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To Whom it May Concern 
 
 
RE: Submission to Draft South District Plan 
 
 
I wish to voice my objection to the proposed South District Plan. I will outline below 
why I object to the plan. 
 
I would like to start with the fact that I am a long term resident of Hurlstone Park. I 
have owned my home since 1970 and I have seen the area grow and develop and 
become quite busy since then. In that time, I have seen the trees return to the area. 

when the suburb was first developed. As residents planted trees and watched them 
grow, we saw a resurgence of birds and lizards and other wildlife, flock to the area. 
Now, with the prospect of too much development, too many high-rises and not 
enough backyards and trees, we will witness the displacement of all these beautiful, 
native creatures that have made the Inner West their home. I feel that as a society, 
we should feel ashamed of ourselves and our governments for not keeping up with 
world standards for green spaces and the return of wildlife to urban areas. I feel that 
we are actually moving backwards, driving animals out of the area and forcing back 

 
 
Now, I will address the plan.  
 
According to the Canterbury-Bankstown Express 11/10/2015 the Government plans 
for 36,000 dwellings along the Sydenham/ Bankstown Metro line over 20 years. Not 
having an approximate number for Hurlstone Park, the station and environs, means 
that developers and Councils, under the guise of fulfilling the targets can manipulate 
the numbers and density of developments. This is the case for all the stations along 
the line. Canterbury station, for instance, has experienced a massive increase in 
development since the Draft Metro Plan was released in 2015, even before work on 

adopt

areas that might have been industrial and/or residential with little consideration given 
to how these developments integrate into the surrounding environment in terms of 
character and community. 
brick flats. An eyesore!  
 



In regards to housing diversity, developer obsession with high density is not the way 

an article highlighting the large number of derelict, unused and public menace 
dwellings of all types throughout the inner city. Such places exist everywhere and, at 
a time when housing is a critical issue, to continue to disrupt communities by forcing 
people out of homes they have lived in for years and not tap this potential resource is 
hard to fathom. Perhaps Councils can identify such spaces and investigate the 

maintenance. This could have the effect of releasing more spaces for development. 
If nothing else it would encourage owners to pay more attention to the upkeep of 
their property.  
 
As a senior, I have toyed with the idea of downsizing. However, surveys show that 
many seniors who want to move out of large homes do not want to downsize into an 
upsize high rise and I agree with these surveys. I would prefer a smaller dwelling, 
such as a town house, with green space. The vast majority of units in high rise 
developments are studios or one bedroom units. There may be a smaller number of 
two bedroom units but rarely three, never four. This arrangement would seem to limit 
the choice for families but be favourable to investors who can take advantage of the 
lower mortgage for higher rent. A win/win for developers and investors!  
 
Addressing the issues of affordable housing is paramount, but the plan offers scant 
details. It is important that housing is not just viewed as a land-use and bricks-and -
mortar issue. An example is the concept of new generation boarding houses. It is 
inappropriate that applicants are not required to conduct feasibility studies to ensure 
vulnerable residents have access to the support networks they would require. 
 
The balance of power has rested with developers for too long. As per the Liveability 
Priorities of the plan, developers should accept a narrow of profit margins, giving 
back to the community, and consulting with the community at the outset. Especially 
in areas like Hurlstone park, full of heritage homes a street-scapes, a developer 
should be required to prove the worth of their development to the community, rather 
than the community being forced to react to poor development proposals. I am 
exhausted from all of the objections I have worked on. 
 
Developers must be mandated to contribute to local infrastructure, and provide a fair 
percentage of housing that is affordable for both rentals and owner-occupiers. 
 
I do hope that my objection is considered with the gravity that it was prepared. 
 
With great anticipation, 
 
 
Athina Lagounaris 
 
160 Duntroon St, 
HURLSTONE PARK  NSW  2193 
 
PLEASE REDACT MY NAME AND ADDRESS FROM MY SUBMISSION WHEN 
MADE PUBLIC. 


