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Planning Reform Team,
Regarding your email of Feb 27, I would like to add the following to my previous submission.
Residential Low Policy Area 20 West Torrens Council.
Brief history of our address and adjoining properties. In 1957 a builder subdivided a large parcel
of land as follows:Lots 1-4, 193-187, Marion Road Richmond, with frontage to Marion Road of 16m.
Lot 5 66 Lucas Street, Richmond, frontage to Lucas Street of 18.5m
Lots 6-9 64-58 Lucas Street Richmond, frontage to Lucas street 16m
My wife and I live at
and are concerned that #66 could be subdivided into two
brocks of 9.25m wide. This in itself is reasonable but when you consider the depth of the above
blocks in Lucas Street of 64m it would not be a desirable result. Who would want land of that
dimensions for a single residence?
We notice that the set-back proposal is now 5m! Due to the depth of the blocks above, the
builder set the houses back by approx., 17m. Quite a good safety zone for out of control vehicles.
It seems that hammerhead type subdivisions could be allowed, having been cancelled per the
Development Plan of 25 June, 2015, City of West Torrens, copy attached. There are a number of
hammerhead or battle axe subdivisions at the eastern end of Lucas Street and adjacent Redin
Street which were approved years ago but none after 2015. This annoyed us, and although we
may not take advantage of the new rules, we would like the opportunity to do so if we wished.
Another area of concern to us is the number of flats or units being built of residential size blocks.
New developments on Brooker Terrace Richmond have five two storey units on the one block
with no space for trees, shrubs or gardens. Another at 2 Rankine Road Torrensville takes up the
whole block with car parking on the ground floor and three upper floors of apartments. The
building completely overshadows the house at #4, and is out of character with the surrounding
homes.
With any building construction consideration must been given to adjacent properties that have
solar panels or thinking about their installation.
Thank you for accepting a late submission,
R E & C M Wallace

