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My name is Imogen Myers, and I’m in my early 20s, living in the Hawkesbury area. I’m 
writing to share my thoughts on the Rural Housing and Second Dwellings Reform, 
especially the proposed changes to the Rural Housing SEPP. 

Like many young people, I want to stay in my local area to be close to family, work, and 
the community I grew up in. But with the current cost of housing and limited options in 
rural areas, owning a home or even finding an affordable rental feels almost impossible. 

The proposed reforms to Part 3A of the Rural Housing Code and SEPP Housing 2021 are 
an important step in helping people like me find realistic housing options in rural and 
regional communities. However, for these reforms to make a real difference, they need 
to make it easier to build or live in smaller, secondary dwellings on existing properties. 

Right now, detached dual occupancies (a second home on the same block) are often 
not allowed in rural zones, and can’t be approved under a Complying Development 
Certificate (CDC). This means families who want to build a small home for a young 
adult, or for parents to downsize into, often face long, expensive approval processes — 
or simply can’t do it at all. 

I’d also like the Committee to consider changing the rules for ancillary developments 
such as sheds, carports, or pools. These can’t currently be approved under a CDC if 
there’s more than one dwelling on the property. That restriction seems unnecessary, 
especially if the development meets existing safety and design standards. 

Allowing detached dual occupancies and related developments in Part 3A – Rural 
Housing Code, Part 3D – Inland Housing Code, and SEPP Housing 2021 would make 
housing more flexible, affordable, and achievable for rural families. 

In my case and for many others my age it could mean the difference between staying in 
my community or having to move away because there are no affordable options nearby. 

Allowing detached dual occupancies and second dwellings would: 

• Let families build a small, affordable home for younger or older family members. 

• Give young people a chance to save and live independently without leaving their 
hometown. 

• Help older parents stay close to family and “age in place.” 

• Reduce pressure on the rental market and the formal DA system. 

• Support local trades and businesses through small-scale, local construction. 

In areas like the Hawkesbury, where the cost of building or buying is already high, these 
simple changes would make a big difference not just for individuals, but for the 
community as a whole. 



This reform is a real opportunity to make rural housing more practical and affordable. 
Allowing detached dual occupancies and small ancillary developments where there are 
no more than two dwellings on site would help more people especially younger 
generations get a start in the housing market, while keeping rural character and 
community values intact. 

Thank you for considering this submission and for taking steps toward a fairer and more 
flexible rural housing system in NSW. 

 


