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Dear Committee Members,

Thank you for giving your time and attention to this matter of secondary dwellings on rural lands RU1
to RU6.

I live in the Northern Rivers region of NSW where land prices have increased dramatically in the past
few years, making the cost of building or buying a home unreachable for most essential workers. Many,
if not most of these workers are born locals who have grown up within the area in their parents home
and who wish to remain locally based but cannot afford to buy or even rent a home locally.

Given the area is predominately rural with many small family farms, there is a significant amount of
land resources available for building many of the much needed homes on the farmland, or any other
location where there is an existing rural dwelling. This includes 'Multiple Occupancies' and 'Rural Land
Sharing Communities', which are the result of earlier attempts to make affordable building lots available
to lower income locals, and have been mostly successful.

Regulations of some councils currently require minimum rural lot sizes for dwellings that are many
times that of in-town lots and also restrict the lot to only one dwelling house. This may have been
appropriate when the priority was to preserve the countryside nature of the area, however, our world
has moved on and now the priority is housing - affordable housing! Having secondary dwellings on
comparatively large rural lots would barely be noticeable and would help provide the housing rural
workers need. This could actually help enhance the nature of the countryside and help keep families
together as multi-generational custodians of the rural land.

Some councils have resisted approving secondary dwellings on rural lots, yet need to achieve affordable
housing quotas, which is hard to comprehend, imo. There is virtually no cost to councils as these
secondary dwellings utilise the existing water, access, sewerage and power on the lot. The argument
that council facilities & services in-town will experience additional load ignores the fact that that will
be the case regardless of where the additional dwellings are built - whether rural or in-town. Another
argument is the increase in traffic. This completely overlooks the reality of the living experience in
regional areas where a car is essential to access essential services such as hospitals, doctors, dentists,
Centrelink, council offices, supermarkets & shopping malls and, in many cases, getting to work. Even
with in-town housing, a car is needed to live a normal quality of life.

I hope the committee will see fit to enable NSW home owners to have detached secondary dwellings
on their rural lots, regardless of their local council's attitude.

Thank you for your attention.

Best regards,





