BACKGROUND
The Friends of the City of Unley Society, Inc, (FOCUS) was formed as a communitybased organisation in October 2003 and later incorporated in June 2004 by residents
concerned about preserving the historical character of the City of Unley.
The aim of FOCUS is to
• promote planning policies that ensure retention of existing amenity: character,
gardens, open space, and trees throughout the City of Unley.
• influence development application assessment that insists on rigorous criteria to
ensure only high quality and sympathetic development proceeds in the City of
Unley.
• seek Council control over demolition of buildings built prior to WWII and
significant trees with consultative, transparent, and accountable decisionmaking processes.
• establish and maintain the Society as a force that asserts its views at every
opportunity to all levels of Government that regulate development in the Unley
area.
• establish and maintain the Society as a force that, as a matter of course, all
development authorities consult, on the basis of good faith, before strategic
development decisions are made.

SUBMISSION
It is within this construct that FOCUS makes a submission to the Minister for Planning
associated with of a proposed Code Amendment, to rezone the land for 79-85 Mary
Street, 58 Arthur Street and 62 Arthur Street Unley by Arthur and Mary Street Pty Ltd –
the Designated Entity responsible for the preparation of the Code Amendment.
Given the history of this site, FOCUS is supportive of creating a sympathetic in-fill
residential development and is not opposed to the rezoning of this land for residential
use, with the following caveats;
• FOCUS supports the ‘historic area overlay’ being maintained as a requirement
for the dwellings associated with Arthur Street, (Nos 58-66).
• It is the view of FOCUS that the proposed building footprint for each residence,
across Areas 1, 2 and 3 (which is within an Established Neighbourhood Zone) is
too small. It is FOCUS’s view that the minimum site area should be based on
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existing norms for such a development. FOCUS provides the following example
from the City of Port Adelaide Enfield1;
o detached dwelling, be no less that 300 sq metres
o semi-detached dwelling, be no less that 270 sq metres and
o group dwelling, be no less that 250 sq metres.

•

•

•

In addition, development should have a maximum building height of 7.5
metres measured from natural ground level to the highest point of the building
or no greater than 2 storeys. Two storey components of dwellings should be
setback a minimum of 5.5 metres from their rear boundary. This would match
the surrounds across the City of Unley for a landlocked development, within an
Established Neighbourhood Zone, as this residential footprint is not associated
with a significant arterial road. It also reflects the adjacent build on the western
boundary which is also 2 storeys.
FOCUS notes that there are a small number of 3 storey dwellings in the City of
Unley, however these are restricted to locations on significant arterial roads or
backing onto creeks, stormwater or walk - bikeways, thus not impinging on
other neighbours.
Garaging needs to be of adequate width and have sufficient manoeuvring
space to actually park a car. FOCUS suspects that the design is not based on a
popular mid-sized SUV commonly in use in Unley. There are many examples of
new developments in the West and South side of the city and areas around
Bowden where it is almost impossible for most people to park their car in the
minimalist garage described by developers. As a result, residents use the
garage for storage and park on the street, causing increased congestion and
frustration for visitors, emergency services and waste collection vehicles.
Retention of all mature trees on the site which are mostly around the
boundary of the site is critical. We support the establishment of the ‘pocket park’
described within the area, however it is unclear if this meets the criteria of at
least 12.5% of the land for community use, and perhaps this area needs to be
increased.
Consideration should be made to increase the size of the proposed pocket
park to include the area associated with Area 2’s access service road. This
narrow strip of land on the western boundary of 66 Arthur Street is continuous
due to safety and noise to this area. Access to Area 2 dwellings, each group
dwelling be no less that 250 sq metres and no greater that two (2) storeys in
height (by FOCUS’s recommendation), would be accessed via the new internal
roadway.
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https://www.cityofpae.sa.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0014/412331/Info_DevelopmentGuide10Residenti
alDevelopmentWithinResidentialZonePolicyArea55.pdf

•

•

•

•

The proposed new road is narrow (there appears no or minimal room for onstreet parking for visitors etc), and therefore appropriate setbacks and driveway
requirements should be reviewed as this will be of critical importance for
Emergency Services vehicles and weekly waste collection access.
o FOCUS believes from the Developers perspective the roadway, once
built, will be handed back as a one-way public road to the City of Unley.
Currently it is FOCUS’ s understanding there is no agreement on this by
the ‘City’. The City of Unley has very few one-way streets and may not
have any desire to take responsibility for on-going maintenance of a
new road built by the developer Arthur and Mary Street Pty Ltd.
Arthur and Mary Streets are some of the earliest infrastructures associated
with the evolution of the City of Unley. Being close to the Adelaide CBD, these
streets are viewed by residents and commuters alike as both narrow and
congested, which we understand is supported by Council survey data. Egress
to the site is problematic. Not only from a resident perspective but also from
both Emergency Services and waste collection.
o It is unclear from FOCUS’s perspective if the proposed entry and exit to
both Arthur and Mary Streets meet Australian standards and as such
must be reviewed.
o With respect to the proposed one-way public street, has there been any
consideration to the knock-on traffic implications to the surrounding
streets such as Queen Street, which is parallel to the proposed new
roadway.
The City of Unley is a great supporter of local small businesses. As a result,
there are a significant number of cultural events facilitated by the City in areas
along the King William Road precinct. Events such as The Tour Down-Under
and wine, food and fashion fests are greatly patronised by the public. FOCUS
notes with some concern that within the traffic report there is little or no
reference to the impacts on traffic within this development when these events
are on, knowing this area is already seen as congested. It is FOCUS’s view that
this is either an oversight or a failure in this report, which needs attention.
FOCUS believes there should be some linkage to the history of the City of Unley.
This could be captured in the street name, the proposed pocket park or something
creative within the overall design. FOCUS provides the following ideas2:
o Bulls Creek Road, now known as Unley Road

o
o
o
o
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Lazy Jane Road, now known as Queen Street
West Row, now known as King William Road
Bayswater Road or Wurm Street, lost streets in City of Unley
Fordene, an 1854 house-name on Mary Street3

"Unley Heritage Research Study for the City of Unley" (2006)

https://data.environment.sa.gov.au/Content/heritage-surveys/2-Unley-Heritage-Research-Study-Vol-12006.pdf
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o Cooke Street, John H. COOKE, J.P. was the first City of Unley Mayor
1904-19074
o Vaughan Street or Pate Street, as Vaughan Pate Ltd, in 1945/46, was
the company who built a large factory for the production of Coldstream
refrigerators on this site5.
o A location name, associated with the traditional Country of the Kaurna
people, negotiated with Kaurna Elders.
FOCUS wishes to highlight 3 sites which have had development treatments
sympathetic to the values and aims of both FOCUS and residents living in the City of
Unley. These are successful 2-storey developments in
• Boothby Court, Unley,
• the former Walford Boarding House site in Commercial Road Hyde Park and
• the western side of The Abbey (Toop&Toop) – 88 King William Road Goodwood.
FOCUS is aware these developments are highly sought after by purchasers wishing to
move into the City of Unley.
Finally, the quality of build is important. Unley is and should continue to be known for
longevity and quality-built environments. FOCUS reserves the rights to comment,
without prejudice, when this part of the planning process is released for comment.

Authorised by Mary Rumbold, President - Friends of the City of Unley Society, Inc, (FOCUS)
focusonunley@gmail.com http://www.focusonunley.org

4
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https://www.unley.sa.gov.au/Events-programs-facilities/Facilities-venues/Unley-Museum/Unleys-history
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https://plan.sa.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0010/1101421/Mary_and_Arthur_Streets_Unley_Code_Ame
ndment_-_E3_Historical_Area_Context.pdf

