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LOST IN TRANSLATION 

PLANNING AND DESIGN CODE TRASHES HERITAGE PROTECTIONS 

The State Government’s draft Planning and Design Code has dealt a potentially 
fatal blow to the state’s heritage protections by failing to include key information 
that defines the protection for historic buildings across the State. 
 
Under the proposed new planning rules, heritage protections are applied through a ‘heritage 
overlay’ which defines what is to be protected and puts controls on modification and demolition of 
properties in those areas.  Currently, there are around 140 such historic conservation areas across 
the state, across 25 council areas.  Most of the protected heritage buildings in the state are within 
these areas, which in total amount to less than 3% of all buildings in South Australia. 
 
Despite months of spin and misinformation from the State Planning Commission about maintaining 
heritage protections, buried within the 5000 pages of the unwieldy draft Code documents is further 
evidence of the Commission’s intention to gut current protections for our heritage by neglecting to 
include meaningful information about what should be protected under the new rules. 
 
Under the new Code, ‘historic area statements’ are meant to define what is to be retained in these 
areas and protected from demolition or inappropriate development.  However, these detailed 
descriptions of what is most highly valued and valuable in these areas are conspicuously absent 
from the draft Code, just one of many critical omissions.  The draft Code offers no effective or 
consistent policy to provide protection for the built heritage that is the heart of these historic 
conservation zones, which comprise the most valuable and cherished historic streetscapes, 
neighborhoods and townships in the state. 

Instead, the Commission, three weeks after releasing the draft Code for public consultation, asked 
local councils to do that work.  The draft historic area statements provided to 12 rural councils by 
the State Planning Commission are particularly poor. Rural councils are especially disadvantaged as 
they have been given barely a month to review the historic area statements and to consult with 
their communities by 29 November.  If allowed to pass these inadequate, vague and loose 
descriptions proposed by the Commission would effectively remove meaningful protections for 
hundreds of our most historically significant buildings in towns such as Robe, Penola and Moonta. 



 

 

The statements proposed by the Commission consist of sketchy and often incoherent phrases that 
can easily be circumvented meaning that what is most valued in some of our most significant 
heritage towns will no longer be protected from damaging alteration or demolition. 

This farcical process could have been avoided if the Code had actually been complete when 
released for public consultation in October and if there had been proper public consultation on the 
future of heritage protection under the new planning system.  As it stands, the Code will expose 
thousands of historic places to the risk of demolition by removing or watering down protections 
that have been in place for decades.  This is unacceptable and yet another breach of faith by the 
State Planning Commission in translating heritage protections into the new planning system. 
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