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24 June 2026

Department of Planning Housing and Infrastructure
4 Parramatta Suare

12 Darcy S

PARRAMATTA NSW 2150

Via On line submission

Re VARIATIONS AND CHANGES TO COMPLYING DEVELOPMENT

Dear Project Team Leader

The Glebe Society (the Society) has three core pillars driving its advocacy. Those pillars
are Community, Environment and Heritage. The Society was established in 1969 and
today has almost 400 members residing in Glebe and Forest Lodge.

The Society acknowledges the NSW Government’s and the Department’s initiatives to
streamline the existing state planning system. We note there are 2 planning initiatives
currently open for community consultation in parallel. They are the Targeted Assessment
Development Discussion Paper and the Explanation of Intended Effects (EIE) for the
Complying Development (CDC) variations and changes.

This submission is in respect of the latter.

We understand that the overall objective is to shift the reliance away from Development
Applications (DA’s) and move towards Complying Development Certificates (CDC’s) with
greater than existing flexibility for all future low risk, low impact developments.

We further understand that this is to be achieved by allowing certain variations to existing
complying development standards and various Codes SEPP. Councils are to retain the
responsibility for the assessment of variations to the development standards.

We note that in Section 3.3 of the EIE certain variations to Part 3 of the Housing Code are
proposed for the most common types of standards where minor non compliance might
otherwise prevent a DA approval. Those variations include set backs, habitable ground
floor windows on narrow lots, building heights and gross floor areas (notwithstanding that
the number of variations would be limited to 3 or 4).

One of our members has been advised by the acting Project Team Leader that the
Department is “not proposing to make any variations or changes to the Codes SEPP that
affect heritage conservation areas within the EIE that is currently on exhibition”. That is
comforting to know, notwithstanding that it relates to the current EIE.

However, the Society notes that Section 3.6 provides for regular reviews once the
changes have been operating. We wish to make the case that Heritage Conservation
Areas remain excluded from these changes.



With minor exception, the suburbs of Glebe and Forest Lodge are located in numerous
adjoining Heritage Conservation Areas largely comprising of intact Victorian terraces,
villas and streetscapes. We are within the boundaries of the City of Sydney and as such
are living in one of the highest* population densities of Australia. *source City of Sydney.

Heritage Conservation Areas are unique, individual in character which in turn determines
their preservation requirements and contribution to the broader urban fabric.

Despite the high population density, the existing housing in Glebe and Forest Lodge is
predominately low rise as determined by its subdivisional pattern that is representative of
early Sydney settlements with some subsequent infill.

By contrast the Heritage Conservation Areas in say north shore Willoughby are generally
stand alone single storey mid war homes on spacious allotments. The Heritage
Conservation Area at Haberfield is characterised by largely intact Federation homes also
on spacious allotments. Although different they equally contribute to the heritage
character of Sydney.

Similarly each heritage listed item, be it local or state listed is unique in character, period,
curtilage and contribution to the local area or the state that for it to be subject to
standardised Code SEPP variations would be detrimental to the item.

The Society notes that the Targeted Assessment Development Discussion Paper infers
that developments in Heritage Conservation Area are not appropriate to the Complying
Development pathway.

The Society submits that development in Heritage Conservation Areas and of heritage

listed items could not respond to the most common type of standards and must therefore
remain within the DA development pathway.

Yours sincerely

Duncan Leys
Acting President



