Area Management and PIannlng (RAMP) report. The quarry has been identified as a critical

and strategic resource supp ng struction activities across the Adelaide metropolitan
area. The quarry has a Iong vid aide and surrounding suburbs with construction
materials. .

Production at the quarry has grown over the site's history to cope with the increasing demand for
construction materials if- ‘South Australia. Linwood is one of the largest construction material quarries

(production and ). lia and the it produces are of a high quality. The resource
has been descri s t valuable for the construction industry.

The quarry op pursuant to a Mine Operations PI for

Rehabilitation PEPR) approved pursuant to the 197 ities
on Extractlve Minerals Lease (EML) 5732, EML 5731, EM PM 3

and PM 4. Refer Figure 3.




The quarry site infrastructure also includes a significant concrete batching plant (as part of Boral's
concrete network) and is licensed by the Environment Protection Authority (EPA) to receive, store and
process (by crushing, screening and sorting) waste concrete and asphalt.

Since its inception, residential housing has progressively encircled the quarry, creating the potential for land
use conflict.

2. Implications of the Code Amendment

In the specific context of the Linwood Quarry and surrounds, the Code Amendment seeks to provide -
opportunities for infill to occur across the southern residential areas of Council, including Marino, Seacliff Park
and Hallett Cove that are adjacent to the quarry. \

In terms of the potential impact of the changes on Linwood Quarry, the policy proposes reductions to minimum
site areas which have the potential to allow more dwellings to be built within proximity to the Lifiwood Quarry.

In order to maintain supply of construction materials from resource areas at a reasonable cost to end users, it is
vital that potentially incompatible development, such as residential development, is. ldentlf ed and managed
throughout planning processes.

3. Key Issue

As stated above, Linwood Quarry is one of Adelaide's largest quarries and as a key resource for the State
it produces a full range of construction materials needed for road, rail and bmldmg construction. Boral is
obligated to protect the strategic mineral resource and this reqmrement is well documented in ‘The 30-
Year Plan for Greater Adelaide’ (2017 Update).

The RAMP Report identifies Linwood Quarry as providing a clear example of the issues that arise when
urban development occurs without proper regard for the operations and impacts of mining activities.

The Report notes the on-going tension between the mining activities and the expectations of residents
has resulted in the adoption of less efficient mining. practices, adoption of buffering techniques,
operational complications and loss of access to materials. The Report also notes that the mining
operations were established well before the urban area expanded, and subsequently, decisions were
made to allocate land for urban purposes.

“Itis at this point that it is critical that adequate consideration is given to the potential for land-use conflict
and the specmc measures needed to protect both the mining operations and the amenity and safety of
nearby users.”

In spite of objections being raised by Boral, residential encroachment through rezonings has been
approved by Planning Authorities:in past years at the southern and northern ends of the quarry.
Subsequently, dwellings have been approved by Council without the resident having a full appreciation of
the potential issues that arise when residing next to, or in proximity of, a key quarry operation. Boral and
the affected resident are then left to deal with the on-going subsequent concerns such as noise, dust,
heavy vehicle movements, safety and stormwater management.

4. Conclusion and Recommendation

Boral's experlence at many operations confirms our concerns about the conflict that occurs when housing
is located too close to mining activity that supply materials for the construction industry. Complaints from
neighbours has had a detrimental impact on our ability to run our operations efficiently and cost effectively
despite the best mitigation processes and engineering controls being implemented to reduce impacts,

and operations conducted well within legislated limits.

It is considered that the most effective method of mitigating these situations is to maintain a buffer
distance/interface area between the operations and neighbouring properties.

The Resource Extraction Protection Overlay is established in the Planning and Design Code, providing
protection of current and future state significant resource extraction activities by ensuring development
has regard to potential environmental and amenity impacts generated by the lawful operation of
proximate mines and quarries.



For the purposes of the Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment it is recommended that
strong consideration be given to the application of the Resource Extraction Protection Overlay with a
1,000m radius buffer around the Linwood Quarry.

This is Boral’s preferred position, but if not supported by Council or PlanSA, Boral requests as a
minimum, strong consideration be given to the application of the Interface Management Overlay around
the quarry.

Please feel free to contact Susan Lewis, Senior Planning and Approvals Manager (SA & WA) via e
or mobile NN Hould you require any clarification

For reasons of commercial-in-confidence, it is requested that this submission not be made a pu
document.

Yours sincerely

DAVID BOOTS
General Manager — Concrete & Quarries (SA)
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Objection to City of Marion 'Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment'

I, CANDACE BROSNAN, DO NOT, in any way, shape or form, support City of Marions planned 'Southern Suburbs Residential Policy
Code Amendment'.

With plans for up to four times the current housing density including options to build two storey residential flat buildings, my reasons
are as follows;

Environmental factors

Overshadowing by multi-storey housing in close proximity to existing homes impacting gardens and solar energy production
Increased noise due to higher density living (animal, human, machine)

Increased pollution in stormwater and increased water runoff from impermeable surfaces, already an issue especially for homes
lower than street level

Increase in heat mapping from loss of tree canopy, green space and permeable surfaces

Loss of habitat and biodiversity from tree and garden removal

Decrease in air quality from loss of green canopy and increased traffic

Infrastructure factors

Seacombe Road and Morphett Road intersection is already failing with traffic stationary multiple times a day
Local medical facilities (private and within Flinders Medical Centre) are already well over capacity

Access to Darlington and Seacliff park pharmacy is already restricted for vulnerable people due to full car parks
On street parking is already impacting traffic flow and reducing access for Service and Emergency vehicles

On street parking causing compromised safety for pedestrians, especially school children

Increase in road congestion with more traffic

Social factors

Placing low cost residential multi-story flat buildings in-between owner occupied high cost properties will cause social tensions
and lower property values for surrounding single dwelling properties
Loss of privacy and views

Other (please specify)

Name: CANDACE BROSNAN

Signed: CANDACE BROSNAN 17.10.2023
Address:

Preferred contact:

Date: 17.10.2023

Please forward this letter by either of the following:

Email to: council@marion.sa.gov.au
Please consider including our Mayor and Southern Hills Ward Councillors on your email cc and/or phone them direct:

Mayor: Kris Hanna -council@marion.sa.gov.au 08
Councillor: Luke Naismith -
Councillor: Jana Mates -

Post to: Chief Executive Officer

City of Marion
PO Box 21
Park Holme SA 5043

Or fill in the surveys via:
Online survey: https://www.makingmarion.com.au/southernsuburbs
Online SA Planning portal: https://plan.sa.gov.au/have_your_ say/general_consultations


mailto:council@marion.sa.gov.au

Marion figures from City of Marion Mitcham figures from Mitchams ‘Hill neighbourhood zone’

City of Marion claim that they are making these amendments based on a
comparison of policy in adjacent council areas for sloping sites.

The figures above clearly show that the adjacent council of Mitcham do not align
with the City of Marions proposed changes to land size.

In most of the categories Marion proposed land size is less than half the land size
Mitcham requires in their existing agreement.















From: Electronic Mail

To: Marion Customer Service
Subject: FW: Making Marion Southern Suburbs Livable for all
Date: Friday, 29 September 2023 8:40:42 AM

From: craig orci |-

Sent: Thursday, September 28, 2023 5:43 PM
To: Electronic Mail <ElectronicMail@marion.sa.gov.au>
Subject: Making Marion Southern Suburbs Livable for all

| agree with the proposal for smaller lots however this could be improved further with smaller lots like
Hold Fast Bay with 300 Sgm per singlae family dwelling

Lets make this happen. Its take 8 years so far to get here.

Craig
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From: Electronic Mail

To: David Barone
Subject: FW: Proposed Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Friday, 10 November 2023 1:21:56 PM

From: Franiic « I

Sent: Friday, November 10, 2023 1:21 PM
To: Electronic Mail <ElectronicMail@marion.sa.gov.au>
Subject: Proposed Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment

You don't often get email from_. Learn why this is important

Good afternoon

| would like to register my objection to the proposed policy code amendment as it relates to my
suburb.  am a home owner in Marino and am concerned about the impact such an amendment
will have on the suburb.

My main objections are as follows:

1. Increased pressure on current infrastructure such as roads, stormwater run off and general

road use.

2.We have noticed more severe weather events and the existing stormwater system cannot
cope with these events which result in flooding of properties.

3. Due to the steep slopes of sites, our roads already accommodate lots of cars as some
driveways are too steep to navigate and some households therefore just park in the street. This
is causing congestion which together with the sweeping nature of our roads and combined with
poor driving behaviour results in increased road safety risks.

4. The existing housing stock was built within the planning rules applicable at the time of their
construction and did not take into account possible future infill development. If this is allowed,
the general amenity of the existing housing stock will be greatly diminished in terms of access,
views, overlooking and shadowing. This will in effect force existing home-owners to adapt or
rebuilt their homes two new planning rules which would be an unfair financial impost.

Thank you for your consideration.

F Koch


https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
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From: geoffrey.matters@gmail.com

To: David Barone
Subject: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Sunday, 22 October 2023 2:22:54 PM

To the City of Marion; Attention Mr David Barone,

As a Seaview Downs resident, | oppose the proposed Code change to the Hills Face Zone areas.
It is disappointing to see the Council continue to pursue changes to this zone which have been
strongly opposed previously. We purchased in this area to enjoy the lifestyle amenity offered by
traditional suburban living where you could raise a family with space, where the streets are
relatively quiet and not congested with traffic and your neighbours place is not sitting on top of
you. Families and kids play outside in relative safety and entertaining can be done at home
because there is room to enjoy our great outdoors lifestyle. In contrast, we have seen the result
of the poorly executed medium/high density infill through the Dover Gardens & Seacombe
Gardens areas. Urban concrete jungles have resulted with residents literally living on top of each
other with little real privacy and loss of the suburban character due to such small and unrealistic
land parcel sizes. Streets are congested with traffic and parking is more often than extremely
difficult. Many of the attached garages that have been approved are simply not functional with
vehicles having to be parked on both sides of the street. The hills face zone should not go down
the same path but be a zone that is forever protected and beautified if not as a state asset, at
least a Council asset. In many areas of the hills face zone the management of additional
stormwater run-off is also a problematic issue. And the approving of “battle-axe” style
developments is also to the detriment of this area. The Council's agenda behind the proposed
code changes to include the Hills Face Zone is discerning and one can only think that the political
process is being manipulated by developers and others with a strong financial interest. Elected
members representing the electorate should be listening to their constituents on this matter.
Please protect the Hills Face Zone and recognise it as an asset in the area.

regards,

Geoffrey Matters
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From: Geoff

To: David Barone
Subject: Southern suburbs residential policy code amendment
Date: Friday, 10 November 2023 7:45:04 AM

You don't often get email from yeates.g@bigpond.com. Learn why this is important

Dear David

As a resident and property owner in the suburb of Marino, (which falls in the proposal)
and a life long member of the community, | see the proposal will irrevocably change the
character, livability and sustainability of our beloved community.

At the moment we enjoy a large variety of native birds, including the blossom chasing
Musk Lorikeets, and the smaller honeyeaters such as the New Holland Honeyeater. These
birds survive on the trees that properties afford, with street trees contributing nothing to
food supply of these birds. this is in jeopardy along with the small lizards that live in
backyards.

Below | have highlighted a few of the problems the amendment will bring to the area.

My response is particularly applicable to the Marino and western Hallett Cove area.

The council’s amendment is a one size fits all approach which does not align with the long
term goals of Livability, Valuing Nature and Engaged, that the council espouses. The
whole notion of livability needs to incorporate a scale of quality that is clearly missing in
councils notions. The plan is not nuanced, with areas far from main roads being treated the
same as property fronting a transport corridor.

I believe it does not address the following areas sufficiently.

Main areas of concern

1/ Traffic

Very low percentage of working residents use the train. A count on any peak hour service
will show the very small percentage usage. Any increase in population in the vicinity of
the Marino stations will unlikely utilise the train service with the resulting higher volumes
of traffic on the Cove Road, Newland Road and Scholefield Road. Council’s document did
not highlight the problematic ingress onto Brighton Road and increases in traffic,
particularly with the proposed “Seacliff Village’ development and lack of any serious
traffic plan, such as a flyover envisaged.

2/Loss of green cover and its relationship to local climate.

With our current poor planning rules, the resultant loss of green cover will ensue, just as it
has in areas where urban infill has been underway for some years. Aside from the fact that
no one seems to question the growth paradigm, that we must grow to survive, yet diminish
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our resources and live unsustainably; the biodiversity of fauna and flora in the area will
diminish. Setting block sizes so small, with the built structure allowed to take up the block
will increase summertime temperatures, lead to a less livable area and force people into
climate controlled spaces, where the hope of an afternoon cooling breeze is stymied by
fences and concreted areas. Artificial climate control will increase and thus global
warming (air conditioners on cooling mode are very energy hungry).

3/Noise.

Sloping land has a totally different acoustic to a flat area. Noise travels easily across
gullies and down slopes where an ampi-theatre effect causes nuisance noise such as dogs,
machines, like blowers pool pumps, air conditioner units and general noise to flow into
other’s private spaces. The more dense we live the more noise we make.

4 Street Amenity.

In quiet side streets of connected suburbs the street is not just for vehicles. They become a
place to kick a ball, practice on your skate board stop and chat with a neighbor on an
afternoon stroll. Visit a suburb, where infill has been happening for years and look at the
cars on the streets, the lack of people, the impersonal feeling of wall to wall houses. These
are not ideal living places and they go so much against the goals of the council’s priorities.
Garages filled with anything but cars, small blocks with 4 cars to the household. The
streetscape becomes a car yard. Why are garages being built so small?

Solutions

Allowing higher density immediately adjacent the train line may be a sensible idea, but to
treat every street the same is to bring about the demise of the quality of life to areas that
enjoy a high degree of engagement and livability. Keep block sizes higher, 600+ , so green
cover can be more than just mono cultural street trees that do nothing to increase
biodiversity. Larger developments must incorporate 25% to green cover. Many multi
house developments get away with no communal greenspace, where no more than a strip
of plastic grass and a withering pot plant adorn a meager few square metres near the front
entrance.

A more nuanced approach is need because one size does not fit all.

I implore you to think beyond the immediate perceived need of higher densities to allow at
least some areas a more traditional suburban ethic that values nature, sanity and harmony
and ultimately community.

Sincerely

Geoff Yeates



From: Electronic Mail

To: David Barone
Subject: FW: Residential Code Amendment
Date: Monday, 13 November 2023 8:07:42 AM

From: Shane and Georgie Gossink ||| G-
Sent: Friday, November 10, 2023 5:00 PM

To: Electronic Mail <ElectronicMail@marion.sa.gov.au>
Subject: Residential Code Amendment

[You don't often get email from s.g.gossink@gmail.com. Learn why this is important at

https://aka.ms/L earnAboutSenderldentification ]

To whom it may concern,

We do not support the proposed changes regarding site area/frontage in our zone. We have abundant birdlife
and lizards, large gardens encourage native species. We already struggle with turning right onto Seacombe Rd
at the bottom of Braeside Ave. Our local primary school is growing very quickly, and we want to make sure our
children receive enough individual support.

Kind Regards,
Georgie and Shane Gossink

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=54DC222306C94744AF44325C82541926-ELECTRONIC
mailto:david.barone@marion.sa.gov.au
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification







Objection to City of Marion 'Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment'

I, James Brosnan, | DO NOT, in any way, shape or form, support City of Marions planned 'Southern Suburbs
Residential Policy Code Amendment'.

With plans for up to four times the current housing density including options to build two storey residential flat buildings, my reasons
are as follows;

Environmental factors

Overshadowing by multi-storey housing in close proximity to existing homes impacting gardens and solar energy production
Increased noise due to higher density living (animal, human, machine)

Increased pollution in stormwater and increased water runoff from impermeable surfaces, already an issue especially for homes
lower than street level

Increase in heat mapping from loss of tree canopy, green space and permeable surfaces

Loss of habitat and biodiversity from tree and garden removal

Decrease in air quality from loss of green canopy and increased traffic

Infrastructure factors

Seacombe Road and Morphett Road intersection is already failing with traffic stationary multiple times a day
Local medical facilities (private and within Flinders Medical Centre) are already well over capacity

Access to Darlington and Seacliff park pharmacy is already restricted for vulnerable people due to full car parks
On street parking is already impacting traffic flow and reducing access for Service and Emergency vehicles

On street parking causing compromised safety for pedestrians, especially school children

Increase in road congestion with more traffic

Social factors

Placing low cost residential multi-story flat buildings in-between owner occupied high cost properties will cause social tensions
and lower property values for surrounding single dwelling properties
Loss of privacy and views

Other (please specify)

Name: James Brosnan

Signed: James T Brosnan
Address: I
Preferred contact:

Date: 16 October 2023

Please forward this letter by either of the following:

Email to: council@marion.sa.gov.au
Please consider including our Mayor and Southern Hills Ward Councillors on your email cc and/or phone them direct:

Mayor: Kris Hanna
Councillor: Luke Naismith -
Councillor: Jana Mates - I

Post to: Chief Executive Officer

City of Marion
PO Box 21
Park Holme SA 5043

Or fill in the surveys via:
Online survey: https://www.makingmarion.com.au/southernsuburbs
Online SA Planning portal: https://plan.sa.gov.au/have_your_ say/general_consultations


mailto:council@marion.sa.gov.au

Marion figures from City of Marion Mitcham figures from Mitchams ‘Hill neighbourhood zone’

City of Marion claim that they are making these amendments based on a
comparison of policy in adjacent council areas for sloping sites.

The figures above clearly show that the adjacent council of Mitcham do not align
with the City of Marions proposed changes to land size.

In most of the categories Marion proposed land size is less than half the land size
Mitcham requires in their existing agreement.









From: Kris Hanna
To: David Barone
Cc:
Re: Objection to City of Marion "Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment
Date: Friday, 13 October 2023 9:33:44 AM
Attachments: imaae479732.onq
image521654 nng
imaae615656.pna
image091051 png
image270859.ona
image070247 png

Dear David
Can you please fact check this and let me know of any inaccuracies?

Yours faithfully
Kris

Kris Hanna

Mayor | City of Marion

T:_ | PO Box 21 Park Holme SA 5043
[2]

The City of Marion acknowledges we are situated on the traditional lands of the Kaurna people and recognises the Kaurna people as the traditional custodians of the land.
Ngadlu tampendi Kaurna meyunna yaitya mattanya yaintya yerta

On 12 Oct 2023, at 8:28 pm, Jessie Barclay_wrote:

Objection to City of Marion 'Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment’

I Jessie Pama of || Seaview Downs DO NOT, in any way, shape or form, support City
of Marions planned 'Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment'.

With plans for up to four times the current housing density including options to build two storey residential flat
buildings, my reasons are as follows;

Environmental factors

« Overshadowing by multi-storey housing in close proximity to existing homes impacting gardens and solar
energy production

e Increased noise due to higher density living (animal, human, machine)

e Increased pollution in stormwater and increased water runoff from impermeable surfaces, already an issue
especially for homes lower than street level

e Increase in heat mapping from loss of tree canopy, green space and permeable surfaces

o Loss of habitat and biodiversity from tree and garden removal

« Decrease in air quality from loss of green canopy and increased traffic

Infrastructure factors

e Seacombe Road and Morphett Road intersection is already failing with traffic stationary multiple times a day

« Local medical facilities (private and within Flinders Medical Centre) are already well over capacity

o Access to Darlington and Seacliff park pharmacy is already restricted for vulnerable people due to full car
parks

« On street parking is already impacting traffic flow and reducing access for Service and Emergency vehicles

« On street parking causing compromised safety for pedestrians, especially school children

e Increase in road congestion with more traffic

Increase pressure on local schools for increase need for more students in the area.

Social factors

e Placing low cost residential multi-story flat buildings in-between owner occupied high cost properties will
cause social tensions and lower property values for surrounding single dwelling properties

o Loss of privacy and views

Kind regards

Jessie pama
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From: JG

To: David Barone

Cc:

Subject: Consultation on Southern Suburbs Residential
Date: Monday, 13 November 2023 8:19:40 AM

Some people who received this message don't often get email fro_A Learn why

this is important
Dear all,

We have never received written information on the rezoning of the Southern Suburbs
Residential Policy. We only realised the closing date was Friday yesterday when we
walked up Morphett road and happened to see a sign near the top.

We have already provided feedback previously on our concerns when the Annual Plan
2022-233 was distributed as there had been no consultation with residents prior to the
submission request for rezoning by Marion Council to the Department of Planning in Feb
2022.

We live at ||| very close to the Morphett Road/Seacombe Road
roundabout.

We do not believe that adequate investigation has been conducted to determine & predict
the future traffic on Seacombe Road as the Torrens to Darlington motorway is still
underway. No doubt Seacombe Road will be a primary gateway road for traffic coming
from City/Northern suburbs etc to the areas of Clty of Marion & Holdfast Bay. This
roundabout is already an area with frequent collisions & a danger to students for seacombe
heights as the bus stops on morphett road (number 37) & seacombe road stop 34 are
primary locations for many students that we witness trying to safely cross the road.

There are only two safer entry ways to turn right onto Seacombe Road from the Southern
areas - the Morphett road/Seacombe road roundabout & the traffic lights at Seacombe
road/Davenport Terrace. An additional hundreds of cars (2/household is the norm) onto a
road that we can predict will be heavily busy can only lead to accidents and or fatalities.
Forecasting of traffic & safety pressures on Morphett Road roundabout / Seacombe road
have not in our opinion been adequately tested, especially for the next 10 years.
Therefore we request that there are no changes to the house/block sizes for areas
immediately south of Seacombe road (Seacombe heights, seaview downs, darlington etc.)

This area (including the lower area South of Seacombe road is ~60-160m above sea level.
Thus wind speed is significantly higher than the lower city of marion areas. The proposed
Infill will significantly result in loss of mature trees & no amount of 'street trees’ will
replace the buffering & protective effect from strong winds which is provided by
significant numbers of mature trees. It is premature for Marion Council members to
consider further unnecessary Infill in the areas of Seacombe Heights/Seaview Downs
given that winds are strong, storms are increasing & mature trees are protective.

We are awaiting newer legislation on building codes which will see the end to black
roofing, more environmentally friendly building materials & this is not the time to have
more infill with housing that will not meet legislative standards and yet will be around for
the next 30 years. It will be a missed opportunity to push this rezoning through now.

We hope these points can be considered as part of the consultation. We tried to log into the
survey but the online is closed. We still to this day have not received any written


mailto:jgibsondietitian@gmail.com
mailto:david.barone@marion.sa.gov.au
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information of this consultation.

We would appreciate your reply acknowledging that this can be incorporated into the
consultation feedback.

Thank you,
Joyce & Chiistopher Gibson, I



From: Electronic Mail

To: David Barone
Subject: FW: Proposed Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Admendment
Date: Monday, 16 October 2023 8:23:00 AM

From: Keren Bostoc I -

Sent: Sunday, October 15, 2023 3:14 PM
To: Electronic Mail <ElectronicMail@marion.sa.gov.au>; Jana Mates

I - i<t

Subject: Proposed Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Admendment
Dear Mayor and Councillors
| am writing today to voice my opposition to the proposed changes to the above Code.

| live just off Seacombe Road in a sub-divided block which is next to a block that is
approximately 1,000 m? and under the proposed changes to the code, this block could
possibly contain a block of 3 or 6 flats, with either the front facing my back yard or the
back of the new dwelling facing it. Either way, this would be an extreme loss of privacy
and add an intolerable amount of excess noise .

Before embarking on such a ludicrous venture, it would be wise to explore what effect this
proposal would have on existing dwellings in the area, i.e. take a walk through the suburbs
and speak to the rate payers.

Adding this amount of housing in an area that is already under strain via substandard
water and sewage infrastructure, over used roads that are constantly backed up from
Brighton Road to Morphett Road during peak hours, adding an excessive amount of
pollution to the surrounding areas.

You just need to look at the Dover Gardens project to know that overcrowding is not the
solution.

If housing is such an issue, why hasn't the Dover Gardens Primary School site, which has
been vacant for over 10 years now, been developed. | see what is happening on Brighton
Road with the new high-rise apartments, that would be a travesty if it were allowed in
Seaview Downs.

| am totally opposed to the code amendments and will do all in my power to ensure they
do not succeed.

Yours sincerely
Karen Bostock
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Submission to: Southern Suburbs Code Amendment

Addressed to: Mr David Barone
Senior Strategic and Policy Planner
City of Marion
Po Box 21
Park Holme SA 5043

Submission from: Mrs Larissa Willoughby

Dated: 8 November 2023



Southern Suburbs Code Amendment Submission

Ref: Southern Suburbs Code Amendment Submission 8 November 2023

Mr David Barone

Senior Strategic and Policy Planner
City of Marion

Po Box 21

Park Holme SA 5043

email: I
cC: I

RE: Southern Suburbs Code Amendment: Submission not in support of proposed
policy changes

Dear Mr David Barone,

1 Submission response

| have prepared this written submission to City of Marion (Council) for the Southern Suburbs Code
Amendment (the Code Amendment) as a land-owner/occupier residing with my family at 13 Denial Ave,
Seaview Downs, SA 5049. My property is within the affected area defined as the area of the proposed
planning and design code amendment.

In providing this submission my response to the amendments is as follows:

e Not in support of the proposed consolidation of zones into the Hills Neighbourhood Zone and the

extent of its spatial application across the affected area;

e Not in support of changes to the minimum site areas and minimum frontage widths that are
proposed for the selected zone across the different dwelling types and gradient ranges; and

e Support the application of the Noise and Air Emissions Overlay. Accordingly, | do not provide any
further detail in this submission in relation to this aspect of the Code Amendment.

2 Correspondence and Engagement with Council

| have previously contacted Council in relation to the Code Amendment and corresponded as follows:

e Survey response via online survey, submitted by Larissa Willoughby, online, 5 September 2023; and
e Email correspondence from Larissa Willoughby to Mr Luke Naismith: Concern regarding lack of
Community consultation re: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment, 7 October 2023.

| have also participated in the following:

e Attendance at Community Drop-in Session, Thursday 19 October 2023 (6-7pm) Sturt Road
Administration.
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Southern Suburbs Code Amendment Submission

3 Personal statement
As a resident in the affected area, | have lived within the Council of Marion since birth (circa 1973) living in
Seacombe Heights until 23 years old. | did not reside in the Council area from 1996 to 2001. In 2001, with
my husband we bought our first property in Mitchell Park. Being a small courtyard home, and with a
growing family, we sought for many years an area where we could have a larger family home, with space
for the children to play, and the luxury of a swimming pool or to proximity to the beach, and of course a
great community feel. After many years of searching, we chose to purchase a property in Seaview Downs,
knowing the Hills Face planning rules in place, that we would not have to compete with developers in
seeking residential land that would be carved up and sub divided into smaller portions. We sought the
open spaces and large blocks associated with the area and were attracted to Seaview Downs due to the
character of the suburb.

We opted to demolish and rebuild our family home and have resided in our house, that is within the
affected area since 2012. At the time, we were one of the first properties to knock down and rebuild, but
we have seen over time, many other properties be either renovated and extended, or, as with ours,
demolished and rebuilt. | would like to highlight that | am in favour of planned development that is
consistent with existing suburb character.

We have developed a great relationship with many residents in the area, and many who have rebuilt like
us, have agreed that they specifically sought to live in this area due to the existing planning rules restricting
small allotments.

| have seen the changes in landform occurring on the northern side of Seacombe Road where sub-division
into smaller blocks has occurred. | have directly observed the effect of this increased urban infill in the
suburbs of Dover Gardens, Seacombe Gardens and Sturt. This has resulted in increased traffic, noticeable
access issues on streets due to cars parking on the street, increased stormwater runoff observed when we
have rainfall events and even a noticeable decrease in vegetation and tree coverage. This has made for a
less appealing streetscape and decreased visual amenity. The character of these suburbs is significantly
different to that of Seacombe Heights and Seaview Downs.

Throughout this time, | have cherished the space we have, and the suburb we live in. | have attended many
open inspections for properties on the market for sale in the area and heard many anecdotal comments
from potential buyers about how excited they are to be able to live in such a well-established area, with
large allotments, open space and ‘family sized’ allotments.

| provide this submission with the intent of sharing with Council (and respective stakeholders) what |
believe is a shared feeling of pride of residents in not only the suburb of Seaview Downs, but also
neighbouring suburbs (including Seacombe Heights) in the Hills Face zone, that our current land-form based
on existing site area and frontage criteria should be preserved, and not changed to accommodate urban
infill.

4 Council Code of Conduct

Overall, | flag a significant concern relating to a comment provided in the Code Amendment document,
page 46 being: “Many residents in Council’s southern suburbs have been anticipating a change in zoning
and associated policy that will allow subdivision and greater redevelopment potential for their large, aging,
and under-developed properties; firstly, as part of Council’s Housing Diversity DPA in 2019 and more
recently via transition to the new Planning and Design Code.” It is concerning, based on the above
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Southern Suburbs Code Amendment Submission

understanding, that the stakeholders that have the most to benefit from these changes are those who have
anticipated the change, for the simple purpose of sub-dividing and making profit.

| point out that in accordance with the Code of Conduct for Council Members (Local Government Act, 1999:
Section 63 (1):

»  Higher principles: Council members in Southern Australia have a commitment to serve the best
interests of the people within the community they represent and to discharge their duties
conscientiously, to the best of their ability, and for public, not private, benefit at all times.

» 3.3 Not release or divulge information that the Council has ordered to be kept confidential, or that the
Council member should reasonable know is information that is confidential, including information that
is considered by Council in Confidence;

»  3.11 Council members must lodge with Council a complete and accurate primary return of their
interests, and subsequent ordinary returns, as required by legislation.

»  3.13 Council members must be committed to making decisions without bias and in the best interests
of the whole community and comply with the relevant conflict of interest provisions of the Local
Government Act 1999.

»  Appendix — A member of a Council must not, whether within or outside the State, make improper use of
his or her position as a member of the Council to gain, directly or indirectly, an advantage for himself
or herself or for another person or to cause detriment to the Council (Section 62 (3) and (4).

5 Conflict of Interest Statement

| jointly own (with my husband) and reside at 13 Denial Ave, Seaview Downs (in the affected area).

6 Closing Statement

| understand that this formal submission will be considered by Marion Council when determining whether
the proposed Amendment is suitable and whether any changes should be made. | also understand that this
submission will be entered into a register and will be published on the PlanSA portal.

| trust that this submission will be considered in accordance with the principles of the Community
Engagement Charter and that Council will be genuinely committed and open to considering the issues
raised by myself as a resident in the affected area. |1 am happy to be contacted to discuss any aspects of my
response via email or mobile phone.

Yours Faithfully,

Mrs Larissa Willoughby

Email:

Attachment 1: Submission to Southern Suburbs Code Amendment
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Attachment 1
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Southern Suburbs Code Amendment Submission

Submission to: Southern Suburbs Code Amendment

Addressed to: Mr David Barone

Senior Strategic and Policy Planner
City of Marion

Po Box 21

Park Holme SA 5043

Email: I

cC:

Dated: 8 November 2023
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Southern Suburbs Code Amendment Submission

1 Submission response

| have prepared this written submission to City of Marion (Council) for the Southern Suburbs Code
Amendment 2023 (the Code Amendment) as a land-owner/occupier of a property within the affected area
defined as the area of the proposed planning and design code amendment.

In providing this submission my response to the amendments is as follows:

o Not in support of the proposed consolidation of zones into the Hills Neighbourhood Zone and the
extent of its spatial application across the affected area;

e Not in support of changes to the minimum site areas and minimum frontage widths that are

proposed for the selected zone across the different dwelling types and gradient ranges; and

e Support the application of the Noise and Air Emissions Overlay. Accordingly, | do not provide any
further detail in this submission in relation to this aspect of the Code Amendment.

| trust that this submission will be considered in accordance with the principles of the Community
Engagement Charter and that Council will be genuinely committed and open to considering the issues
raised as a resident in the affected area.

2 Background and concerns regarding timing of consultation

As part of Council’s Housing Diversity DPA in 2019, it was the role of Council to advise of proposed changes
to the zoning and associated policy affecting Marion Council’s southern suburbs. Council received 38
responses regarding the proposed changes, but it was also identified that community engagement was not
sufficient, and it was recognised that many residents in the affected area were not otherwise aware of the
proposed changes.

In addition to this, the spatial location of the proposed changes differed from what was placed on public
notification and the Minister advised that re-notification was required. Re-notification DID NOT OCCUR
prior to the implementation of the Code and this is why a Code Amendment is now required.

The current initiation was approved by the Minister on 11 February 2022. | am concerned that such a short
consultation period from September-November 2023 is sufficient for residents to be appropriately
informed and able to provide an adequate response. From February 2022 through to September 2023
there has been a substantial period of time where informed parties (ie developers) have had the ability to
take advantage of potential changes by purchasing properties and sitting on them, awaiting changes, which
as land owners they themselves now have the opportunity to provide feedback in this consultation period.
| am concerned that this skews the responses from existing residents who purchased in a period where
planning rules were in place that did not allow subdivision. Residents who intend to stay on in this area, as
opposed to developers or opportunistic property owners that will use the changes to benefit themselves as
individuals, with no intention of staying on in the area as residents.

3 Understanding of Consultation and Objection Influence

| understand that the only aspects of the draft Code Amendment which | can influence to are:

e The type of zone(s) selected for the affected area, and the extent of its spatial application across
the affected area;
e Potential applicable minimum site areas and minimum frontage widths; and
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Southern Suburbs Code Amendment Submission

e The application of the Noise and Air Emissions Overlay.

As | do not object to the application of the Noice and Air Emissions Overlay, there is no further content in
this response relating to this aspect.

4 Code Amendment (Council, 2023a)

The following comments are provided in relation to the Code Amendment (Council, 2023a):

2.1 This section states “There are opportunities for low density infill development in many of these
established residential areas (particularly Darlington, Marino, Seacliff Park, Seacombe Heights,
Seaview Downs) where much of the housing stock has reached an age where the building are no
longer of a condition, design and/or size that meets the needs of residents.”

Whilst it is acknowledged that housing stock in the area has aged, that does not mean the houses are of a
design or size that no longer meets the needs of residents. The age of a lot of residents means they are
more likely to sell and downsize, allowing new young families to enter the area. Existing residents are also
able to extend and renovate. Many properties in the area have had smaller houses demolished, and this
has made way for newly built larger homes, often accommodating families with children that can take
advantage of the larger block size.

Have Council considered the aging population and the effect that attracting a younger population into the
area will have on revitalising the neighbourhood, creating a demand for existing schools and use of Council
maintained parks? Alternatively, the impact of urban infill will more likely attract developers and investors,
keen to subdivide the land, create smaller accommodation, not suited to families seeking larger allotments
for family homes.

The opportunity loss in opening the market to low density infill development does not protect the existing
character of these established residential areas, and actually goes against the original intent of these
suburbs which were created with large allotments, ability to establish low density of development,
including some very large (family style) and well established housing.

2.3.2 Proposed Code Policy; with reference to “older neighbourhoods typically having low land to asset
(dwelling) value ratios, meaning they are likely to be more financially viable to redevelop in the
short to medium term.”

As an existing resident, | am trying to understand how this statement promotes the existing Council
Purpose of improving residents quality of life? | read this as encouraging financial gain from subdividing and
increasing the land to asset (dwelling) value ratio- something that would attract a Developer to make a
financial gain and profit, not something that an existing resident will benefit from.

How can Council put Developers ahead of existing residents in this manner by supporting urban infill in an
area that residents value their larger blocks?

4.3.1 makes reference to investigations undertaken. With regard to Stormwater, an assessment has
been made and acknowledges “potential inflows generated by increased imperviousness of sites
because of smaller sites and increased building areas is acknowledged”.

It has already been identified that urban infill, the creation of smaller block sizes will increase the impact of
stormwater runoff. Detention tanks have been identified as one solution, however, this does not assist
with existing dwellings. Without any supporting modelling, the statement goes on to say “It is
unlikely......that potential dwellings....will cause unmanageable overload of existing stormwater
infrastructure” and “This is supported by the unlikely limited take up of infill development for some
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locations in the order of less than 40%. None of these statements are supported by any stormwater
modelling, nor does the broad approach of assuming an uptake of 40% appear to be supported anywhere.
Has economic modelling been conducted to understand what uptake of infill could occur and over what
timeframe is this expected to occur?

Further to this, | understand that the Stormwater Management Overlay already applies to the affected area
and as such all new dwellings will need to provide for stormwater retention of 2,000 L, plus 1,000 L of
detention.

Relying on this mechanism for stormwater management raises the following concerns:

- slowing the volume of water going out to the street is only a short-term resolution when there is a
heavy or constant rainfall. It does not resolve the issue associated with increased stormwater run off that
enters the stormwater infrastructure.

- In high intensity rainfall events, the streets of Seaview Downs and Seacombe Heights already
demonstrate large volumes of stormwater runoff. Increased infill per new property will now add 1,000 L of
detention flows (once retention is at capacity). So, a retention/detention system does not decrease
stormwater flows, it only slows them down.

4.2 Infrastructure planning: There are no planned infrastructure upgrades identified for Roads.

43.1 Road network capacity and potential upgrade needs: With reference to “The expected
development uptake rate of less than 40% and as a result it is unlikely that additional traffic
volumes within the local street network would result in negative amenity affects, let alone result
in changes to the function of roads.”

This response does not make sense and does not appear to be justified by
(1) there does not appear to be any economic modelling to support the ‘uptake rate of 40%’, and
(2) no apparent traffic modelling has been conducted to understand the impact of additional traffic.

There doesn’t appear to be a correlation between the issue raised (eg negative amenity effects..above 1000
vehicle trips/day caused by access to 100 properties) and the relationship with the uptake rate of 40%.

| am extremely concerned that the lack of qualitative assessment and broad statements regarding
“unlikely” impacts do not address the anticipated increase in traffic that will be proportionate to and if not
at a greater rate than the expected increase in allotments.

4.3.1 Road network capacity and potential upgrade needs: With reference to “Larger traffic volumes
can be expected at the intersections of the north-south collector roads (south of Seacombe Rd)
with Seacombe Rd, due to larger road catchment areas of the grid network”.

This response indicates that one solution would be to widen Seacombe Road. What this does not consider
is:

(1) no traffic modelling has been conducted to understand the impact of additional traffic on intersections.
(2) The intersections of Miller St and Braeside Ave with Seacombe Rd are already considered to be difficult
and often dangerous to navigate.

(3) Students attending Seaview High School on Seacombe Road will be affected by increased traffic use
during morning arrival and after school departure. This area is already a bottle neck during these times.
(4) Without the consideration of any potential upgrade needs, how will these existing difficult intersections
be managed into the future?
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Attachment D  Strategic Planning Outcomes, includes the following statement “Many residents in Councils
southern suburbs have been anticipating a change in zoning and associated policy that will allow
subdivision and greater redevelopment potential for their large aging, and under-developed
properties: firstly as part of Councils Housing Diversity DPA in 2019 and more recently via
transition to the new Planning and Design Code.”

As an existing resident, | find this statement extremely concerning. It suggests to me that certain
stakeholders have been aware that Council were intending on applying these changes, and therefore, |
consider a conflict of interest exists with any intent by Council to have inferred an upcoming change was
likely to occur. This again, provides a financial benefit to parties with a vested interest, for example,
potential developers, sitting on large allotments that would be in the affected area, and therefore , able to
be subdivided.

Further, many residents in Councils southern suburbs, particularly in the affected area knowingly bought on
the understanding of existing long established planning requirements. | understand the DPA 2019 was
received unfavourably by many residents and was rejected. Is this 2023 plan amendment simply trying to
make the same changes? The comment suggests that supporters of the DPA in 2019 may have had a
financial interest in ensuring that another attempt was made.

5 Alignment with City of Marion Strategic Plan 2019-2029

The following comments are provided in relation to the alignment of the proposed changes to minimum
site areas and minimum frontage widths, promoting urban infill and increased density of housing as they
relate to aspects of the City of Marion Strategic Plan 2019-2029.

5.1 Community Vision > Towards 2040

As a resident of Seaview Downs and the Council of Marion | have reviewed the current Council Community
Vision, Towards 2040. As a rate payer and resident who voted for Council constituents, | believe Council
should “be committed to making decisions without bias and in the best interests of the whole
community”.

With reference to the proposed changes to site frontage and minimum site area, | oppose the changes for
the following overarching reasons:

SIX THEMES OF COMMUNITY VISION MY REASON FOR OPPOSING THE CHANGES

LIVEABLE: By 2020 our city will be well The proposed changes does not support high quality and
planned, safe and welcoming with high quality | environmentally sensitive housing. Urban infill tends to
and environmentally sensitive housing, and attract cheaper more affordable housing with smaller
where cultural diversity, arts, heritage and allotments. It also does not support environmentally
health lifestyles are celebrated. sensitive housing.

Key Challenges: The use of this wording in the vision and lack of support

. - . could be considered equivalent to the corporate use of
- Population growth is increasing

. ‘Green-washing’ of environmental values.
demands on services
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SIX THEMES OF COMMUNITY VISION

MY REASON FOR OPPOSING THE CHANGES

- Balancing revitalisation and growth
while retaining the City of Marion’s
unique visual character and heritage

- Increasing urban infill is creating
traffic, parking, amenity and service
demand

There are already identified challenges, but the proposed
plan can not resolve these issues. It will only contribute
further to the impact of these challenges.

Whilst | understand the intent of Council is to provide a
greater degree of choice of housing (ie allow for smaller
blocks and housing), this diversity is already available in
existing adjacent suburbs of Seacombe Gardens, Dover
Gardens, Sturt to mention a few. In order to protect
existing diversity of larger family homes and blocks, the
proposed changes will actually reduce this type of
diversity and instead push families seeking these types
of properties out of the market and area.

VALUING NATURE: By 2040 our city will be
deeply connected with nature to enhance
peoples lives, while minimising our impact on
the climate and protecting the natural
environment.

10-year strategies:

- VN1: We will plan for and respond to
extreme weather events through our
services and urban form, managing
infrastructure issues associated with
flooding and stormwater.

The proposed changes to not support connection with
nature. Urban infill and the proposal to allow
substantially smaller minimum site areas and site
frontages is likely to reduce open space, vegetative cover.

| do not believe that increased urban infill supports VN1.
There does not appear to be any modelling that has been
conducted to understand the impact of increased density
or the resultant impact on stormwater.

| understand that the Stormwater Management Overlay
already applies to the affected area and as such all new
dwellings will need to provide for stormwater retention
of 2,000 L, plus 1,000 L of detention.

Relying on this mechanism for stormwater management
raises the following concerns:

- slowing the volume of water going out to the
street is only a short-term resolution when there
is a heavy or constant rainfall. It does not resolve
the issue associated with increased stormwater
run off that enters the stormwater infrastructure.

- In high intensity rainfall events, the streets of
Seaview Downs and Seacombe Heights already
demonstrate large volumes of stormwater
runoff. Increased infill per new property will now
add 1,000 L of detention flows (once retention is
at capacity). So, a retention/detention system
does not decrease stormwater flows, it only
slows them down.
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SIX THEMES OF COMMUNITY VISION

MY REASON FOR OPPOSING THE CHANGES

| understand Council cannot control the degree of
existing permeable landform (eg garden and grassed
areas), and that residents can pave large areas of their
front and rear yards, thereby potentially increasing
stormwater run-off. However, based on the existing
character of Seaview Downs and Seacombe Heights |
point out the following aspects of suburb character that
should be maintained:

e large landscaped front yards (particularly along
sloping blocks)

e Many mature and significant trees, including
remnant vegetation

e Regularity of space between buildings

e Dwellings take advantage of the slope of the land

e Low density of development, including some very
large (family style) and well established housing

Any new developments will only increase the
impermeable surface, and as identified above, Council
cannot control the degree of impermeable landform that
new developments will create. Whilst the Code has
provisions relating to minimum impervious areas for new
development (which depend on the size of the
allotment), the benefit of retaining larger allotments, is
that there is a larger overall pervious surface area.

The Code will require new development to provide for
deep soil zones in which a planting of a tree can be
provided for each new dwelling. However, when
comparing an existing >750 m2allotment, the proposed
change to allow for 2 x 350 m? allotments (as proposed
for detached and semi-detached dwelling types (<1:8
gradient), | have not seen any modelling and Council have
not clearly defined whether there is an overall decrease
in vegetation generally as a result of allowing these
changes with the expected new developments.

| believe the proposed changes will change the urban
form, increase stormwater run off and result in an
overall decrease in vegetative cover. This DOES NOT
align with one the existing Council themes of
community vision.

ENGAGED: By 2040 our city will be a
community where people are engaged,

The Hills-face community already are connected. We live
in this area by choice- we have chosen to live in suburbs
where the land size allows families to grow, extend and
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SIX THEMES OF COMMUNITY VISION

MY REASON FOR OPPOSING THE CHANGES

empowered to make decisions, and work
together to build strong neighbourhoods.

also consider yards with space to play or have swimming
pools etc.

The proposed changes will not add to this existing
engaged community. Given the concern raised by
numerous residents, these sorts of amendments need
better engagement from Council to better inform
everyone in the affected area. For Council to make an
appropriate decision, there should be more scrutiny over
how many residents in the affected area are actually
aware (ie how many received letters to inform, how
many are able to read the letters and understand the
contents to make an informed decision?).

INNOVATIVE: By 2040 our city will be a leader
in embracing and developing new ideas and
technology to create a vibrant community
with opportunities for all.

| chose to live in my suburb because of the community
feel, whilst still maintaining privacy with larger
allotments. The planned changes are not innovative,
they should be considered for what they are: promoting
urban infill.

| believe the proposed changes will remove existing
suburb character that can not be replaced or returned
once blocks are subdivided. Opportunities for all should
include retaining existing suburb character including:

e Large landscaped front yards (particularly along
sloping blocks)
e Many mature and significant trees, including
remnant vegetation
e Regularity of space between buildings
e Dwellings take advantage of the slope of the land
e Low density of development, including some very
large (family style) and well established housing.
| believe if Council were truly listening to the voice of
many residents, they would not support these
amendments on the basis that they are “committed to
making decisions without bias and in the best interests
of the whole community”.

PROSPEROUS: By 2040 our city will be a
diverse and clean economy that attracts
investment and jobs, and creates exports in
sustainable business precincts while providing
access to education and skills development.

Whilst this vision relates more to business precincts, the
use of the term ‘clean economy’ is considered another
example of what could be considered as “green-washing’
and certainly not supported by the proposal for increased
urban infill in an area where existing large allotments are
present.
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SIX THEMES OF COMMUNITY VISION

MY REASON FOR OPPOSING THE CHANGES

CONNECTED: By 2040 our city will be linked by
a quality road, footpath and public transport
network that brings people together socially,
and harnesses technology to enable them to
access services and facilities.

Increased housing diversity is considered a strategic
planning outcome including the potential for affordable
housing options.

There is nothing in the analysis that explains how the
vision of quality road, footpath and public transport
network will cope with the expected uptake rate of 40%.

5.2 Council Purpose, Vision and Values

With reference to the purpose, vision and values of the City of Marion Strategic Plan 2019-2029 and how

the proposed changes to site frontage and minimum site area, | oppose the changes for the following

reasons:

COUNCIL PURPOSE, VISION AND VALUES

MY REASON FOR OPPOSING THE CHANGES

OUR PURPOSE (Why we exist): To improve our
residents quality of life, continuously, smartly and
efficiently

The changes will directly affect existing residents
who have chosen to live with the current landform.
The proposed changes will benefit future
purchasers of land who are more likely to be
developers, seeking to subdivide and financially
profit from creating multiple smaller properties. |
do not understand how this change improves the
existing resident’s quality of life?

OUR COMMUNITY VISION (What we want to
become): A community that is Liveable, Valuing
Nature, Engaged, Prosperous, Innovative and
Connected

As an existing resident | want this vision to
continue. The existing neighbourhood is Liveable,
Valuing Nature- | am concerned that urban infill
will reduce the liveability of my street, my suburb
and the broader community.

OUR VALUES: With the community and safety at
the forefront of everything we do, we value:

Respect: Treating everyone as we want to be
treated. Where all contributions are valued

Integrity — Fostering trust and honesty in all of our
interactions

Achievement — Enhancing our knowledge and
performance to reach our shared goals, while
being dedicated to supporting one another

Innovation — Encouraging new ideas, and learning
from our experiences to do things better.

| understand Council value my individual response.
| understand that not all residents/land owners in
Seaview Downs and will be opposed to the
proposed amendments.

However, what concerns me is that this is not the
first time that Council have put forth a submission
to change the Hills Face zone planning
requirements. This time the change has been
triggered by State wide reforms, however | do not
believe that Council have done enough to engage
and inform residents of the alternative options
available to the Code amendments.
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COUNCIL PURPOSE, VISION AND VALUES

MY REASON FOR OPPOSING THE CHANGES

What has changed since the last amendment
attempt in 20197 Perhaps affected residents and
housing have become older and lack the ability to
provide an informed response. Time has also
elapsed and allowed new purchasers to sit on land
that could now be considered ripe for sub-division.
Older generations perhaps are considering that
their large blocks of land are their asset and in
retirement are seeking to make a profit in the sale?
This does not consider the existing residents who
value the existing character of the suburb, nor,
does it protect potential future purchasers that are
seeking the same.

Where is the scrutiny to ensure that developers
have not already purchased land with the intent to
support another attempt at these proposed
changes?

Surely Council have learned from the previous
experience to do things better?

With reference to recent rezoning process
commenced as a DPA (Planning and Design Code
version number 2022.5), it is noted the City of
Mitcham have taken on feedback from their
constituents and transitioned to zone land across
Cumberland Park, Westborne Park, Hawthorn,
Springfield, Belair, Blackwood, Eden Hills and
Coromandel Balley to recognise and maintain
valued residential character.

As a resident in the affected area of Seaview
Downs, | would have liked the opportunity to
have Council engage and consider transitioning
land across Seaview Downs, Seacombe Heights
and Darlington to recognise and maintain valued
residential character. Therefore, | oppose the
current proposed changes to site frontage and
minimum site area.
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6 Environmental Issue: Loss of tree canopy and increased head load

| am concerned about the lack of information provided in relation to how Council have considered the
impact on loss of tree canopy and resultant increased heat load.

With increased urban infill as a result of the proposed minimum site areas and minimum frontage widths,
the Code (and planning system in general) is limited in its capacity to effectively manage the resultant loss
of vegetation and additional heat loads as a result of development.

Whilst the Code Amendment does not seek to change the way vegetation, or tree policies apply to the
affected areas, this is ultimately the problem and a failure to manage the cause and effect of increased
urban infill. Council has NO control over the retention of vegetation on a site that is not identified as Native
Vegetation, Significant or Regulated Trees. Council has NO control over the degree of green spaces existing
residents must maintain. Whilst the Code has provisions relating to impervious areas for new
development, and also requires deep soil zones, there is actually no ability for Council to manage into the
future the ability to retain vegetation or tree canopy for residential allotments. This is a significant concern
as a resident in an affected suburb for which we intend to stay long term into the future, as opposed to an
opportunistic developer who will benefit from sub dividing, removing existing vegetation, maximizing
infrastructure coverage of divided land, selling at a profit, and not having to deal with future consequences
of the urban infill.

7 On-street Car Parking

The proposed amendment is likely to result in a greater desire for on-street parking, in addition to the
increased number of cross-overs (eg 2 per subdivision where there was only 1 for a larger sized block that is
now able to be subdivided). Whilst the Code requires at least 2 parking spaces per dwelling (and this is no
different to the current situation across the entire metropolitan area), it is recognised that Council can not
enforce the parking of vehicles in garages or driveways. Even though the Code seeks the retention of at
least 1 on-street parking space per development, Council is unable to enforce this.

Therefore, the impact of more cross-overs (ie less curbside space), more on-street parking and lack of
ability from Council minimise and regulate this is yet another reason why subdivision and reduced lot
frontages should NOT be allowed.

Marion Council went out to public consultation on the draft ‘ Parking Management Guidelines’ (24 July — 14
August 2023). Whilst the results of this consultation have not yet been made available, it is interesting to
note that the Council website states:

e “Concerns about parking, including blocked driveways and streets blocked with cars, are recently
raised with me, Councillors and Council staff’ Mayor of Marion Kris Hanna said.

o “Unfortunately with more subdivisions under the State Government’s planning framework,
complaints have escalated. Dealing with these issues not account for three-quarters of the
workload of our transport team. They received more than 620 parking investigation requests last
year.”

e “There are competing needs when it comes to street parking. We need to make sure that Council is
consistent and fair while keeping to Australian Road Rules. Just as importantly, published guidelines
will help us to clearly explain the reasons behind parking decisions made by Council.”

Then, there is the consideration by Australian Standards to revise standard AS/NZS 2890.1:2004 — Parking
Facilities — Part 1. Off-street car parking, recommends increase in the length of off-street car parking spaces
from 5.4 to 5.6 m. So, even existing curbside parking will be further impacted in the future.
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In summary, the negative impact on-street car parking in relation to change in suburb character,
increased social distress, and increased workload on the Council transport team is why | object to the
proposed changes to Potential applicable minimum site areas and minimum frontage widths.

8 Consideration of Ecologically Sustainable Development (ESD) Principles

I am concerned that Council are not seeing a longer term future that promotes Ecologically Sustainable
Development (ESD) principles and that the short term gains with urban infill are being confused with what
one may expect to see in the city CBD, not a vibrant, family friendly and social suburb like Seaview Downs
and this extends to Seacombe Heights as well.

Sustainable development is the development that meets the needs of the present without compromising
the ability of the future generations to meet their own needs. The decisions that are made today will have
a lasting effect on the future generations and change the affected suburbs.

Have Council considered aspects of the 30-Year Plan for Greater Adelaide (DPTI, 2017) when proposing a
blanket overlay of the Hills Neighbourhood Zone (HNZ). Policies relevant to where more compact urban
form (promoting urban infill) are described in Policies:

e P1: Deliver a more compact urban form by location the majority of Greater Adelaide’s urban
growth within existing built-up areas by increasing density at strategic locations close to public
transport

e A3: Prepare an urban renewal policy to be delivered through the new planning system — to ensure
infill development is sensitively interfaced with existing suburbs

e A4: Rezone strategic sites to unlock infill growth opportunities that directly support public
transport infrastructure development

Design quality: As the face of greater Adelaide changes (through its increase focus on urban infill), it will be
important to ensure new development in existing suburbs is undertaken sensitively. The planning system
will therefore facilitate the development of neighbourhoods that reflect local identity and supports
decision making that builds local character.

The above statements resonate strongly with me and yet, | believe the oppose the effect that the
proposed amendments will have on the existing local identity and local character of Seaview Downs,
Seacombe Heights and Darlington.

9 Consideration of Special Residential Character Area (compared to City of Mitcham)

With reference to recent rezoning process commenced as a DPA (Planning and Design Code version
number 2022.5), it is noted the City of Mitcham have taken on feedback from their constituents and
transitioned to zone land across Cumberland Park, Westbourne Park, Hawthorn, Springfield, Belair,
Blackwood, Eden Hills and Coromandel Valley to recognise and maintain valued residential character.

Ministerial approval was granted in March 2022 for amendments which are intended to better recognise
and maintain residential character in parts of the City of Mitcham. Changes to the Planning and Design
Code include ‘Character Area Overlays’ added to the above mentioned suburbs, two of these areas have
also had a change of underling zone (ie parts of Cumberland Park and Springfield have changed from
Suburban Neighbourhood to Established Neighbourhood Zone.

City of Mitcham initiated community consultation back in 2018. Their information brochure was well laid
out and provided an opportunity prior to Code amendments coming into effect to understand and present
concepts and ideas. The “Shape your voice” brochure did a great job of informing residents of the “need to
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carefully balance the need for development and progress, with the lifestyle and character of the City that
our community values.”

| believe Seaview Downs (and the adjacent Seacombe Heights) should be considered as having special
character which is worthy of protection by additional zoning rules. These suburbs display special character
because of the pattern of development and vegetation including:

e Ageneral grid of generally regular shaped and generous sized allotments from 800 to 1200 square
metres;

e Planned suburb with set design criteria in place since 1970’s

e Frontage widths of average 17-20 metres

e Single width driveway crossovers and garages or carports

e Consistency of mature street tree plantings within existing allotments

e large landscaped front yards (particularly along sloping blocks)

e Many mature and significant trees, including remnant vegetation

e General regularity of space between buildings

o Dwellings take advantage of the slope of the land

e Low density of development, including some very large (family style) and well established housing
albeit varying from single to double and sometimes split level;

e Generally consistent setback distance of dwellings from front boundaries

| believe Seaview Downs (and Seacombe Heights) have special character because of the views, vistas and
pattern of development and vegetation, consistent with what City of Mitcham have afforded to their
special character areas and Council of Marion should consider the same.

Page 18 of 19



Southern Suburbs Code Amendment Submission

References

(Council, 2023a) Southern Suburbs Residential Policy — Code Amendment, Marion Council, Draft for
Consultation (Version: 8 August 2023)

(Council, 2023b) Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment Fact Sheet;

(Council, 2023c) Community Engagement Plan: Southern Suburbs Code Amendment, Marion
Council, 2" Draft (1 August 2023)

(Council, 2023d) Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment Lookup Tool (accessed 5
September 2023)

(Council, 2023e) Gradient Map North -Slope Analysis — Darlington, Seacombe Heights, Seaview
Downs, Seacliff Park, Marino

(Council, 2023f) Gradient Map South -Slope Analysis — Hallet Cove, Sheidow Park, Trott Park,
O’Halloran Hill

(Council, 2023g) Existing Minimum Site areas and frontage widths.
City of Marion Strategic Plan 2019-2029 (date unknown) as available on cdn.Marion.sa.gov.au

(DPTI, 2017) 30 Year Plan for Greater Adelaide (2017), Department of Planning, Transport and
Infrastructure

Parliament South Australia (2023) Inquiry into the Urban Forest (Interim Report) 2" Report of the
Environment, Resources and Development Committee (PP256) Tabled in the House of Assembly
and ordered to published on 18 October 2023.

Parliament South Australia (2013) Urban Density Final Report, Seventy-Third Report of the
Environment, Resources and Development Committee (PP297) Tabled in the House of Assembly
and ordered to published on 12 November 2013.

City of Mitcham (2018) Shape your Place: Community Consultation on the draft Spatial Vision for
the City of Mitcham and draft Key Precinct Structure Plans.

Page 19 of 19









From: Electronic Mail

To: David Barone
Subject: FW: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment - submission
Date: Wednesday, 25 October 2023 11:48:48 AM

From: Meghan 0'Rourk- I

Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2023 9:44 AM
To: Electronic Mail <ElectronicMail@marion.sa.gov.au>
Subject: Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment - submission

| Vote against proposed changes

| currently live in Seacombe Heights (hills zone 11).

| believe that the proposed changes will greatly affect that character of
the my area, and are a bad idea environmentally. | have watched with
concern as just about every full-sized family home in Seacombe Gardens
has been demolished to make way for badly planned, low spec/badly
constructed higher density buildings. These type of developments
remove all trace of greenery from the site, including any substantial trees,
to make way for dwellings that fill most of the block & any remaining
areas of earth covered with large areas of paving and token minimal
planting. The sort of development that has been rampant in Seacombe
Gardens greatly affects the overall character and architectural and
environmental diversity of an area. Character residences showcasing
quality architectural styles from the 1950's, 60's & 70's disappear to make
way for generic, low quality, bland and visibly built to absolute minimum
possible specification modern dwellings.

The increased density causes many additional cars to park on the street
and clog up the roadways. Additionally, the lack of large trees and open
areas of greenery cause these suburbs to become barren concrete
wastelands full of hard built surfaces, meaning that they are sweltering in
summer and offer little to no habitat for wildlife. This problem is only set
to increase in the future due to the effects of climate change, increased
summer temperatures, and scarce resources due to drought.

It is easy to see from a quick glance at google maps that all blocks in the
area with larger steeper sites are full of significant trees and green space,
leaving wildlife corridors for native animals along with supporting greater
biodiversity of plants and insects.

| believe that the proposed changes will be extremely detrimental to all
the hills face zones included and urge the Marion Council to leave the
guidelines unchanged.

Kind regards,

Meghan
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To: Electronic Mail <ElectronicMail@marion.sa.gov.au>
Subject: Southern suburbs Amendment

1, Nicolle Snell, DO NOT support City of Marions planned 'Southern Suburbs Residential Policy Code Amendment'.

Personally we have already had an neighbouring property approved to build a 9 metre high extension which will cause significant overshadowing and loss of privacy to our property
along with the many complications mentioned below. This was approved BEFORE this proposed amendment has even been approved so this consultation with residents is a joke.
Council decided and acted as though it’s the current policy already. Shameful, presumptuous and grossly unfair.

With plans for up to four times the current housing density including options to build two storey residential flat buildings, my reasons are as follows;

Environmental factors

« Overshadowing by multi-storey housing in close proximity to existing homes impacting gardens and solar energy production « Increased noise due to higher density living (animal,
human, machine) « Increased pollution in stormwater and increased water runoff from impermeable surfaces, already an issue especially for homes lower than street level « Increase in
heat mapping from loss of tree canopy, green space and permeable surfaces « Loss of habitat and biodiversity from tree and garden removal « Decrease in air quality from loss of green
canopy and increased traffic

Infrastructure factors

« Seacombe Road and Morphett Road intersection is already failing with traffic stationary multiple times a day * Local medical facilities (private and within Flinders Medical Centre) are
already well over capacity * Access to Darlington and Seacliff park pharmacy is already restricted for vulnerable people due to full car parks * On street parking is already impacting
traffic flow and reducing access for Service and Emergency vehicles « On street parking causing compromised safety for pedestrians, especially school children ¢ Increase in road
congestion with more traffic

Social factors
« Placing low cost residential multi-story flat buildings in-between owner occupied high cost properties will cause social tensions and lower property values for surrounding single
dwelling properties « Loss of privacy and views STOP THIS AMENDMENT, AUSTRALIA HAS ENOUGH ROOM AND DOES NOT NEED TO OVERCROWD.

Sent from my iPhone

Duty Officer - Development Services | City of Marion
T: 08 8375 6600 | PO Box 21 Park Holme SA 5043

The City of Marion acknowledges we are situated on the traditional lands of the Kaurna people and recognises the Kaurna people as the traditional custodians of the land.
Ngadlu tampendi Kaurna meyunna yaitya mattanya yaintya yerta
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From: Electronic Mail

To: David Barone
Subject: FW: Southern Suburbs Code Amendment
Date: Thursday, 2 November 2023 12:38:01 PM

From: pat schine!l- [ G

Sent: Thursday, November 2, 2023 12:02 PM
To: Electronic Mail <ElectronicMail@marion.sa.gov.au>
Subject: Southern Suburbs Code Amendment

You don't often get email from pat@schinellas.com.au. Learn why this is important

Hello,
| would like to express my support for the Southern Suburbs Code Amendment.

The proposed code amendment will result in positive outcomes in meeting modern housing
requirements and will provide existing residents options to downsize on their current allotment
to better suit their requirements as they change. The current Hills Neighbourhood zoning
requirements are very restrictive and force current residents to age in place in accommodation
that is not suited excessive to their needs.

The code amendment will also assist in the rejuvenation of housing stock within many of the
neighbourhoods listed possessing homes at the end of their useful life and no longer fit for
purpose.

The proposed minimum frontage and allotment sizing on various site gradients is an intelligent
provision to moderate any overdevelopment as we saw in Warradale and will assist in

modernising the existing neighbourhood character.

Regards, Pat


mailto:pat@schinellas.com.au
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mailto:david.barone@marion.sa.gov.au

From: Electronic Mail

To: David Barone
Subject: FW: Southern Suburbs Code Amendment
Date: Monday, 23 October 2023 8:51:51 AM

From: pmacchio

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2023 9:25 PM
To: Electronic Mail <ElectronicMail@marion.sa.gov.au>
Subject: Southern Suburbs Code Amendment

I would like to express my support for the Southern Suburbs Code Amendment.

The proposed code amendment will provide much needed flexibility in development options to
the suburbs that are currently constrained by the Hills Neighbourhood zoning and Suburban
Neighbourhood zoning.

The code amendment will support the revitalisation of established neighbourhoods with much of
the existing housing supply in Seaview Downs, Seacombe Heights and parts of Marino at the end
of their useful life. The opportunities presented for low density infill development in these areas
will add character and rejuvenate the existing neighbourhood profile and provide a significant
capital uplift.

The continued use of site gradient to determine minimum frontage and allotment sizing is a
natural barrier to avoid the pitfalls of infill that have been observed around Warradale from
extending up the hill. The infill will also make an important contribution to new housing supply
that is currently lacking to the south of the Adelaide CBD whilst the existing public transport
infrastructure servicing the suburbs affected by the code amendment presents a noteworthy
advantage.

The Southern Suburbs Code Amendment will also provide economic growth opportunities that
will not only benefit the City of Marion but will flow on into the broader economy for years to
come.

| commend the City of Marion for undertaking the code amendment.
Regards,

Paul Macchia
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