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1 Executive Summary

The South Australian Government is reviewing the planning rules for Festival Plaza to ensure this prime
location in Adelaide’s city centre provides the greatest benefits for the state and our community.

The Festival Plaza Code Amendment reviews the planning rules, focussing on providing clear building height
and design guidance, to ensure the remaining development site is maximised to make Festival Plaza a world-
class hub for the arts, culture, tourism and entertainment.

The site of the proposed development is located within the City Riverbank Zone. This code amendment
reviews the policy of the City Riverbank Zone (Entertainment Subzone) to ensure the most can be made of
the site and the development opportunity for the state.

The draft planning rules came into effect on an interim basis at the same time as being released for
consultation to ensure that any undesirable development applications were not submitted for this important
precinct while the rules were reviewed.

Feedback was invited on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment from 12 September to 24 October 2024.

Public engagement on the draft Code Amendment was delivered in accordance with the engagement plan,
developed in-line with the Community Engagement Charter.

A total of 87 submissions were received during the consultation period from community, industry, advocacy
groups, and government agencies.

The majority of submissions did not support the Code Amendment (62 of the 87 submissions, including
submissions from the Woodville Residents of Charles Sturt, with members unanimously opposing the Code
Amendment, and the North Adelaide Society, which represents about 200 residents).

The most commonly raised issues during consultation largely related to building height guidance and the
impacts of a potential tower building at the site indicated in the concept plan, including concern about:

e the acceptable height for a tower building in Festival Plaza, suggesting 40 levels is too high

¢ building on the Adelaide parklands, particularly a building that is not for entertainment, arts and
culture, health or public use

e impacts on the heritage values of the national and state listed Parliament House and nearby heritage
buildings, such as Festival Theatre and the Torrens Parade Ground, including overshadowing
buildings along North Terrace

e obstructing views of linear park, the northern fagade of Parliament House, the Railway Station,
Festival Theatre and the River Torrens / Karrawirra Parri

e building on Festival Plaza, suggesting the site identified in the concept plan should remain
undeveloped to create green space or a space for community purposes such as recreation, festivals
or concerts

e loss of the geometry of the square mile of Adelaide's CBD as per Colonel Light’s vision.

The key areas of support raised during consultation included:

o the building height and design guidance provides an opportunity to build a high-quality, iconic
building that makes a bold statement, strengthens the CBD skyline and improves business growth

e Adelaide needs more taller buildings to use space more efficiently

e abuilding of about 40 levels in Festival Plaza could provide opportunities to benefit the community
such as a public viewing deck or museum

e a building of 38-40 levels is needed to minimise the bulk of a lower height building


https://plan.sa.gov.au/have_your_say/code-amendments/view_consultation_item?queries_search_query=Festival_Plaza_Code_Amendment
https://plan.sa.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/1404368/Festival-Plaza-Code-Amendment-Engagement-Plan.pdf
https://plan.sa.gov.au/our_planning_system/instruments/community_engagement_charter
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e acknowledgement of the amount of work and due diligence undertaken to ensure the best outcomes
for Adelaide through the proposed code amendment.

The majority of submissions were received from community, and submissions were also received from a range
of targeted stakeholder groups, demonstrating broad awareness of the consultation.

The engagement evaluation survey demonstrated community felt they were able to access the information
they needed to take an informed view and understood why they were asked for their feedback and how it
would be considered.

However, concern was raised about the level of influence public feedback would have over the outcome, with
several participants feeling that a decision on the final Code Amendment had already been made.

While the engagement process was found to meet the minimum requirements to meet the Community
Engagement Charter principles, there were some concerns regarding confidence in the engagement process.

Amendments to the draft Code Amendment are proposed following the consultation, focussing on Concept
Plan 153 - City Riverbank - Festival Plaza, in particular:

e specifying a minimum setback of 9m from Parliament House's northern fagade to preserve its visual
integrity and heritage value; and

® additional detail to preserve view lines to the Parliament House Balcony and Aedicular Corner of
classical columns and pilasters to maintain heritage prominence within Festival Plaza.

2 Purpose

This report has been prepared by the Chief Executive of the Department for Housing and Urban Development
(the Designated Entity) for consideration by the Minister for Planning (the Minister) in adopting the Festival
Plaza Code Amendment.

The report details the engagement that has been undertaken, including any variations from the engagement
plan, the outcomes of the engagement including a summary of the feedback received, the response to the
feedback and the proposed changes to the Code Amendment. In addition, the report evaluates the
effectiveness of the engagement and whether the principles of the Community Engagement Charter have been
achieved.

3 Introduction

The South Australian Government is reviewing the planning rules for Festival Plaza to ensure this prime
location in Adelaide’s city centre provides the greatest benefits for the state and our community.

Aspects such as building height, siting, contribution to public space and relationships to heritage buildings
such as Parliament House are all important planning considerations for new development in the precinct.

The draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment reviews the planning rules, focussing on providing clear building
height and design guidance, to ensure the remaining development site is maximised to make Festival Plaza a
world-class hub for the arts, culture, tourism and entertainment.

To achieve the wider vision, the Chief Executive, with the approval of the Minister for Planning, initiated a
Planning and Design Code amendment in accordance with section 73(2)(b) of the Planning Development and
Infrastructure Act 2016 (the Act).
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Through the Code Amendment investigations, a review was undertaken into the alignment of strategic plan
outcomes envisaged for Festival Plaza with the current policy and zoning to determine whether the policy
contained in the Planning and Design Code is a barrier to relisation of these.

The existing planning rules do not set a maximum building height. They provide general guidance for
development higher than 20 building levels so they are of exemplary design and have minimal impact on the
River Torrens / Karrawirra Parri.

A concept plan for Festival Plaza is included in the draft Code Amendment, which identifies an appropriate
location for buildings taller than 20 levels, or 71 metres, and provides a policy framework that could allow up
to 40 levels, subject to appropriate building design.

The draft Code Amendment aims to remove ambiguous policy and strengthen the planning rules for buildings
more than 20 levels high by requiring them to align with the concept plan.

It also specifies buildings higher than 20 building levels or 71 metres will:

e exemplary design quality and architecture that is contemporary and innovative and respectful of the
heritage buildings, Adelaide Park Lands setting and civic functions of the locality

e not be located adjacent to the River Torrens / Karrawirra Parri

e positively respond to the local context strong connections between important buildings, public spaces,
the Adelaide Park Lands and other key destinations.

An engagement plan was developed in-line with the Community Engagement Charter to inform and consult
stakeholders and communities about the proposed changes and invite their feedback to help shape the final
Code Amendment.

The purpose of the engagement was to:

e raise awareness of the draft Code Amendment, focussing on ensuring the City Riverbank Zone and
Entertainment Subzone provides clear building height and design guidance

e gather informed feedback on the draft Code Amendment from stakeholders and interested community
for consideration in finalising the Code Amendment

¢ inform stakeholders and interested community of the engagement outcomes and final decision
e meet statutory engagement requirements for Code Amendments.

The draft Code Amendment came into ‘early commencement’, which means the draft rules came into effect
on an interim basis at the same time as being released for consultation. The early commencement process is
used when the Minister considers that the rule changes need to be applied immediately in the interests of
orderly and proper development and to counter applications for undesirable development.

This draft Code Amendment commenced early to ensure undesirable development applications are not
submitted for this important precinct while the planning rules for Festival Plaza are reviewed.

4 Engagement approach

The process for amending a designated instrument (including the process to amend the Planning and Design
Code) is set out in the Act. The Act requires consultation in relation to the Code Amendment to comply with
the Community Engagement Charter.
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The Designated Entity prepared an engagement plan to apply the principles of the Community Engagement
Charter.

The engagement objectives were to:

¢ inform stakeholders and interested community of why the draft Code Amendment has been developed
and the proposed amendments to the planning rules.

¢ inform stakeholders and interested community of the opportunity to provide feedback on the draft Code
Amdendment

e ensure all affected stakeholders and interested community have:
0 appropriate opportunities to provide their feedback on the draft Code Amendment

0 equitable access to the information they need to provide relevant and meaningful feedback
for consideration in finalising the Code Amendment

o sufficient time to hear of the consultation, understand what is proposed and provide their
feedback on the draft Code Amendment.

e gather relevant and meaningful feedback from stakeholders and interested community for
consideration in finalising the Code Amendment for the Minister’s decision.

¢ inform stakeholders and interested community of the consultation and Code Amendment process’
outcomes.

Aspects of the project which stakeholders and the community could influence were:
e issues and/or opportunities that should be considered in preparing this Code Amendment
¢ the policy underpinning this Code Amendment, particularly:
o0 building height guidance for new developments within Festival Plaza
0 design guidance for new developments within Festival Plaza.

Aspects of the project which stakeholders and the community cannot influence are:

e design of specific buildings proposed within Festival Plaza
e spacial appliction of the City Riverbank Zone and Entertainment Subzone
e general development policies in the Planning and Design Code (this relates to state-wide policy)

e standard policies and wording contained in zones and overlays in the Planning and Design Code (this
relates to state-wide policy).

The engagement period for this Code Amendment ran from 12 September 2024 to 24 October 2024.

4.1 Engagement activities

The following engagement activities were delivered during the consultation period.
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Engagement or
promotion activity

Description

Stakeholders

Direct stakeholder
emails/letters

A letter was sent to all affected and adjacent
landowner/occupiers and key stakeholders advising
of the draft Code Amendment and its early
commencment, providing details of where to find
more information and inviting feedback. Key
stakeholder and community organisations were also
encouraged to share information across their
networks.

Letters were sent directly to 43 stakeholders and
389 landowners/holders.

See Attachment 1 to view stakeholder letters.

Affected and adjacent
landowners/occupiers,
state and Federal MPs,
government agencies,
local government,
Traditional Owners,
planning and
development industry
bodies, heritage
representative bodies,
nearby businesses
community organisations

Direct email to Kaurna
Yerta Aboriginal
Corporation (KYAC)

An email was sent directly to the KYAC
representative, following the stakeholder letter, to
advise of the draft Code amendment and
consultation, and request advice regarding their
level of interest in the draft Code Amendment and
the best way to engage. Presenting at the October
KNYA Board meeting was discussed but was not
possible.

KYAC

PlanSA website:

e consultation page

e news story

e homepage
banner

e events page

The Code Amendment consultation page provided
detailed information about the draft Code
Amendment, its early commencement and how to
provide feedback, along with all consultation
documents and contact details for further
information. It included details of online information
sessions, which were also promoted on the PlanSA
events page.

An online submission form was available to submit
feedback directly via the webpage.

The consultation and early commencement was
promoted on the homepage via a homepage banner
throughout the consutlation period and a news
story.

PlanSA news story viewed 247 times by 179
people.

See Attachment 1 to view PlanSA website content.

Government and industry
key stakeholders (primary
audience), all
stakeholders and
community

PlanSA Code
Amendment
subscriber notification
email

An email notification was sent to all PlanSA
subscribers for updates to relevant Code
Amendments.

Email sent to more than 100 subscribers.

Planning practitioners,
industry, state agencies,
community with an
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Engagement or
promotion activity

Description

Stakeholders

See Attachment 1 to view the email notification.

interest in planning in
Adelaide’s CBD

YourSAy website
consultation page and
online survey

The consultation page provided easy to understand
information about the draft Code Amendment and
details of online information sessions, with
frequently asked questions, the fact sheet, concept
plan and draft Code Amendment document
available for further details, as well as contact
details for further information.

Website content could be translated into more than
200 languages to ensure information was
accessible to culturally and linguistically diverse
communities.

The online survey provided a simple and accessible
way to make a submission and guided feedback on
areas of the draft Code Amendment that could be
influenced by the community.

The ‘questions’ tool was available for community to
directly contact the project team with questions
through the website, however no questions were
submitted.

YourSAy page viewed 968 times by 663 people.

Draft Code Amendment downloaded 382 times by
222 people and draft concept plan downloaded 159
times by 136 people.

113 people visited the online survey and 46
submitted feedback.

See Attachment 1 to view YourSAy website content.
See Attachment 2 to view YourSAy website metrics.

Broader community and
community organisations
(primary audience),
culturally and
linguistically diverse
communities, all
stakeholders

Frequently asked
questions (FAQs)

Document published on PlanSA and YourSAy
website, and FAQs embedded in YourSAy webpage
providing further inforamtion regarding potential
questions, concerns and about key themes.
Included in the communications pack.

85 views and 40 downloads on YourSAy website.

See Attachment 1 to view the FAQs.

Interested and affected
landowners/occupiers
and community (primary
audience), all
stakeholders

Fact sheet

Document published on PlanSA and YourSAy
website to provide a short, plain-English summary

Broader community and
community organisations,
Kaurna, state and
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Engagement or
promotion activity

Description

Stakeholders

of the draft Code Amendment and how to provide
feedback. Included in the communications pack.

58 views on YourSAy website.

See Attachment 1 to view the fact sheet.

Federal MPs, planning
and building industry
bodies, heritage bodies

Planning Ahead and
YourSAy e-newsletters

Information about the draft Code Amendment and
consultation were published in the Planning Ahead
e-newsletter published on 16 October 2024.

Links to the consultation page were published in the
YourSAy monthly e-newsletters in 19 September
and 18 October 2024.

Planning Ahead e-news was delivered to 2,668
people, opened by 1,540 people and had 74 link
clicks.

YourSAy e-news was sent to 71,012 people,
opened 27,982 times and had 208 link clicks.

See Attachment 1 to view the e-newsletter articles
and YourSAy e-news metrics.

Planning Ahead e-news:

state government staff
with an interest in
planning, local
government planning
practitioners, planning
and building industry

YourSAy e-news:

Broader community,
community organisations,
state government

Social media

Social media posts to raise awareness of the draft
Code Amendment and opportunity to provide
feedback and to promote the information sessions.

PlanSA Facebook boosted post ($100) reached
8,132 people, 154 clicks, 26 reactions, 10
comments, 2 shares.

PlanSA Facebook organic posts reached 633
people with 6 reactions.

PlanSA Twitter achieved 146 impressions and 1
retweet.

SPC Linkedin achieved 1,499 impressions and 48
engagements.

YourSAy Facebook reached 362 people with 5
engagements, 4 clicks, 4 reactions and 1 share.

YourSAy Twitter achieved 164 impressions and 3
tweets.

See Attachment 1 to view social media posts and
metrics.

Broader community and
community organisations,
all stakeholders
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Engagement or
promotion activity

Description

Stakeholders

Communications pack

Information about the draft Code Amendment to
promote the consultation provided to key
stakeholders to share across their networks via their
channels.

Social media content, newsletter article, fact sheet
and frequently asked questions were sent with the
stakeholder letter.

Key stakeholder networks
especially:

- planning and building
industry practitioners
- local government
planning practitioners
- people interested in
state and national
heritage

- people interested in
Adelaide Park Lands
- people interested in
Aboriginal cultural
heritage

- broader Kaurna
community

Key stakeholder
information session

A 1-hour, online information session held via Zoom
shortly after consultation launch, with registration
via a private Eventbrite link included in stakeholder
letters, to provide further detail on the draft Code
Amendment and consultation process, and answer
questions from well engaged stakeholders.

It also aimed to ensure council staff were well
informed of the planning requirements, particularly
during early commencement.

Invitations sent to 19 key stakeholder organisations.

17 September, 1:30 pm-2:30 pm, 4 registrations, 4
attendees (2 people joined through one login).

State and Federal
government agencies,
local government,
building and planning
industry bodies, SA
Heritage Council

Online public
information sessions

Two 1-hour online information sessions were held
via Zoom, providing a summary of the draft Code
Amendment, what feedback could influence, how to
provide feedback, where to find more information
followed by a question and answer session.
Registrations via Eventbrite.

Information sessions were promoted via social
media, Eventbrite email, Planning Ahead, PlanSA
and YourSAy websites, in the Code Amendment
document and via the communications pack.

Direct invitation sent in letters to 24 stakeholders
and 389 landowners/occupiers.

Community
organisations, broader
community, local
businesses/industry
representatives, heritage
organisations, City of
Adelaide Mayor, MPs,
landowner/occupiers, key
stakeholders unable to
attend stakeholder
briefing
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Engagement or
promotion activity

Description

Stakeholders

26 September, 11am-12pm: 10 registrations, 7
attendees.

15 October, 5pm-6pm: 12 registrations, 7
attendees.

Eventbrite website and
email

Public event pages were created under the PlanSA
profile for the public information sessions, providing
details of the draft Code Amendment, where to find
more information and providing a platform to
register to join the online events.

A closed event page was created for the key
stakeholder briefing, providing the same general
information but only accessible via direct link.

242 page subscribers received email notification
when the public events were published.

See Attachment 1 to view website content for a
public and key stakeholder session.

Community
organisations, broader
community, key
stakeholdesr unable to
attend stakeholder
briefing

Hard copy Code
Amendment

A hard copy of the Code Amendment was available
for viewing at level 9, 85 Pirie Street in the Adelaide
CBD.

All stakeholders and
interested community
wanting to view a hard
copy of the document

PlanSA helpdesk
(phone and email)

Phone and email details were provided in all
communications materials for stakeholders and
community to ask questions and find out more
information about the draft Code Amendment.
Helpdesk staff available to provide inforamtion and
answer questions and record feedback provided.

3 email queries were received from council
stafffmembers.

All stakeholders and
interested community

Media release and
coverage

A draft media release was prepared to promote the
launch of consultation, but was not issued. Media
notes were provided to the Minister’s office.

Prior to consultation, a media release was issued on
9 April by the Premier and Minister for Planning,
when the Code Amendment was initiated: New
tower to transform Festival Plaza.

The consultation was promoted on ABC Radio
Adelaide, 23 October, 7:14 am-7:25 am and
7:36 am-7:37 am,

Broader South Australian
community, all
stakeholders



https://www.premier.sa.gov.au/media-releases/news-archive/new-tower-to-transform-festival-plaza
https://www.premier.sa.gov.au/media-releases/news-archive/new-tower-to-transform-festival-plaza
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Engagement or Description Stakeholders
promotion activity

A letter to the editor was published in The
Advertiser, 26 October.

What we heard A high-level summary of initial feedback on what Engagement participants

summary was heard during consultation and outlining the next | who provided feedback or
steps was emailed to engagement participants, registered for an online
along with the engagement evaluation survey. information session

Summary emailed to 108 engagement participants.

See Attachment 1 to view the what we heard
summary and Section 5 to view results of the
evaluation survey.

Department for An article providing information about the draft Code | DHUD staff
Housing and Urban Amendment, its early commencement, where to find

Development internal out more and inviting feedback was published in the

e-news staff newsletter, published on the intranet and

emailed directly to all staff.

See Attachment 1 to view the article.

4.2 Mandatory Requirements

The following mandatory engagement requirements have been met:

Notice and consultation with councils

The Charter requires that a council or councils must be directly notified and consulted on a proposed Code
Amendment, where the proposed Code Amendment is specifically relevant to a particular council or councils
(and where the council did not initiate the proposed Code Amendment).

A letter was emailed directly to the City of Adelaide Chief Executive and Mayor informing them of the draft
Code Amendment, its early commencement and inviting the council to provide feedback.

A letter was also sent to Kadaltilla/Adelaide Park Lands Authority, which is the principal advisor to the City of
Adelaide and the South Australian Government on the protection, management, enhancement and
promotion of the Adelaide Park Lands and is a subsidiary of the City of Adelaide.

A submission was received from both the City of Adelaide and Kadaltilla/Adelaide Park Lands Authority.

Notice and consultation with the Local Government Association

The Charter requires that the LGA be notified in writing and consulted, where the proposed Code
Amendment is generally relevant to councils.

While this Code Amendment was specifically relevant to the City of Adelaide, a letter was emailed directly to
the LGA informing them of the draft Code Amendment, its early commencement and inviting them to provide
feedback.

10
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The LGA was also provided with a communications pack to share information about the draft Code
Amendment, its early commencement and how to get involved in the consultation with their networks.

Notice and consultation with owners and occupiers of land

Under section 73(6)(d) of the Act, where a Code Amendment will have a specific impact on one or more
pieces of land in a particular zone or subzone (rather than more generally), the Designated Entity must take
reasonable steps to provide a notice to owners or occupiers of the land (and each piece of adjacent land) as
prescribed by the Regulations.

Contact details of affected and adjacent landowners and occupiers were provided by the City of Adelaide
and all contacts were directly notified of the draft Code Amendment and invited to provide feedback via email
or letter. A total of 389 affected and adjacent landowners and occupiers were directly contacted.

4.3 Compliance with the engagement plan

Engagement was carried out in accordance with the engagement plan, with three exceptions.

e A draft media release was prepared to raise awareness of the draft Code Amendment, its early
commencement and to promote the launch of consultation, as per the engagement plan. The
Minister’s office declined to issue the media release.

e Because a media release was not issued at the launch of consultation, a Facebook post promoting
the consultation and online information sessions was boosted by $100 to increase reach and raise
awareness. The post was boosted early in the consultation (22 September) to raise community
awareness and ensure sufficient time to fully participate in the consutlation. The post reached more
than 8,100 people.

e The DHUD staff newsletter was used as an additional tactic to raise awareness of the draft code
amendment and to promote the consultation, targeting employees across the department.

5 Evaluation of engagement

To ensure the principles of the Community Engagement Charter were met, an evaluation of the Code
Amendment engagement process occurred.

5.1 Performance indicators for evaluation

The minimum mandatory performance indicators have been used to evaluate engagement on the Code
Amendment. These measures help to gauge how successful the engagement has been in meeting the
Charter’s principles for good engagement.

Evaluation of Engagement

The minimum mandatory performance indicators required an evaluation of responses from members of the
community on the engagement. This includes an evaluation of whether (or to what extent) community members
felt:

That the engagement genuinely sought their input to help shape the proposed Code Amendment.
Confident their views were heard during the engagement.

They were given an adequate opportunity to be heard.

They were given sufficient information so that they could take an informed view.

Informed about why they were being asked for their view, and the way it would be considered.

aokrwbh=

11
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The minimum performance indicators require an evaluation by the Designated Entity of whether (or to what
extent) the engagement:

Occurred early enough for feedback to genuinely influence the planning policy, strategy or scheme.
Contributed to the substance of the final draft Code Amendment.

Reached those identified as communities or stakeholders of interest.

Provided feedback to community about outcomes of engagement.

Was reviewed throughout the process and improvements put in place or recommended for future
engagement.

abrowN-~

5.2 Evaluation against the Charter principles

The following is an evaluation of how the engagement process met the five principles of the Charter. This was
determined through community evaluation of the engagement process as well as evaluation undertaken by
the Planning and Land Use Services’ engagement team on behalf of the Designated Entity. The full results of
the evaluation can be found in Attachment 3.

An evaluation survey was sent to 108 people who participated in the engagement by providing feedback on
the draft Code Amendment or registering to attend an online information session. The survey was
accompanied by the ‘what we heard’ summary of the engagement. A total of 18 responses were received and
contributed to evaluating the engagement process against the Charter principles.

(1) Engagementis genuine

People had faith and confidence in the engagement process.

Public consultation ran for 6 weeks, providing sufficient time for affected and interested stakeholders and
community to learn of the opportunity to have their say, learn about the proposed changes and provide
informed feedback.

Detailed stakeholder mapping during the engagement planning process identified a wide range of affected
and interested stakeholders and engagement methods were tailored to ensure each audience was able to
easily access information and provide feedback.

A wide variety of targeted methods were used to actively seek participation from stakeholders and
communities. These ranged from directly notifying key stakeholders and affected and adjacent
landowners/occupiers to broad communication methods such as social media and website content that
invited interested community to participate in the consultation.

Engagement participants were well informed and honest in their feedback, which was displayed through the
considered feedback received on a wide range of topics.

All feedback received was reviewed carefully and considered in finalising the Code Amendment.

While engagement evaluation survey respondents indicated they felt informed about why they were asked
for their view and how their feedback would be considered, half of evaluation survey respondents did not
feel the engagement genuinely sought their input to help shape the proposal and more than a quarter of
respondents felt neutral about the engagement being genuine.

In response to whether engagement participants had any further comments to share on the engagement

process, five people commented that they felt the decision had already been made and the engagement
process would not influence the outcome. This concern was also raised in a number of submissions.

12
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This indicates that, while all parties were genuine and honest in their participation, there were some
concerns regarding confidence in the engagement process.

This concern is likely to have been partly caused by media stories prior to public engagement, following a
media release on 9 April 2024, announcing ‘a sleek, modern 38-story high-rise tower is set to be built in
Festival Plaza’.

Evaluation statement Strongly | Somewhat | Neither Somewhat | Strongly
agree agree agree disagree disagree
nor
disagree
| feel the engagement genuinely sought my | 17% (3) | 6% (1) 28% (5) @ 28% (5) 22 % (4)

input to help shape the proposal

(2) Engagement is inclusive and respectful

Affected and interested people had the opportunity to participate and be heard.

Stakeholder mapping was used to identify the stakeholders affected by and interested in the draft Code
Amendment, and the most appropriate channels for communication and engagement to meet their needs.
All key stakeholders were directly contacted and invited to participate in the consultation, as per the
engagement plan.

Due to potential state-wide interest in the consultation, given the proximity to state and national heritage
listed buildings, the consultation focussed on digital methods to ensure stakeholders and community were
able to easily access information and participate in the engagement across the state at a time that suited
them.

The YourSAy website was used as the primary community consultation website, focussing on easy-to-
understand information, with more technical information available for people wanting further details.
People were also able to view the website content in more than 200 languages, making information
available to South Australia’s culturally and linguistically diverse communities.

Stakeholder and public information sessions were scheduled early in the engagement to ensure people
could learn about the proposed changes and early commencement, have time to consider the draft Code
Amendment further and prepare their responses. A final public session was held in the second half of the
consultation period to enable people to ask further questions prior to sending in their submission. The 6-
week consultation period provided sufficient time for people to learn of the opportunity and to have their
say.

Information sessions were held on different days of the week and different times of day to ensure
interested people could attend.

Stakeholders and community could provide feedback on the draft Code Amendment in multiple ways,
including online (via two websites), and written submissions via email and mail.

All submissions were acknowledged and considered.
The maijority of engagement evaluation survey respondents felt neutral regarding their confidence in their

views being heard during the engagement. However, only 4 respondents did not feel confident their views
were heard.
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The large number of responses received from a wide range of stakeholders and community members, the
range of channels used during the consultation based on stakeholder mapping and only a small number of
survey responses indicating people did not feel confident their views were heard, demonstrates that
affected and interested people had the opportunity to participate and be heard.

Evaluation statement Strongly | Somewhat | Neither Somewhat | Strongly
agree agree agree disagree disagree
nor
disagree

| am confident my views were heard during | 22% (4) | 11% (2) 44% (8) | 11 % (2) 11% (2)
the engagement

(3) Engagement is fit for purpose
People were effectively engaged and satisfied with the process.

People were clear about the proposed change and how it would affect them.

The information available, including website content, social media posts, direct mail/email, e-newsletter
articles, FAQs and fact sheet, clearly outlined the changes to the planning rules proposed by the draft
Code Amendment. Information was also targeted to the audience.

Communication and engagement activities focussed on technology-based engagement to ensure all
stakeholders and interested community across the state could access information and participate in the
engagement, and to deliver flexibility for community participation and value for money.

Stakeholders were directly provided with information and invited to attend information sessions to find
out more and to participate in the engagement via online survey, online submission form, email or
writing. They were also invited to contact PlanSA directly for further information.

The evaluation survey demonstrated the majority of respondents felt they were given sufficient
information to take and informed view and understood why they were asked for their feedback and how
it would be considered.

While almost half of respondents felt they were given an adequate opportunity to be heard and almost
as many were not sure, 3 respondents felt they were not given adequate opportunity to be heard.

This indicates people had the information they needed to understand the proposed change and
participate in the consultation, and understood how their feedback would be considered, but there were
some concerns regarding whether their feedback would be heard.

This suggests the engagement was fit for purpose, but more work is needed to ensure stakeholders
and community feel confident their input will be considered and can influence the outcome.

Evaluation statement Strongly | Somewhat ' Not | Somewhat @ Strongly
agree agree sure  disagree disagree
| was given an adequate opportunity to be heard | 28% (5) | 17% (3) 39% 6% (1) 11% (2)

(7)
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| was given sufficient information so that | could | 33% (6) | 33% (6) 1% | 17% (3) 6% (1)
take an informed view (2)

(4) Engagementisinformed and transparent

All relevant information was made available, and people could access it.

People understood how their views were considered, the reasons for the outcomes and the final decision that
was made.

A range of tactics were identified through detailed stakeholder mapping and delivered to ensure information
was available at a level of detail and in a way that was tailored to the needs of all affected and interested
stakeholders and community.

Plain-English communication materials were developed to provide information that was easy to
understand for interested community, including YourSAy website content, fact sheets and frequently
asked questions. This information clearly outlined what the proposed changes were and how community
could influence the final draft Code Amendment.

Information was available online and in hard copies, in written form and though online presentations, to
ensure all interested and affected people could access information and understand the draft Code
Amendment and participate in the engagement. People could also directly call or email PlanSA if that
was their preferred method of gaining information and providing feedback.

Detailed and technical information was also available for stakeholders and people with an in-depth
interest in the draft Code Amendment.

Communication materials and the online survey guided community to understand what the draft Code
Amendment aimed to achieve and how, and what their feedback could influence.

All submissions were acknowledged and all engagement participants received a ‘what we heard’ document
providing a high-level summary of feedback received and the next steps, along with the engagement
evaluation survey. Participants were advised that their feedback would be summarised and published at the
conclusion of the engagement period.

The majority of evaluation survey respondents felt informed about why they were asked for their view and
how it would be considered, indicating the engagement was informed and transparent.

Note: closing the loop engagement activities are still to be actioned, following a final decision regarding the
Code Amendment, including publishing the engagement report and providing it to all engagement
participants.

Evaluation statement Strongly | Somewhat  Not | Somewhat @ Strongly
agree agree sure  disagree disagree

| felt informed about why | was being asked for | 28% (5) | 28% (5) 28% | 11% (2) 6% (1)
my view, and the way it would be considered. (5)
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(5) Engagement processes are reviewed and improved

The engagement was reviewed and improvements recommended.

Engagement was reviewed throughout the consultation process. In response to a limited number of
submissions being received, a paid social media post was used to promote the consultation more broadly
and encourage more feedback, reaching more than 8,100 people.

Communication materials and the online survey sought to guide community to understand what the draft
Code Amendment aimed to achieve and how, and what their feedback could influence. Feedback
demonstrated people understood the Code Amendment but may have expected a greater level of
influence over the final outcome.

A response to the evaluation survey highlighted confusion caused by the automated acknowledgement of
email submissions, which could be interpreted as suggesting all submissions received would be
considered ‘late submissions’. As a result, improvements to the wording are being made to avoid concern
regarding timely submissions being recorded as a ‘late submission’.

It is noted that there was a significant increase in submissions received following media coverage of the
consultation, and feedback through the evaluation survey suggested a wider advertising campaign
through traditional and social media could have helped to better canvas public opinion. Proactive media
promotion is recommended to raise awareness and invite public participation for future engagements.

A review of traffic sources to the YourSAy website also indicated one of the most frequent ways for people
to reach the website was from www.senstational-adelaide.com. This is not a channel that has been
considered for promoting engagement in the past and will be considered for future engagements.

Overall, evaluation against the Community Engagement Charter principles demonstrates that the materials
developed to inform the public about the draft Code Amendment were of a suitable level of detail, readily
understandable and easy to access. Community felt they were able to access the information they needed to
take an informed view and understood why they were asked for their feedback and how it would be considered.

A good number of submissions were received from community and also from a range of targeted stakeholder
groups, demonstrating broad awareness of the consultation and that accessible ways for submitting feedback
were provided.

However, concern was raised about the level of influence public feedback would have over the outcome, with
several participants feeling that a decision on the final Code Amendment had already been made.

While the engagement process was found to meet the minimum requirements to meet the Community
Engagement Charter principles, opportunities have been identified to raise broader awareness of future
consultations and to better communicate the level of influence the public can have through the engagement
process to ensure public expectations align with delivery.
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6 Engagement Outcomes

A total of 87 submissions were received during the consultation period. The majority of feedback was
submitted by members of the community and community organisations (76 submissions), with submissions
also received from industry bodies, advocacy groups and state and local government agencies.

Of the 43 stakeholders directly notified of the draft Code Amendment and opportunity to provide feedback,
seven organisations made a submission:

e Adelaide City Council

o Kataltilla Adelaide Park Lands Authority
e Property Council of Australia

e Urban Development Institute of Australia
o Office for Design and Architecture SA

e Department for Environment and Water
e  Community Alliance SA.

All other agencies, industry groups and utility providers indicated either no in-principal objection or made
no comment. Lucy Hood MP, Member for Adelaide, also did not submit a response to the community
engagement.

Stakeholders and community could submit their feedback via multiple methods, with:

e 46 responses submitted via the survey on the YourSAy website

e 39 responses submitted via the PlanSA email address

e 2responses submitted via the online form on the PlanSA website
e (O responses submitted via post.

Overall, the majority of submissions did not support the draft Code Amendment (71%). Less than a quarter
of submissions were supportive of the code amendment (18%) or supportive with concerns (6%).

\L

Overall view of the draft Code Amendment
Total Issues: 87

B Unsupportive 62
B supportive 16
B Supportive with concerns 5
B Impartial / Meutral 3
B Unspediied 1
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Of the 46 YourSAy survey responses:

o 59 per cent did not support the building height guidance proposed, 35 per cent supported it and
3 per cent were unsure

o 53 per cent did not support the proposed concept plan, 36 per cent supported it and 11 per cent
were unsure

e 44 per cent supported the building design guidance proposed, 40 per cent did not support it and 7
per cent were unsure

e 40 per cent supported the proposal to removing wording from the designated performance feature,

38 per cent did not support it, 20 per cent were unsure and 2 per cent responded ‘N/A’.

Copies of all submissions received from community, council, industry and advocacy organisations are
attached in Attachment 4.

6.1 State agency feedback

A summary of feedback provided by state agencies is provided
Department for Environment and Water

The Department of Environment and Water (DEW) suggested the proposed changes will enable a second
Festival Tower that will visually dominate the landmark status of Parliament House, when viewed from North
Terrace, making it appear to be a podium for the tower, rather than a landmark public building. It was noted
that this wasn’t a concern under the old policies which supported a low design scheme for future buildings.

DEW noted that the view to part of the north fagade of Parliament House is preserved due to the smaller
footprint for the proposed Festival Tower. The Parliament House balcony (on its north fagade) will be fully
exposed when viewed from Festival Plaza, which is supported within the context of a second Festival Tower
otherwise visually dominating Parliament House. The implications of this will be considered in more detail as
part of the development assessment process.

Office for Design and Architecture SA

The Office for Design and Architecture SA (ODASA) are of the view that the fundamental intent of the spatial
principles of the Strategic Framework and the recommendations by the Urban Design Review study should
be respected and positively inform the Code Amendment policy.

ODASA considers the following recommendations are critical to be included as policies to ensure an
optimum outcome with a respectful built form relationship with surrounding buildings, particularly those of
high heritage value:

e maintain a 9 m setback from Parliament House’s northern fagade
e preserve view lines to Parliament House Balcony and Aedicular Corner.

ODASA are also concerned by the absence of a requirement to retain the view corridor to the northeast
corner of Adelaide Railway Station, as per the 2014 Festival Square Strategic Framework (Principle 10).
Acknowledging that the Concept Plan reflects the study’s recommendation #3 to ‘ensure continuous active
frontages along the northern Plaza edge’.

Kadalitilla/Adelaide Park Lands Authority

The Kadaltilla/Adelaide Park Lands Authority submits that:
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e the scale and design of the development enabled by the Code Amendment should demonstrate
stronger alignment with the Adelaide Park Lands Act and Adelaide Park Lands Management
Strategy, including preserving public spaces, maintaining clear sightlines to the Adelaide Park
Lands, minimising encroachment on green areas and protecting heritage values

e access to open space should be strengthened to offset any loss of public open space though the
Code Amendment framework, such as investing in restoring alienated areas of the Adelaide Park
Lands and exploring alternative access to open space such as opening sections of Government
House grounds

o the South Australian Government should make its full vision for the Riverbank Precinct publicly
available.

They recommend close examination of international precedents of sustainable and regenerative
development such that future development in the Festival Plaza precinct complements its iconic cultural
and heritage status, promotes biodiversity, reduces urban heat and achieve certification for sustainability,
and submits that:

¢ the building height allowance should be reduced to respond to the dominant height of Tower One
rather than establishing the dominant height; the concept plan boundary should be minimised such
that building footprint is constrained

e greater regard be given to State Planning Policy 7 and maintaining the context of a place of
heritage value through appropriate and compatible design solution

o future development should deliver a landmark architectural response with reference to leading
international practice and adhering to the principles of ecologically sustainable and regenerative
design, including green star certification

o future development should make a positive contribution to the public realm and at pedestrian
scale, including pedestrian connectivity, greening at podium height, continuous canopies and
shade cover, natural spaces and landscaping.

6.2 Community feedback

Submissions were received from 76 community members and community representative organisations,
including Woodville Residents of Charles Sturt and the North Adelaide Society, which represents more than
200 people.

Key issues raised during consultation largely related to building height guidance and the impacts of a
potential tower building at the site indicated in the concept plan, including concern about:

o the acceptable height for a tower building in Festival Plaza, suggesting 40 levels is too high

¢ building on the Adelaide parklands, particularly a building that is not for entertainment, arts and
culture, health or public use

e impacts on the heritage values of the national and state listed Parliament House and nearby heritage
buildings, such as Festival Theatre and the Torrens Parade Ground, including overshadowing
buildings along North Terrace

e obstructing views of linear park, the northern fagade of Parliament House, the Railway Station,
Festival Theatre and the River Torrens / Karrawirra Parri

e building on Festival Plaza, suggesting the site identified in the concept plan should remain
undeveloped to create green space or a space for community purposes such as recreation, festivals
or concerts

e loss of the geometry of the square mile of Adelaide's CBD as per Colonel Light's vision.
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The key areas of support raised during consultation included:

o the building height and design guidance provides an opportunity to build a high-quality, iconic
building that makes a bold statement, strengthens the CBD skyline and improves business growth

e Adelaide needs more taller buildings to use space more efficiently

e abuilding of about 40 levels in Festival Plaza could provide opportunities to benefit the community
such as a public viewing deck or museum

e a building of 38-40 levels is needed to minimise the bulk of a lower height building

e acknowledgement of the amount of work and due diligence undertaken to ensure the best outcomes
for Adelaide through the proposed Code Amendment.

A number of other topics were raised by community, including:

e several submissions noted that a three-storey building that had previously been proposed would be
preferred for the site identified in the concept plan as appropriate for a building of up to 40 storeys

e one submission highlighted a preference for a taller building on the site identified in the concept plan,
preferring a high-quality design, 50-storey building on the site

e one submission raised concern regarding the impacts of enabling a new high-rise commercial
development to be built inline with the concept plan on already high vacancy levels in older office
buildings in the city and the amount of carbon emissions that would be generated if such a large new
structure was built

e several submissions raised concerns that the consultation would not influence the final Code
Amendment and the decision to facilitate building a tower of up to 40 storeys on the site identified in
the concept plan had already been made.

6.3 Response and recommendations

Below are our response and recommended changes to the Code Amendment to address the following
issues raised during the consultation period across all avenues of feedback.

6.3.1 Building Height

The most frequently made comments in submissions received related to a general opposition to
contemplating any building in this location, followed by a building over three storeys with strong negative
sentiments amongst respondents for a change in planning policy that allows for development of up to 40-
storeys.

There are strong sentiments amongst respondents that the Adelaide Park Lands have a critical role in the
city by providing highly valued open space, which is cited to provide a range of benefits including recreation,
leisure, and amenity. The park lands are highly valued as providing a positive contribution to physical and
mental wellbeing for the city’s residents and visitors.

Several respondents urged that the Affected Area should not be developed further but be protected for future
generations for outdoor arts, cultural and entertainment uses for city residents and visitors. Some saw the
Code Amendment as leading to the commercialisation of a public asset. Many were concerned that if this
Code Amendment permits a 40-storey building, it privatises a public space for office workers with no other
use benefit to the community.

Our response:
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The Affected Area is located within the City Riverbank Zone, Entertainment Subzone of the Planning and
Design Code.

The Entertainment Subzone policy seeks to promote a vibrant and safe plaza that provides a focal point for
the Riverbank precinct and is supported by a vibrant mix of land uses.

The existing Entertainment Subzone policy does not impose restrictions on building height (minimum or
maximum) and provides that buildings of a height and scale should reference North Terrace and minimise
impacts on the River Torrens / Karrawirra Parri. Further, the policy provides additional guidance for buildings
that exceed 20 levels in height, requiring them to be of exemplary design and not located adjacent the River
Torrens / Karrawirra Parri.

The Code Amendment scrutinises the policy guidance in regard to the appropriate location of buildings within
the Festival Plaza; it was not initiated to scrutinise the policy allowance of building on the land in principle.

Entertainment Subzone, Performance Outcome 2.2 provides that buildings exceeding 20 levels should not
be located adjacent the River Torrens / Karrawirra Parri. In direct conflict of this, the related Designated
Performance Feature 2.2 sought buildings over 20 levels to be located adjacent the River Torrens /
Karrawirra Parri. The Code Amendment seeks to correct this contradiction.

No changes to the Code Amendment are proposed in relation to this matter.

6.3.2 Heritage Impacts

The historical value of the building surrounding Festival Plaza was cited by many respondents as critical to
the value, character, heritage and future of the City of Adelaide. Colonel Light’s plan for Adelaide was cited
by some as being a critical part of our city’s heritage and something that should be protected and
maintained.

Many noted Parliament House, Adelaide Railway Station, Adelaide Festival Centre and Government House
as notable State Heritage Buildings that should have development buffer protections to maintain their views
and accessibility, and that allowing further development within their immediate proximity, risks or
compromises their listing, or potential future world heritage status.

Our response:

The Code Amendment is a proposal to change the guidance within the Planning and Design Code, which in
turn can change the way in which future developments are assessed in the Area Affected.

It should be noted that the Parliament House, Adelaide Railway Station, Adelaide Festival Centre,
Government House and all State Heritage Places have a range of other protections, and a range of other
legislation and processes that are relevant when building or developing within or adjacent a State Heritage
Place.

The State Heritage Place Overlay protects individual State Heritage Places listed under the Heritage Places
Act 1993 and the Minister responsible for state heritage has the power to direct decisions relating to
development within the State Heritage Place Overlay.

The existing Zone and Subzone policy envisages building(s) in excess of 20 building levels within the
Affected Area. The Code Amendment seeks to provide additional measures, through the Concept Plan, to
preserve the setting and value of the State Heritage Places.

It is recognised through the submission feedback that the Concept Plan can be made clearer with regard to
preserving the view and setting of Parliament House.
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Recommendation:

1. Amend Concept Plan 153 - City Riverbank — Festival Plaza in Part 12 of the Code to include:
e adescription of the measured setback distance (9m) from Parliament House’s northern
fagade; and
e preserve view lines to Parliament House Balcony and aedicular corner of classical columns
and pilasters to maintain heritage prominence within Festival Plaza.

6.3.3Adelaide Parklands location and access

Many submissions expressed general opposition to changes in planning policy that permit development
within the parklands. Respondents strongly believe that the parklands play a vital role in the city, offering
valuable open spaces for culture and entertainment. These areas are highly regarded for their positive
impact on the physical and mental wellbeing of both residents and visitors to the city.

Several respondents emphasised that the parklands should not be further isolated and should be preserved.
Some viewed the Code Amendment as a step toward the commercialisation of a public asset. Many were
concerned that if this Code Amendment permits a private commercial building, that it quarantines the
Festival Plaza site for office workers at the expense of cultural and entertainment uses and another new
building will generate a huge amount of upfront carbon.

Some respondents pointed to the current vacancy rate within the Adelaide CBD and the opportunities for
development of height within the Capital City Zone.

Our response:

The Entertainment Subzone seeks a range of cultural, parliamentary office, entertainment, retail, conference
and ancillary land uses. The Code Amendment does not alter this existing land use policy, or intent of the
Zone.

The Code Amendment provides a Concept Plan to guide the physical location and connectivity of future
development within the Festival Plaza. As discussed further in section 6.3.2 Heritage Impacts, the Concept
Plan reinforces and strengthens the existing policy intent for quality buildings that are designed to be
respectful of heritage, the Adelaide Park lands setting and civic functions of the locality.

No changes to the Code Amendment are proposed in relation to this matter.

6.3.4 Concern about the process or scope of the Code Amendment

Many respondents voiced concern or disappointment regarding the Code Amendment process, its scope,
and the consultation efforts. Numerous individuals felt that the engagement process lacked sincerity, with
some believing the Code Amendment was intended to formalise a pre-determined built form outcome.
Others expressed worry that the Code Amendment was being expediated leaving them with limited
opportunity to provide feedback on key aspects of the proposed future development, particularly the 38-
storey Festival Plaza tower.

Our response:

Public engagement for this Code Amendment was carried out in accordance with the Community
Engagement Charter.

The Charter emphasises that engagement should be focused at the policy setting stage — it “seeks fo
strengthen engagement up front in the development of planning policies, strategies and schemes, as it does
not have a statutory role in the assessment of development applications”.
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In this case, due to the draft Code Amendment going on early commencement, the policy needed to be well
developed ahead of public consultation. However, consultation did occur early enough in the process for
public feedback to influence the outcome.

The 6-weeks consultation period provided sufficient time for affected and interested stakeholders and
community to learn of the opportunity to have their say, learn about the proposed changes and provide
informed feedback.

Detailed stakeholder mapping during the engagement planning process identified a wide range of affected
and interested stakeholders and engagement methods were tailored to ensure each audience was able to
easily access information and provide feedback.

A wide variety of targeted methods were used to actively seek participation from stakeholders and
communities. These ranged from directly notifying key stakeholders and affected and adjacent
landowners/occupiers to broad communication methods such as social media and website content that
invited interested community to participate in the consultation.

Responses to the engagement evaluation survey indicated people felt they had the information they needed
to take an informed view and the information was readily accessible. However, they were not confident that
their feedback would influence the final outcome.

This concern is likely to have been partly caused by media articles, following an announcement on 9 April,
announcing planning approval will be sought for a 38-storey high-rise tower set to be built in Festival Plaza.

6.3.5 Neutral comments / suggested alternatives

A number of respondents made comments that didn’t clearly indicate support or opposition, but rather
provided commentary of a neutral nature. Some respondents suggested additions or alternatives that could
be considered. These included suggested uses for the additional public space between any potential new
building and the recently completed One Festival Tower, such as civic, tourist and entertainment uses for the
general public to consume and use. Others suggested that the Capital City Zone of the Adelaide Central
Business District is a more appropriate location for development envisaged by the proposed Code
Amendment changes.

Our response:

The role of the Code Amendment is to consider suitability of zoning and policies, in the context of the State
Planning Policies and relevant regional plan. Suggestions for alternative sites for specific projects is not
within the scope of considerations for this amendment to the planning rules.

6.3.6 Support/positive comments

There were many supportive and positive comments received relating to the Code Amendment that would
allow the development of what was considered by many to be an underutilised part of the city. Some cited
that the proposed Code Amendment policy will create opportunities for other businesses and events by
bringing activity to Festival Plaza. Some suggested that this contributes to Adelaide being an international
city and that it would also create jobs and economic growth. Some thought the proposed Code Amendment
would create a new destination in the city.

Our response:

These positive comments are acknowledged in context with others raising different perspectives. The range
of recommendations outlined aim to address concerns with loss of park lands and heritage impacts, while
also exploring appropriate development opportunities on currently underutilised sites. Activating underutilised
land to service the community may enhance the value of the parklands, ensuring they are accessible and
enjoyed by a wider segment of the South Australian population.
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7 Summary of recommended changes

As a result of the engagement, the following changes are proposed to the Code Amendment (when

compared with the proposal that was engaged on):

Proposed change

Reason

1. Amend Concept Plan 153 — City Riverbank

Fesitval Plaza to include:

e adescription of the measured setback
distance (9m) from Parliament House's
northern fagade; and

e additional view lines to Parliament House
Balcony and aedicular corner of classical
columns and pilasters to maintain heritage
prominence within Festival Plaza.

e To emphasis the visual integrity and heritage
importance of this location and ensure
development is sympathetic to these values.

e To emphasis the visual integrity and to
maintain heritage prominence within Festival
Plaza.

(See Engagement Theme 6.3.2)
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8 Code Amendment instructions

The following amendment instructions (at the time of drafting) relate to the Planning and Design Code,
version 2024.21 published on 21 November 2024. Where amendments to the Planning and Design Code
have been published after this date, consequences changes to the following amendment instructions will be
made as necessary to give effect to this Code Amendment.

Amendment Instructions

Amend the Code as follows:

1. In Part 12 — Replace existing Concept Plan 153 — Riverbank Precint — Festival Plaza with the amendend
version as demonstrated below.

2. In Part 13 — Table of Amendments, update the publication date, Code version number, amendment type

and summary of amendments within the ‘Table of Planning and Design Code Amendments’ to reflect the
publication of this Code Amendment.

Amended Concept Plan 153 — Riverbank Precinct — Festival Plaza
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Attachments

1. Communication materials
2. YourSAy website metrics
3. Evaluation results

4. Copy of submissions received
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Attachment 1 — Communication materials

Letter to key stakeholders with invitation to key stakeholder information session
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Letter to Kaurna Yerta Aboriginal Corporation
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Affected and adjacent landowners and occupiers letter

22106841

Flanming & Land s
Tervizes

12 September 2024

HName e
Address 1
Address 2
Address 3
Address 4

Dear Mame 1

Re: have your say on draft planning rules to guide future Festival Plaza
development

The South Australian Gevermment is reviewing the planning rules for Festival Plaza
to ensure this prime location in Adelaide’s city centre provides the greatest benefits
for the state and our community.

The draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment mcusses nn pmwdmg clear bu\ldmg
height and design guidance to ensure the | t site is

to make Festival Plaza a world-class hub for the arts, culture, tourism and
enterfainment

A key change in the draft Code A sl a concept plan for Festival
Plaza, which identifies an appropriate location for buildings taller than 20 levels, or 71
mefres, and prevides a policy framework that could allow up to 40 levels, subject fo
building design that:

* preserves an unobstructed physical and visual cennection to culturally
important buildings

+ preserves the naticnal and state heritage values and views of Parliament
House by maintaining an appropriate setback from the northern facade

* encourages public interaction, acfivity and safety by establishing confinuous
active frontages along the southern edge of Festival Plaza

The draft Code Amendment strengthens the planning rules for buildings more than
20 levels high by requiring them te align with the concept plan.

These draft planning rules ha\ra come into effect on an interim basis at the same time
as being released for to ensure ol
are not submitted for this impertant precinct while these rules are reviewed

The review alse aims te ensure planning rules for this important area are consistent
with the South Australian Government's vision for the broader Riverbank Precinct.

Future development of Festival Plaza

Recent upgrades and development have renewed Festival Plaza as a cultural and
entertainment hub in the centre of Adelaide.

A 35-st ixed tower all de the One Festival Tower has been proposed
to complete renewal of the precinct.

The draft Code Amendment dees not consider specific proposed developments but
would provide building height and design guidance for any future development in
Festival Plaza.

Therefore, changes to the planning rules through this code amendment would guide
whether the proposed 38-storey building is the highest and best use of the precinct's
remaining development site, considering ifs relationship with national and state
heritage listed Parliament House and opportunities to create public space

Public consultation

Feedback is encouraged fo be submitted via the YourSAy website by 5:00 pm on
24 October 2024 at: yoursay.sa.gov.awfutureliving.

Feedback can also be provided via
* the Plan3A onling submission form
* email: plansasubmissions@sa.qov.au
s post: Submission — Festival Plaza Code Amendment,
Code Amendment Team, GPO Box 1815, ADELAIDE SA 5001

Further information

The draft Festival Plaza Code and tion can be viewed
on the YourSAy website at yoursay sa gov. auﬁeslwal-glaza

Public online information sessions will be held on:
* 26 September, 11:00 am to12:00 noon, reqister to attend on Eventirite
* 15 October, 5:00 pm to 6 pm, reqister to attend on Eventhrite

The final engagement report and Code Amendment report W|II be provided fo the
Minister for Planning once all have been . Should approval
be granted, these documents will be published on the PlanSA website within five
business days of the Minister's approval.

Should you have any questions regarding the draft Code Amendment, contact
PlanSA on 1800 752 664 or PlanSA@sa gov.au

ours sincerely

Marc Voortman
DIRECTOR PLANNING

DEPARTMENT FOR HOUSING AND UBRAN DEVELOPMENT

On behalf of the Chief Executive, Department for Housing and Urban Development
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PlanSA consultation page

« PlanSA

Deveiooment appiicancns

I [ — | | [— | | [Jr—S l I Find sremathing

£

Smne snapshar » Have your say = Dur pianming symem * Aesoutes v News

Home b Hae vour sgv b Code grendments b Wiew code amendiment

Festival Plaza Code
Amendment - early
commencement

Puhlie Cansultation
Cloged 24 Cotober 2024 at 1:-58pm

Owerisw  Consultation  Progmees  Daoumants

Code Amendment Type
CE Led Code Amendment

3 View on the Cade Amendment Map

01 Bubaceibe ta ba natified

EXBCUTVE IS DODOSnG T0 feview (ianning Dolicy BGHING T The Aerbank Frecinct
d aroa 1o ensure the Planning and Design Code sutably afigns with future
stratagic land e and is capahis of delivering dssined huslt faem rtenmes

The siTe of TNe DrOpOSEd CEVRIODMENT Dresents 3 Fane OpPOMTUNITY 10 Make & SigNTcanTt and
positive contribution to the broader riverbank precinct
Fulfiling this opportunity requires thorugh congideration of the bult form massing, the

BrCriTecTrEl aNgUBge, METsriBITY, COMTIDUTION TO The PUDAC reaim &nd The overal expression
of the proposed development nelative to 83 hiatoric and envisaged future contest

Tha site of the proposed deveiopmant i located within the City Riverbank Zone This code
BMERCMANT reviaws The poiicy 0f the Ciry Averoank Zone (Encertanment Sutzone) 1o
ensure the most can be made of the site and the development cppartunity for the state,
iy the Tana peowiciss claar buidding haight and design guidanca

facissing on o

Further information

Foox trare detsits un this Cusde Amendrimen m Yo S8y welisine

Initiated Date
9 Aprd 2024

Decignated Entity
Chiel Exew

, Depar timenit B Huousiog snsd Uslban Deweluprent
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T.1800 752 8
E: pianzanub

coa@eagovsy

~ PlanSA
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Festival Plaza Code
Amendment — early
commencement
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Crmevierw Ciomsutration Progress. Diecumients

Bubmission Dotails

Pubibic cansistation for this Code Amerdimant wae ekl rom 12 Septamibes 2094 to 38
October 2024,

Consultatlon Documents

Document

Type Date Crocurment Link

Draft Code 2024-09-12 t Code Amerdment - eardy
Arrendment Or4ares nt (POF 0500 Kig)

Enpag plan  POM-04-12  Eng 1 Plan (POF AAT KE)

oraves
Faet vhest P024-08-%  Faclghest (FUE 930 KE)
arara
Frequently asked 2024-09-12 Ereousnth asked auestrons (PDE 726 WR)
questions Orarew
‘What we heard 024-1-07 What we heard (PDE 172 KB
120542
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PlanSA news story
« PlanSA | (v [t e B

T b Swan b Moviesiog plassing ru b guids Pl P developsmnt

Reviewing planning rules to
guide Festival Plaza
development

Pusished Thossy. 1 Sepsemter 2054

s=tErswnmas Sch in o

& 2R-zaewy rised-in
corrpisin senew

fFurtser o

PlanSA Code Amendment subscribers notification, sent 25 October 2024

« PlanSA

Nolification of Code Amendmenl updale

Thers has been an update to a Code Amendment you have subscnbed to. Click on the
link/s betow to review the Code Amendment on the FlanSA portal,

Lastival Plaza Code - garly

Please nole your subscripbion alert has been set up o automatically expire alter 3 years, If
you wish lo updale or cancel your subseriplion, you can do so via subscriplon
managemant.
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P planding fues 16 guice futise

Festval Plaza dvelopmet

ey B Pl

Frequently asked questions

Frequently

Pl.anSA
Asked Questions N

Reviewing planning rules for Festival Plaza

@ = Why are the planning rules for Festival Plaza being reviewed?

A - The South Australian GOVErMMent is reviewing the planning rules for Festval Plaza 1o ensure
this prime kcathon in Adelaide’s city centre provides the greatest benefits for the stabe and our
community.

Aspects such as bullding haight, siting. contribution o public space and relationships to haritage
buiklings such as Parkament House are ail IMPonant pLanning considerations for new development in

the precinct
The draft Festival Plaza Code reviews th g rubes. focussing on providing chear
Building height and design guidance, e is 1o make

Festival Flaza a world-class hub for the arts. culture, mm-mmnuumm

The review also aims to ansure that planning rules for this IMPoNant area are coNSssIent with e
South Australian Government’s vision for the broader riverbank precinct

0 = What building height guidance is in the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

A = A concept plan for Festival Plaza is induded in the draft Code Amendment, which identifies an
appropnate location for busidings talier than 20 levels. or 71 metres. and provides a policy Tramawork
that could allow up 10 40 levels, subject to appropriate building design.

Th les do not set a g height They provide general guidance for
mﬂmm&uwmnmmdlwmm have minimal impact
on the River Tormens

Tha dralt Gode aims o ruls for busldings mare than 20 levels
high by requiring Sem ko align with Be concept plan.

It also specifies buldings higher than 200 levels by contibate 1 th kocal softing and
deiver:

+  exemplary design quality and and innavative
the heritage buldings. mpnumuwmmmmndmm

» & quality public space that is inviting and comfortabie for pedestrians

8 South Auttralis

Qov.au
PlanSa Service Desk 1800 752 684

«  strong connections botwoen impartant buldings, publc spaces, the Adelaide Park Lands and
olhesr key destinations

View the concept plan for Festval Fiaza on the back page of this document.

-~ What building design guidance is in the draft Festival Plaza Code Amaendment?

A — Tha concept plan inclded in the dralt Code hat clearly
defines Festival Plaza and s designad o

*  presoryo an uncbstructed physcal and visual connecton to culturally imponant buldings.
incheding Adelaide Festval Theatre and the Parfiarment House baloony

»  preseree the natonal ard state beritage vabues and views of Parliament House by mantaining
an approprate sethack from tha nodharn fagade

«  encourage public inferaction, activity and salety by establishing confinucus active frontages
along Me southem edge of Fessval Piaza.

) = What other changes to the planning rules are proposed In the draft code
amendment?

A = The draft code amendment remaoves wording from a ‘designated performance faature’ that
Pprovides guidance 1o g8 In the Subzone of
including Festival Plaza, am of a height and scale that references North Terrace and minimises
impacts on the Fver Tomens,

Zone,

mmwm Teerens,

thal budings gresater than 20 siories should be

Thus wonrfing 10 be removed is

Except where adjacent fo the River Tomens. buddings not exceading 20 bulkding levels and 71 m
in Buikging raight.

Q - Deos the draft code amendment impact on the Adolaldo Park Lands?

A = Festival Plaza is located in the Adelaide Park Lands, This draft Code Amendment does not
change any of the planning 7ones that apply 1o Festal Plara of the broader park lands, nor remae
Festival Plaza from being part of park lands.

The draft Code Amendment focusses on providing chear building besght and design guidance. and
strengenening the existing planning rues for bullgings higher than 20 levels in Festval Plaza.

For any future development of Festival Plaza resulting from this draft Code Amendment. impacts on
the Adelaide Park Lands would be assessed as pan of a development appiication for the sie.

Ky oeganisations such as City of Adefaide and Kadalilia/ Adetaide Park Lands fhority would be
InvREd 10 Provide thair feedback on I Sevelopment applcasan.

ptan.sa.00v.

PlanSa Service Desk 1800 752 664
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1 = How does the draft code o take heritage buildings such as Parli
House into for now In Festival Plaza?

A - The draft Code Amendment incluses sethacks 10 retain views of heritage sites such as the
Adelaide Festeal Cantre and Padiament Houwse

It also ensures active frontages along key ansas bl bon and maintain a
batance between bulging hesght, human Scale and LIDAN Massing.
Thes: . iors in the draft Code Tollow from the urban design

review camed out 1o inform the draft Code Amendment.

@ = What planning zones and sub zones does the draft Festival Plaza Code
Amendmant apply ta?

A = The draft code amendment reviews the planning rules for the.

= City Riverbark Zone

+  Emenainment Subzons.

I focuisses on ensuring the zone P g g heigd
and desigh guidance within the Festival Flaza anta.

0 - What upgrades and developments have racantly been complatad at Featival

A and have renewed Fastival Plara as a cultural and entertainmant

Thess improvements include:

+  receveloping the public plaza, INciuding a now five-level Underground car park
* e new SkyCity Gasing busding

»  enhancemants 1o the Festval Cenlre and sumounding oreas

» & new norhem entrance in the ralway station concounme:

= completion of the 20-storey One Festival Tower

O~ Is a tower bullding for the: site in Festival Plaza?
A - A J-slorey mixed-use lower longside the Une Festval Tower has boen proposed o complole
renewal of Festival Plaza.

However, this development has not yet besn submitted for planning approvals and will undengo a
soparate Process Lnder State Panel.

This draft code: ok consider this specific d but
building height and design guidance for any future development in Festival Plaza.
Thesetore, changes b the planing niles theough this cod id uide whethes the

proposed 38-siorey bullsng ks the highest and best use of the precinct's remaining development site,
conskdering its relationship with national and state heritage listed Parfament House and coportunities

oo cansates s spaces

Q - What is the South Australian Government’s vision for the wider riverbank
precinct?

A - The verbenk's enterainment procinct is the hoart of actity, viBraNcy and Vistor CCoRomMY,
irchling Frestival Plaza, Avbiicle Comeention Crnle, Inieccotinebal Holed, Acdebaide Festivl
Centre and Sky City Casina.

It attracts millicns of mterstate and international wisiors to the state. and many will spend extensive
time within this small part of the ciry.

Ihe South Australian Government’s vision for the wider rverbank precanct is 1o deliver a word-class
Iheaith, sporting, precinct with strong 10 the city centre, as
well a3 reinforcing Meeth Temaco a3 a premicr cultural boulevard.

Theve s besens sirung recent investment in the precinct, induding Bee Sky Cily Casino, Riverbank
9 Adedaide C Centre and

The South Australian in ing) further initiati in the riverhank pracinct that are.

‘signiicant to the state, Including the proposed new YWomen's and Chddren's Hospdal.

0 = Why have the planning rules in this draft code amendment come Into effect at the
aame tima as baing released for consultation?

A = The draft Festival Plaza Code has come inio “sarly commencament’, which means
1he draft rules come into effect on an interim basis ai e same tme as being released for
consulation.

The early commencement process fs used when the Minister considers that the rule changes need 1o
be applicd immediately in the interests of orderly and proper and to counter i
Tor urnbesirable developrsnt.

This draft Code Amendment hae come into effect on an intenm basis at the same tme as being
rednased for fan o ensiire i ications ane nat submitted for this
impartant precinct while the planning rules for Festival Plaza are reviewed.

South Ausbralin

Q- Howis during the ‘earty commencement’
period, whila the draft Code s opan for

A - If 3 cevelopment appiication is DOQed Cunng e 'Sary COMMancEment panod, the appicaton
masd be sasessed againsl the provious version of the Code a3 woll s the version of the Code that
has commenced saty,

H the ot of the differs, 2 décic be made until the Code Amendment s no.

Hf the version of the Code that d ety ! . then tha
oniginal vereon of the Code MUST bE USed 1r SSESSMant PUIPOtes.

@ — Whaere can | find out more detalls about the draft Festival Plaza Code
Amendment?

A - For hather detads about the drall cose e how o pr
= wisit the YourShy website at yoursay 59 gov aufesSval-glaga
»  aftend an online information session”

= 5 September. 11:00 am 1012 00 noon. regester on Eventhirite
= 15 October, 5:00 pm to 6:00 pm, register on Evenine.
+ el PEASA on: 1800 752 664

+ emad PanSAon: PlanSAfie govay

G = How can | provide feedback on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

A - AN feechack s encouraged 10 be provided via Te YourSAy websile, whine you £an compiste 3
short survery and shane your views.

Yiou can have your say by.
= viaiing the YourSiAy website and taking cor survey yoursay 3 gov aufested plaza

v  emalnga o gl g Ay
(subject Submession - Festval Fiaza Code Amendment)

Posteg e . Team, Land Use
Sendces. GPO ox 1815, Adelaicle SA 5001

Consufation doses 5 pm. 24 Oclober 2024.

£, Ghrvmmant of South Australis

Ce)
A%
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@ - What are the next steps?

A - We wil consider all feedback in finalising the draft Festival Plaza Code Amencment and all
teodback wil be captured in an engagement report.

The: angagament rapart will be provided fn the Minister for Planning o assist with final decision-
making.

Once a decision has been mads, the engagement report. including all feedback received during
consultation, will b published on this webpage wnd e PlanSA websie.

Note: names and organisahions wal be pubkehed in th wath
Addesses. email addresses and phone numbers will not be published.

Image: Proposed concept plan for Festival Plaza

Hisvawirea Pani { Rivir Torens
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Fastival Plaza, City Riverbank [ simang men

Concept Plan L L et gt i |




Fact sheet

FACT SHEET

| PIanSA‘

Reviewing planning rules to guide future
Festival Plaza development

Draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment

The South Australian g the los for Festival Plaza to ensure this
i kacalion in Adelaide's city cenlre rovides e geatest benefits for the slate snd our
cOmmunity.

Aspects such as buiding height, siing, contribution to public space and relationships o hertage
buldings such as Padiament Housa are all important planning considerations for new development
in the precinct.

The dralt Code Tocusses on pr ']
guidance to ensure th g sdeis

cians hub for the ans, culture, 1ourism and entertainment

bauikling hesght aisd design
to make Festival Plaza a workd-

These draft planning rules have come into effect on an interim basis o the same tme 3 being
that any nat
submitted for this important precied whils Brese rules are reviewsd.

OFFICIAL

Key changes building height and design guidance

A concept plan for i the: draf Code which identifies an
s incation for buldngs taller than 200 lewels, or 71 metres. and provides & framewnrk that
coukd allow up 10 40 levels. subject to appropriate bullding design.

The existing plareing roes do rol sel @ maximum buikding treighl. They provide general guidance
g levels a0 thay 4 exempiary

impacs on the River T: 3

Karwims Fars (o o,
The draf Code Amendment s o
sttengehen the planning nides for Buldings

mane than 710 levels high try requiring them to

align with the concent plan e - — \

The concept plan sk encourages.

development that clearty defines Festval |

Plaza and i designed to

+ pressnesnunctstncedshysicaland. © i
Vit Cunraection Yo Gulturally imgrrtant n) t
buldings = i

»  presscve the national and siate hertage P
waksrs and vieas of Pariament Hoase by e L
Frsindaining an approp e sellach from
the northem facade i

s encourage public interaction, activity and
Safety by ASIABEANG EANEALOLS ACT
frontages along the southem adge of

Feathval Plaza, City Riverbank
Guncest Pan
Festival Plaza

1o the rules

The draft code amendmant also removes wording from a ‘designated performance festure’ that

eneds 17 Eusiktigs i Hhe e Cily Riverbani Zone,
including Festhval Plaza_ace of a height and acale that references North Terace and minimisss.
Impacts on the Raver Torens.

The wording can be misinterpreted fo suggest that buikdings grealer than 20 stores shoukd be
located along the River Tomens.

A

Recenl upgrasdes and development hive renewed Festival Plaza as & cullural and enlestainment
by in e ceritre of Adelaide.

T impervemants incude:

+ redeveloping the public plaza, including a new five-level underground cas park

= the new SkyCily Casing building

= enhancemeits b e Festival Cenbie and sumounding aieas

®atew nortfen entrance (o he raitway slalon condourse

*  comgplelion of the 28-slorey One Festival Tower.

A 38s1nmy mixad.use tewer alongside the Onn Featual Tower has been prapased 1o complets
renewal of the precingt.

The draft Code Amendment doss not consider specific proposed developments but would provide
uilding height and design guidancs for any usure development in Fastival Plaza

Therebore, changes 1o he panning nukes theough his code anendaent would guide whether the
proposed 18-storey bulding is the highes! and best use of the precincl’s remaining development
sils, cansidening s relaBanship with natianal and siate heritage Ested Pariamant House and
‘opporunies 1o creale puble space.

e e T
p]an.sa.gcm.au

(‘!\ Cavarnmant of South Auitiaks
x Tipartroeed for Feariry
3 20 Ui Couricgurent

h

plan.sa.gov.au A

The review also aims fo ensure that planning rukes for this imporant area are consistent with the The wording o be remaved is-
South Austrlian Gouemment's vision far th beaader Rivernank Prasinct
Except where scjacent 1o the River Tormens. buidings nof exceeding 20 buiiding leve's and
71 i i Buking Baight
LT, Serememet ol fouth svwsls
plan.sa.gov.au L e e plan.sa,gov.au 2
Recent upg and Tulure Find out more

For further details about the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendmant:
#  wvisit the YourSAy website: yoursay sa.gov au/lostval-pinza
= atterd an onlite information session
= 26 Seplember, 11.00 am to 12.00 noon, register on Eventbrile
18 Octaber, 800 pm o £-00 pm, fegister on Eventhrit
»  email PlanSA: PlanSafiss gov o
» phone PlanSA: 1800 752 664

Hard copies of the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment are available 10 view ol PlanSA, level 9,
B3 Pire Strest, Adelaide

Have your say
AN fenahack B enccurnged 1o b prosaded via the Tmlﬁ‘ylﬂ‘.m

To share yous views.
« visit the YourSAy websile and take our survey: yoursay sa gov aullestival.olazs

= email @ submission to; plarsgsutmissors S oo m
{subject | Piara Code

+ ot your weitten aubmission o
Attention: Code Amendment Team. Flanning and Land Use Sarvices,
GPO Box 1815, Adelaide SA 5001

Cansultation sases on 24 Oeinher 724

Next steps

We will consider all feedback in finalising the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment and all
feedback will be captisred in an engageement report

The engagernent report will be provided bo e Minister for Plamming lo assist with final decision-
making.

Onoe a decision has been made, the engagement repor, including all feedback received during
consultation, will be publshed on Dis webpage and (he PlanSA website,

Nale: AKTAS And OGANITABANS Wil be PUBEENAd in the ARGAJAMANT MAPOM WIth Submitions
Addresses. omail addesses and phone numbers will nof be published.

Departreart tor Hounrg
e rtan Coveicgmemt

f;’;\ Covarremem of Souh Al
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Planning Ahead e-newsletter, published 16 October 2024

Reviewing planning rules to guide Festival Plaza
development

The South Australian Government s reviewing the planning rules for Festival Plaza to
ensure fhis prime location in Adelaide's aly cenlre provides the greatest benefits for the
state and our community.

Aspects such as bullding height, siting, contribution 1o public space and relationships (o
herntage buildings such as Parliament House are all important planning considerations. far
new development in the precinct.

The diall Feslival Plaza Code Amendiment reviews the planning rules, focussing on
providing chear building height and design guidance, o meeamise the remaining
development site and make Festival Plaza a world-class hub for the arts, culture, tourism
and entertainment.

The review also eims Lo ensure hal planmng rules lor this imporlant arsa are consislent
with the Soulh Austrahian Governmenl's vision for the broader nverbank precinct.

The community and industry are invited to provide their feadback on the draft Festival
Plaza Code Amendment, and consullabon & open until 24 Oclober 2024

Further information on the draft Code Amendmeant and how to provide feedback is
availabla on tha PlanSA and YourSAy wehsites

YourSAy e-newsletter, published 19 September and 18 October 2024

Newslettér

Your engagement was sent to over 70,000 registered

users across two emails.

These emails were opened over 25,000 times giving a

large number of people the opportunity to see your
Planning Rules to Guide Future . ESE pes 2 4

Festival Plaza Development

engagement.

We are reviewing the planning rules
for Festival Plaza to ensure this
prime location in Adelaide’s city
centre provides the greatest benefits
for the state and our community. We
want to hear your views.

Find out more
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PlanSA Facebook

= PlanSA

¥ 1o september - i

Have your 53y on new planning rules wo guide future development In Festival Plaza, particulany
building height and design.

Rzcent development and upgrades have renewed Festival Plaza 3z 3 culworzl and enterainment
hub in the centre of Adelaide

Share your feedback and help ensure the remaining developmant sits is maximised to help make
Festival Maza a world class hub for the arts, culturc. tourizm and entortainment.

link tn YrusrSAy wehsite- httpe//hit ly/desyPYp

#Planning #southaustralia

2ach for Mian 54 Boost post

dY Like () comment © send £ Share
Plan 5A’s post
= Plan5A Chantel Frost
W 2zseptamber- @ Mothing chould have been alfowed to be built towering over OUR parliament- thatis a
: = ; 3 1

Learn mere about proposed new planning rules to guide future development in Festival Plaza, hstce’
panticuilaaly busleling bight and design, al one of hese oofine community infarmation sesions: G Like Reply Edied 0
» 26 September, 11 am-12 noon Szephen Nocking

» 15 October, 5 pm-6 pm. Why this Koals killing government will do what ever they want , it's all over the intemet
what hzd happened here in South Australia. Germany is just one country that knows

Visit YourSAy to learn more and share your feedback. Your feedback can help ensure the Sihokit izt hapmened 5 s lelos ot parkErek v 2

sate 15 d to heip make Festrval Mlaza a world- class hub for the
arts, culture, tourism and entertainment, Gw  Like  Reply
hipssfiybuirsspsigonimiflutuiing €D odren Gitespie
X It's too |ate. The majestic north facade of the Adeiside Railway Station has been
4Planning #SouthAustralia bt ated by the gless silus for @ gamibsling shop.

G Like Resly |
‘ David Dalidowicz

Planning rules don't mean anything when the council develop.. just look at the

Spartments in north adelaide the counol are bullding double the allowsble heignt

anyone else could build.

bw L  Heply

a Simon Healy
| iguess we itw ks whial Walker Cuspeorativn bias alreauy beon promied. A comepl
plan for Festival Plaza is included in the draft Cods Amandmant, which idantifias an
appropriste location for buildings taller than 20 levels. or 71 metres. and provides 3
policy framework that could allow up to 40 levels. subject to appropriate building
design.”
Gw Like Resiy W

Mike Tomma
[ ran't quiite remambar how ® gras bus thars's 20 ald saying kot = haited harse and
shutting the stable door_

Gw Like Reply

. Disnine van £ck
Is this the comect fink?

G Lk Reply (]
YOURSAY.SA GOV.AU a Siman Healy
" + s WWhat a farce. There shouldn't be any more bulidings on what iitte Is [eft of the Festival
Mew planning rules to guide fulure Festival Plaza development Learm more M This s just =y S Bk iy S e

Have your say on new planning rules to quide future development in Festiva.. \Walkear Crepnratinn's susn higgar sarnnd nffice tewer thar will rak Saith Australizns of

any view of the beautiful Northern facade of their own Parliament building. Both major

See insights t again pofitical parties should hang their heads in shame for sllowing an interstate developer
to ruin what should have been 3 magnificent open space full of cafes and public events.
Thers Won'T be 3 FI3Z3 by Tthe Tine They Te finlshed.
OB 10 cornmments 7 shares g 0
dY Like Q) Comment © Ssend £ Share . Addam Towil
Talk sbout closing the gate after the horse has bolted.
Gw  Like Resly 0
Jerzy Kunsymski

Shnuiid he thic haulding

Bw Like  Negly
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== PlanSA
W 17 October st 1159 @

Plan SA
9 October - @
Don't mics your chance to have your cay on new planning rules to guide future development in

Have your say on new planning rules o guide future development in Festival Plaza, particularly 3 3 i > 4
Festival Plaza, particutarly huilding height and design

building height and decign. Learn more by:
Recent development and upgrades have renewed Festival Plaza as a cultural and entertainment

= joining PlanSA at an online community information session on 15 October, 5 pm-6 pm, register 2
hub in the centre of Adelaide.

via YourSay

= wisiting YourSAy for details and to provide feedback. Share your feedback by 24 October and help ensure the ining devel site is imised
wh . 4 oo | 1] Vi - # 2 il "

Share your feedback by 24 October and help ensure the y devel i site is q to help make Festwal Plaza a world-class hub for the arts, culture, tounsm and entertainment.

to help make Festrval Plaza a world-clacs hub tor the arts, culture, toursm and entertainment https:/fyoursaysagovau/Testival-plaza

https:/fyoursay.sa.gov.au/festival-plaza 2Planning ZSouthAustralia

Online information
sessions

Consultation
‘closing soon

Likes and

Titl Dat blished Statu Reach () Ci ts Sh
itle e publis 5 each ([} renetiods () Comments (1) ares (1)
e e 3 214 1 o [+
Don't miss your chance to have your say on new pl.. Bkt 17 Octiber 11:59
Plan SA Reach Feactons Cammenis. Shares
Have your say on new planning rules to guide futu... 8 T T 25 3 o o
Flan 58 oost ceberis Reach Rasctions Comments Shares
Adsompised BIK 25 0 2
Learn mare about propased new planning rulesto., | Boost s 22 September 15:00 R Resitiois A -
Plan 54
" ’ " i i 194 2 o o
Hawve your say on new planning rules to guide futw.. Boast 16 Seplember 09:39 e s y
(F] Plan 54 .iml\ fnhur» Lomments Shares

e Yoursay South Australia .
@ Yoursay South Australia 7 October - @&

16 September - @ 5+ The South Australian Government is reviewing the planning rules for Festival Plaza to ensure
4 Recent upgrades and development have renewed Festival Plaza as a cultural and this prime location in Adelaide’s city centre provides the greatest benefits for the state and our
entertainment hub in the centre of Adelaide. The South Australian Gowvernment is reviewing the community.
planning rules for Festival Plaza to ensure this prime location in Adelaide’s city centre provides the The draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment focusses on providing clear building height and design
greatest benefits for the state and our community. guidance to ensure the remaining development sits is maximised to make Festival Plaza a world-
Share your thoughts with us. class hub for the arts, culture, tourism and entertainment.
https://buffly/AMFYb9n Share your thoughts wi... See more

YOURSAY.SAGOVAL YOURSAY SAGOV.AL

MNew planning rules to guide future Festival Plaza development Mew planning rules to guide future Festival Plaza development

Hawve your =3y on new planning rules to guide future development in Festival Plaza, particularl... Have your say on new planning rules to guide future development in Festival Plaza, particularl...

O O: 1 share
" Like ()} Comment () Send £ Share qY Like () Comment ) Send £> Share
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5 Yoursay South Australia
i/ 23 October at 05:01- & - - We ically pi 1 your
[ osirig Tomorow: Ocla e la media via Facebook and Twitter
Share your thoughts with us on new plsnning rules to guide future development in Festival Plazs,
particularly building height and design
The review focusses on providing clear building height and design guidance to ensure the

devel it site is. imized to make Festival Plaza 3 world-class hub for the ars, Facebo ok Tw’tter

362 164
Reach 4 Impressions

on social

culture, tourism and entertsinment. it sims to ensure that planning rules for this important area
are consistent with the South Australian Government’s vision for the broader Riverbank Precinct.

Clieks
5 3
Engagements 0 Tweets
. Comments
1.38%
Engagement rat 1
b b . Post shares
4
Reactions
YOURSAY SAGOV AU
MNew planning rules to guide future Festival Plaza development
Have your s3y on new planning rules to guide future development in Festival Plaza, particular]
O
Y Like () Comment © Send £ Share
PlanSA Twitter
:"‘ PlanSA @/'lanSAgov - Scp 16 ™=  PlanSA @PlanSAgov - Scp 22
Have ZYourSay on new #planning rules to guide Sfuture Sdevelopment in loin #PlanSA at an #online #community #infoSession to leam more on
#tFestivalPlaza, especlally #bullding #height & #design & help make it proposed new Zplanning rules to guide luture #development in
#Adclaide’s #WorldClass hub for #arts, #tourism & #entertainment. Visit HFestivalPlaza, particularly #building #height and #design on 25 Sep 815
bit.ly/desyPYp Oct. See #YourSay for more: yoursay.sa.gov.au/festival-plaza
Have your say: Online information
reviewing Festival sessions
Plaza planning : :
rules
Q ! o ihi 22 A&
"= PlanSA @PlanSAgov - Ocl 9 e ,
Y leam mare on new #planning rules to guide future #development in 3 PlanSA @PlanSAgov - Oct I7 -
#1 estivalPlaza, particularly #building #height and #design. Don’'t miss your chance to share #feedback on new #planning rules to
- lain #Plan5A 15 Oct, Spm-Epm at an #anline #intasession guide future #development in #FestivalPlara, particularty #building #height
- Visit #YourSAy for details and to give #teedhack. and Hdesign. #Consultation closes 24 Oct. Visit #YowSay (or details:
bit.ly/desyPYp yoursay.sa.gov.au/festival-plaza.

Online information
sessions
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16 September 2024 22 September 2024

E State Planning Commission South Australia State Planning Commission South Australia
@ H

about proposed new planning rules to guide future development in
Festival Plaza. particularly building height and design, at one of thes= onlin
community information sessions:

Hawe your say on new planning rules to guide futurs development in Festival Plaza,
partcularty building height and design

Lezm mo

Recent development and upgrades have renewed Festival Plaza as a cultural and

entertainment hub in the centre of Adelaids. - s -
- 26 September, 11 am-12 noon
5

. ] 5 ot . Cctober. 5 pr-6 pm.
Share your feedback and help ensurs the remaining development site is maximized

to help make Festival Plaza a world-class hub for the arts, culture, tourism and
entertainment.

YourSAy to learm more and share your feedback Your feedback can help ensure
the remaining development site iz maximizad 1o help make Fastival Plaza a world-
. - . S~ tclass hub for the arts, culture, towrism and entertainment.

Link to YourSAy website: https://bitly/4esyPYp = 2

ttoe/finkd.in/a2 Da
#Planning #SouthAustralia hitps/fnkd in/g2_DaAQh

#Planning #5outhAustralia

Have your say:
reviewing Festival Plaza

larni | Online information
planning rules

sessions

- & Liks &) Comment |:] Repost

ate Planning Commission South Australia... @. [}

Hide results -~
Hide results .~
Post performance @
Post performance @
400 13 325% Ee e
q 3755 3 437 13 . 262%
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17 October 2024 9 October 2024

E State Planning Commission South Australia E Sraee Planning Commission South Auaralia
N 1

our sy on new planming rules to guide futurs

development in F

ORI B2y O M

particularty building height and design. Learn miore by: Vopmat i F a 2, particularly bulcing

= joining Plan3A at an online community information
pm, register via YourSay
= visiting YourSAy for details and to provide feedback.

n 15 Ccrober, 5 pm-6

i hawve renewad Feseral Plaza 25 a culural and

8 At

acidscs

our tesdback By 2
irnizied to halp maka F

Share your feedback by 24 October and help ensure the remaining development site
is maximised to help make Festival Plaza a world-dass hub for the arts, culture
tourism and entertainment hitpsy/Inkd.in/gyfgkQ53

TG ML i T

L

Tnked.inigy?g0s3

Online infoermation FPLRninG Sttt
sessions

Consultation
closing soon

- & Like =) Comment r?_j Repost

Co ng Commission Sou tralia @ ("]
6 ﬁ L '@‘ Coarmi r:_] Rigaodl
Hide results »~ z i . @ |
Post performance @
et b F T m P
353 14 397%
At ¥ it i g Post performance @
8 227% 4
! 243 B 321
0 2 ¥
5 2071% 3
o i}
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Eventbrite pages: public information session page and private stakeholder information session page

Reviewing planning rules for
Festival Plaza

Saima Ercted

byl P i 13 G e Attt v il PAALS, by B At i

g

B Py R Land as Survaid Mok

o o it s |

Drate and time:

B Ty Ocackar 155~ Grw ACDT

[,

Tumchey, Sepinmber 17
Reviewing the planning rules
for Festival Plaza

b vy P i 3 i e BT 8 Pl P, by o, ST

f
= By Planieg ELssd s Sooien 2 flom
[ — StCE
Date and time

b Tesaciny Sepaabed 17138 X ACST

[

Abaout this event

i 58 S 84 Pk 38 A

[Cresseae
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What we heard summary

OFFICIAL

g PlanSA‘ WHAT WE HEARD

Reviewing planning rules to guide future
Festival Plaza development

Aboul the proposed changes

The Sauth Australian Governmant & reviswing the planning rules for Festival Plaza to anaute
s prime location in Adelaide's cly centre provides the greatest benefits for the state and our
communty.

M_M_MM_MM providing ﬂmlmmn
besghl and design quedance ke
Festval Plaza a world-class hub for the arts, uinn mhmwmmhnwl.

The review aiso ims 10 ensuna that planning rules for this imponant area are consistent with
the Scush Aussralian Governmant s vision for the broader Riverbank Precinct

Recent upgraces and development have renewed Festival Plaza as a cultural and entertainment
hut in the centre of Adslaide

A DBstoney mived-use tower alongside the One Fastival Tower has haan proposad to complete
renawal of the precinct.

The draft code amendment does not coneider specilic proposed developments bul wouki
provide buliding haight and design guidance for any future devalopment in Fastival Plaza

Thesetors, changes o the planning niles teugh tis code amendmant would guide whathar he
proposed 38-storey buiding is the highest and best use of the precinet's remaining development
site, considering its relationship with nabonal and stabe herilage isted Parkament House and
opportunities to creats public space.

mmmmmhmmlmmmmmuummum
released for 1o ensure that any are not
submitied for this imperiant precinct while these rulss are reviewsd.

Feedback was invited on the draft coc from 12 o 24 October 2024,

h

What we heard

A total of B7 subemi dl during th period from industry, advocacy
o, government agencies and Uie cosnursty.

Key ssues raised during consuliation langely reiated o building height gLidance and the impacts.
ﬂ-wmmnmmmnmwmmqmm

+ e acceptable height for & Tower bulkding in Festival Plaza. Suggesting 40 kevels is 100 high

*  buliding on the Adelaide parkiands, particutarly a bulicing that is not for emterainment, ars
and cullure. heaith or public use

=  impacts on Ihe henilage values of the natonal and stale isted Parkament House and nearty
hertage buikdings, such as Festival Theatre and the Tormens Parade Ground, including
ewershadenwing buildings along North Tarace

= obstructing views of linear park, th of Houss, the Radwary
MFHHT}M«MWMTN!“

» bk on Festival Plaza, E whemitifed in the slrnkd revran
green space of a space for P Buch as o

festivals of concens
« 1085 of e geometry of the square mike of Adelaide’s CBD as per Colonel Light's vision.
Thee key aveas of suppot fatsed duing consultation included.

= B bukding heighl and design guidance provides an opporunity to buld a high-guaity,
foonic bulding Hhat makes a bold statement, strergtivens the CBD shyline and mproves.
busness growth

*  Adsiside needs mone taller buldings to use space more efficiently

= @ busdding of about 40 levels in Festival Plazs coukd provide opportunities o benefit e
‘comsmunity such 35 a public viewing deck or museum

2 buikding of 38-40 levels Is needsd 1o minimise the bulk of a lower height bulding

» acoowledgement of the amount of work and due dilgence undertaken i eneure the best
outcomes fior Adelalde through The proposed code amandment.

O submisss aghlighied a pieh fox @ tafler budding on the site ientified = the
concept plan, prefesting a high-quality design, 50-storey bullding on the site.
Feadhack the da not support the code

partecubaty Hee building heighl guidance and kocaton ﬁm-.mmmnmm
2 bulding of up to 40 bullding leveds, rext 10 the hertage Ested Pariament House,

m Gurre et o uneh Arls abia
plan.sa.gov.au 2 @ w‘y-:: —

p-prie e

A

F“H Gerverniment uf South Austraka
plan.sa.gov.au @ Do o iy
VWinie feacback was mared on ine design gus amanding —

Wmmmwmmmmmmmmmmrm
hese amerdiments were generally supgored.

Engagement activities
Indormation was pravided and fesdback gatiered from the - P

+ online information seesions on 26 Septemnber and 15 October. open 1o everyons and
amended by 13 paopls

- SAy son webisite ey, with 48 survey subsnitied mosty by
‘community members

*  PlanSa website and online sufimission formiemal address. With 40 Fasponass subminied
sty by communily, industry, slale agences and advocacy groups.

™ activiies wer P gh social mecka, Planning Abead
and YourSAy E vebsite and emails. Letters were sent dinectly to state
and Fedenal MPa, induslyy bodies, lanal g SEALE ROBAGES, haritags
bodies, community advocacy groups, Dwness,
providing Informaticn, inviting and 1o shate
across their networks. The consultalion was also promoled on ABC Radio Adelaide.
Next steps
A feedtsack s o beirg and cons or detail in ing. o Festval
Plaza Code Amendment. incuding the concept pian for the site.
An engagement regort is being prepared. L @ summary of writhen and
mmmnnmmmwmsmhmm

was d for O this repost will be provided 1o

he Minester few Planning 1o enabile A final Secssion an The cade amendmesnt

The fepart. inchiding 2iong with the outcome of the code
amendmant and any further updates, will be pubilishead on the YourSAy and PlanSA webales.

Maore information
Contact Plan3A
Phonn 1800 T2 GRL
Ermad PlanSAHsa gov sy
Visk YourSAY: yoursay £, gou g festa-plazs.
Vst PanSA A0 Te=1ie ohod T
Covernmarnt of Louth Aatraha
plan.sa.gov.au ] Urprae vor Forg
2 e St
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DHUD staff newsletter

4o FrctTimsl it 100
barai s dos B suin and caa

A R Loy Sl Ve aborajie e (e
rerarmsd o D crgviewt Fhed el for mabnee? 10 3 Srpmnats msryameeT prooeny ke e
perpdeent iats Dommuon Susumen: Pared

o Yoy Sk Pen prOPored L oseplete e

o o7y gt
Lo hryertig sreriel ag
e b
i Teww ahws T b Codle Amiandren az orer of Suas ondee wReon
Septavrdee, T are 12 Vi, [ I
& pm. ool

1 ol fepdback, el Fw Plasids and Toucidy weindm Conmfteson dioes S Oocber 00
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Attachment 2 — YourSAy website metrics
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New planning rules to quide future Festival Plaza
development

YOURSAY ONLINE PROMOTION
REPORT

12 September to 24 October 2024




Key terms

Combined reach.

The sum of people or accounts reached through
a group of communication channels or
promotional activities.

Reach.

The number of people or accounts who had an
opportunity to see (exposed to) your engagement
(per communication channel).

Impressions (Twitter).

The number of people or accounts who had an
opportunity to see (exposed to) a post
promoting your engagement.

Engagement (Facebook).

The number of interactions with your post, for
example by commenting on, liking, sharing, or
clicking upon particular elements of the post.

Engagement rate (Facebook).

The percentage of people who actively engaged with
the post out of the total people reached. This includes
users' comments, shares, likes, and links clicks. Rival
1Q suggests the median engagement rate is 0.09%.

Reactions (Facebook).

The number of reaction interactions with your
post. This is one of the 6 animated emotions,
including 'like.’



Social Media

Facebook
‘ 362
Reach
4
. Clicks
‘ Engagements 0
Comments
1.38%
Engagement rate 1
Post shares
' Reactions

We organically promoted your engagement on social
media via Facebook and Twitter

Twitter

164
Impressions
3
Tweets




Newsletter

Your engagement was sent to over 70,000 registered 71 O'I 2
users across two emails. !

Email deliveries

These emails were opened over 25,000 times giving a

large number of people the opportunity to see your
engagement. 2719 82

Email opens

208

Your link clicks
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Attachment 3 — Evaluation results

Results of community evaluation survey
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Updating planning rules to guide future Festival Plaza development: engagement evaluation

Q1 | feel the engagement genuinely sought my input to help shape the
proposal

Answered: 18  Skipped: 0

Strongly agree

Agree

Neither agree
nor disagree

Strongly
disagree

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
Strongly agree 16.67%
Agree 5.56%
Neither agree nor disagree 27.78%
Disagree 27.78%
Strongly disagree 22.22%
TOTAL

1/9



Updating planning rules to guide future Festival Plaza development: engagement evaluation

Q2 | am confident my views were heard during the engagement

Answered: 18  Skipped: 0

Strongly agree

Agree

Neither agree
nor disagree

Disagree

Strongly
disagree

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
Strongly agree 22.22%
Agree 11.11%
Neither agree nor disagree 44.44%
Disagree 11.11%
Strongly disagree 11.11%
TOTAL

2/9



Updating planning rules to guide future Festival Plaza development: engagement evaluation

Q3 | was given an adequate opportunity to be heard

Answered: 18  Skipped: 0

Strongly agree

Neither agree
nor disagree

Disagree
Strongly

disagree

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
Strongly agree 27.78%
Agree 16.67%
Neither agree nor disagree 38.89%
Disagree 5.56%
Strongly disagree 11.11%
TOTAL

3/9



Updating planning rules to guide future Festival Plaza development: engagement evaluation

Q4 | was given sufficient information so that | could take an informed
view

Answered: 18  Skipped: 0

Strongly agree

Agree

Neither agree
nor disagree

Disagree

Strongly
disagree

0%

10%

20%

30%

40% 50%

60%

70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Strongly agree 33.33%

Agree 33.33%

Neither agree nor disagree 11.11%

Disagree 16.67%
5.56%

Strongly disagree
TOTAL

4/9

18



Updating planning rules to guide future Festival Plaza development: engagement evaluation

Q5 | felt informed about why | was being asked for my view, and the way
it would be considered

Answered: 18  Skipped: 0

Strongly agree

Agree

Neither agree
nor disagree

Disagree

Strongly
disagree

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Strongly agree 27.78% 5
Agree 27.78% 5
Neither agree nor disagree 27.78% 5
Disagree 11.11% 2
Strongly disagree 5.56% 1
TOTAL 18

5/9



10
11

12

13

14

share on the engagement process?

Answered: 15  Skipped: 3

RESPONSES

Thanks for the opportunity to provide feedback. | am however, not confident that my
opposition to the draft changes to the code will be seriously considered, bc much of the
language in the information provided to participants indicated a bias towards changes. For
example, the use of 'maximise' and ‘community benefit' promotes the idea that growth is
always good. We know that is not always true. | am sceptical that the Minister has already
been influenced by the development lobby and this consultation process is just a necessary
but irritating part of the process for Renewal SA.

Found summary sterile.

| felt that a wider advertising campaign about the proposed changes & outlining the
opportunities to provide feedback through television, radio, social media & newspaper could
have been employed to better canvas public opinion.

Feels tokenistic like just doing it because its part of the process. No indication yet that the
people are going to be listened to and heard.

| do not agree with options to questions which do not include the option of ‘No building' for
commercial gain on the parklands.

Very unfair on the public servants as the decision has already been made by Cabinet to
approve the commercial proposal. The decision should be made by Parliament or the
Commission as the Minister is conflicted.

My well-informed explanation of embodied carbon impacts seems to have been completely
ignored. Why was this not highlighted in the summary?

I consider that the feedback provided by respondents should not overtake the vision for the
Plaza Tower 2 proposed development given that professional planners have a better
appreciation of the positive outcome of the scale of this project.

| sense the political decision may result in this project proceeding regardless of the outcome
of the community consultation process, largely because the project proposal seems so far
advanced. The consultation may however result in fine-tuning of the project to make it more
acceptable to the community at large.

What engagement process?

| received an auto response to my email submission saying it was late and would be
considered a late submission even though it was sent within the public given dates for
submissions.

I would have liked a summary of the report to the Minister - what were the heights identified
and by how many6y responses (% wise) Whether or not the answers were fully
acknowledged and responded to, it is not possible to have an opinion of the effectiveness of
this consultation. | suggest more use of a public people's convocation on such a blatant rob
of public space would reveal the pros and cons and then a recommendation> 100
independent citizens as a review committee not bound to departmental processes or
benefactors of government.

The concluding messages of the document fail to reflect ANY of the arguments or pointers
to leaving the space open plaza/community/public space and leap to the bizarre
conclusions that this location is somehow better for a high rise office block than the actual
CBD, and that the higher the building, the less bulky the lower parts will seem. These are
obviously wrong arguments. Any storied building here would would waste unique and
valuable Festival Centre/adjacent public space, and block from view the entire northern
vista of Heritage Parliament House, and its historic balcony. Unless this process embraces
these real public interest arguments it will be fundamentally flawed.

It is encouraging to believe that our leaders are prepared to engage and solicit views and
opinions from the populace. It is very important in a democracy.

6/9

Updating planning rules to guide future Festival Plaza development: engagement evaluation

Q6 Do you have any other feedback or comments you would like to

DATE
11/8/2024 8:21 AM

11/7/2024 3:42 PM
11/7/2024 8:32 AM

11/7/2024 12:36 AM

11/6/2024 4:01 PM

11/6/2024 3:13 PM

11/6/2024 3:11 PM

11/6/2024 3:10 PM

11/6/2024 12:15 PM

11/6/2024 12:07 PM
11/6/2024 12:04 PM

11/6/2024 10:58 AM

11/6/2024 10:25 AM

11/6/2024 10:19 AM
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Updating planning rules to guide future Festival Plaza development: engagement evaluation

As a Ministerial amendment and given the highly publicised and politicised nature of the 11/6/2024 10:12 AM
amendment on which there will be no backing down, the engagement process is a sham

7/9



Updating planning rules to guide future Festival Plaza development: engagement evaluation

Q7 How did you hear about updating the planning rules to guide future
Festival Plaza development?

Direct
letter/email

Media
(newspaper,
radio,...

Social media

Online
information
session

Planning Ahead
e-newsletter

YourSAy
website/e-newsl
etter

PlanSA website

Planning
Policy Forum

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20%

40%

Answered: 18

50%

80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
Direct letter/email 16.67%
Media (newspaper, radio, television) 22.22%
Social media 11.11%
Online information session 5.56%
Planning Ahead e-newsletter 11.11%
YourSAy website/e-newsletter 33.33%
PlanSA website 11.11%
Planning Policy Forum 0.00%
33.33%

Other (please specify)

Total Respondents: 18

OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY)

Community discussions

A news article on the radio

w NP

Through Community Alliance SA

8/9

DATE
11/7/2024 3:42 PM

11/7/2024 8:32 AM
11/6/2024 4:01 PM



Updating planning rules to guide future Festival Plaza development: engagement evaluation
I only heard about it NOW after someone else sent me this survey link. 11/6/2024 12:07 PM

citizen concerns over the loss of public space to major developer whose northern suburb is 11/6/2024 10:58 AM
an example of how not to plan for living and environment.

Word of mouth 11/6/2024 10:25 AM

9/9
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Results and evaluation of Desighated Entity’s engagement

The engagement was evaluated by the Planning and Land Use Services Engagement team on behalf of the
Designated Entity.

Evaluation statement Response options (Select answer)

1 Engagement occurred early enough for | 7 Engaged when there was opportunity for input
feedback to genuinely influence the into scoping.
planning policy, strategy or scheme 0 Engaged when there was opportunity for input
(Principle 1) into first draft.

v" Engaged when there was opportunity for minor
edits to final draft.

[J Engaged when there was no real opportunity
for input to be considered.

Comment:

Preliminary engagement was undertaken with
Renewal SA, as the key government agency with
an interest in land in the Riverbank Precinct and
landowner of Festival Plaza, to determine the final
scope of the amendment.

However, because the draft Code Amendment
went onto early commencement to ensure
undesirable development applications were not
submitted for this important precinct while the rules
were reviewed, the draft needed to be well
progressed before public engagement could begin.

Public consultation has resulted in a number of
changes to the Code Amendment, demonstrating
public engagement occurred when there was
opportunity to influence aspects of the Code

Amendment.
2 Engagement contributed to the [0 In a significant way.
substance of the Code Amendment 7] In a moderate way.
(Principle 1) v"In a minor way.
[0 Not at all.
Comment:
As a result of stakeholder and community
feedback, some changes have been made in
finalising the code amendment, as outlined in the
engagement report.
3 The engagement reached those v" Representatives from most community groups
identified as the community of interest participated in the engagement.
(Principle 2) [0 Representatives from some community groups

participated in the engagement.
[0 There was little representation of the
community groups in engagement.

Comment:

OFFICIAL
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Engagement included the provision of
feedback to community about
outcomes of their participation

Engagement was reviewed throughout
the process and improvements put in
place, or recommended for future
engagement (Principle 5)

The majority of feedback received was from
community, including a number of community
organisations. Feedback was also received from
most targeted key stakeholder groups, including
industry representative bodies, local government
and state agencies.

While letters were sent directly to a number of
heritage bodies, no submissions were received
from this stakeholder group. However, the
Department for Environment and Water, which
includes Heritage SA, provided a submission.

The peak in submission numbers following media
coverage near the end of the consultation
demonstrates that a broader audience could have
been reached and greater engagement could have
been achieved through proactive media promotion
early in the consultation.

v" Formally (report or public forum).
[ Informally (closing summaries).
[0 No feedback provided.

Comment:

A ‘what we heard’ summary was emailed directly to
everyone that participated in the engagement by
either submitting feedback or attending an online
information session, along with the engagement
evaluation survey, shortly after consultation closed.
The summary was also published on the PlanSA
and YourSAy websites.

When the Code Amendment is finalised the full
engagement report will be sent directly to key
stakeholders and engagement participants and
published on the YourSAy and PlanSA websites.
Information will also be shared with the broader
community in-line with the closing-the-loop
communications in the engagement plan.

Comment:

Engagement was reviewed throughout and, in
response to a limited number of submissions being
received, a paid social media post was used to
promote the consultation more broadly and
encourage more feedback.

Following feedback from an engagement
participant on the automated response to emailed
submissions, improvements to the wording are
being made to avoid concern regarding timely
submissions being recorded as a ‘late submission’.

OFFICIAL
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Identify key strength of the Charter and
Guide

Identify key challenge of the charter and
Guide

It is noted that there was a significant increase in
submissions received following media coverage of
the consultation and proactive media promotion is
recommended for future engagements.

A review of traffic sources to the YourSAy website
also indicated one of the most frequent ways for
people to reach the website was from
www.senstational-adelaide.com. This is not a
channel that has been considered for promoting
engagement in the past and will be considered for
future engagements.

Comment:

It ensures interested and affected stakeholders and
community are given the opportunity to influence
planning decisions regarding Code Amendments. It
also ensures engagement is evaluated to support
improvements in future engagement processes.

Comment:

Evaluation of the engagement process is carried
out prior to completion of the engagement report
and final Code Amendment, meaning evaluation of
how much influence people have over the final
outcome is made before the final outcome is
decided.

OFFICIAL


http://www.senstational-adelaide.com/

OFFICIAL

Attachment 4 — Copy of submissions received

1. Public submissions (including YourSAy survey responses)

2. Council and non-government organisation submissions

OFFICIAL



From: Community Alliance SA Inc,

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Cc: Simms Office; hood.office@parliament.sa.gov.au; lordmavor@cityofadelaide.com.au
Subject: Fwd: Submission — Festival Plaza Code Amendment

Date: Tuesday, 22 October 2024 6:58:54 PM

Attachments: image001.png

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

22 October 2024

PlanSA Community Engagement

Dear Sir/Madam

Community Alliance SA (CASA) Inc is an umbrella community organisation with 33
member groups, representing more than 25,000 South Australians who care deeply about
their community. Our goal is to ensure that 'the people are put back into planning' and that
community values are held to equal, or higher consideation than those of developers.

CASA supports the retention as is of PO 2.1 of the Entertainment Subzone of the
Riverbank Zone and therefore opposes its amendment for the following reasons:

o The 3-story option would be the variation amongst the four on offer CASA would
support because with sympathetic design it could possibly achieve some, or even
most, of the character and amenity of the vibrant open-spaced plaza that was
anticipated by the community.

e The 3-storey building option:

o would most respect the striking northern aspect of Parliament House, perhaps
our most significant heritage building;

o would not overwhelm or overshadow Parliament House;

o as a smaller building could be usefully devoted exclusively to restaurant, or
cultural, or entertainment usages, and therefore legitimately sit within a
subzone explicitly badged as an entertainment subzone- and where
commercial office usage is not appropriate; and

o as a hospitality/cultural/entertainment building of less over-bearing height it
would relate well to the original concept of a friendly open plaza and civic
gathering place that was anticipated.

¢ In contrast we are strongly opposed to any of the taller options and see them as a



selling out of the community's wishes and hopes:

o the two tallest options are incompatible with the human-scale spaces that set
the global performance standard as public spaces that attract an ever-changing
stream of people to come and to linger - rather than a fixed population of
tower-based office-workers- they can be high performance spaces- the work of
Jan Gehl has proved this time and again in a wide array of cities;and

o all towers, from the eight-storey upwards, create an inappropriate corporate,
rather than civic or community, ambience.

o CASA is most concerned that there has been no announcement of a clearly defined
purpose for any proposed second tower. In such a significant Capital City space this
seems cavalier in the extreme. That the space was extremely under-used and
neglected, a blank slate, does not excuse the development of options that are of less
than optimal performance as visitor spaces.

o Sydney City Council is currently engaged on a long-term expensive project of
buying up land to create such a space opposite its Town Hall. Melbourne,
likewise over many years, searched out the best creative advice and engaged
in years of public debate before constructing its extraordinary successful and
high-performing Federation Square, which transformed that city.

e CASA welcomes the chance to provide mput into this project but notes the complete
lack of essential transparency around this private project in a public space, and
would enquire whether there were any earlier community input opportunities?

o It is highly questionable whether wider Adelaide, or even wider South Australia,
beyond a very small number of politicians, would see any second tall tower as
anything other than a disgraceful sell-out of a resource that is of irreplaceable value
to the whole community.

We would welcome the opportunity to speak further about this proposal and hope that the
community feedback is considered in the decision-making phase.
Kind regards

Dianne

Dianne van Eck

President

Community Alliance SA
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Adelaide Park Lands Authority




Acknowledgement of Country

The Kadaltilla / Adelaide Park Lands Authority (Kadaltilla) acknowledges the Kaurna People as the traditional
owners of the Adelaide Plains and pays respect to Elders past and present. Kadaltilla recognises and respects
the cultural heritage, beliefs and relationship which the Kaurna People have with the land and acknowledges
that they are of continuing importance to the Kaurna People living today.

Kadaltilla extends that respect to other Aboriginal Language Groups and other First Nations.

Kadaltilla is the principal advisor to both the Council and the State Government on the protection,
management, enhancement and promotion of the Adelaide Park Lands.

Kadaltilla is a traditional Kaurna word meaning Green place / Green lands / Park Lands.
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Introduction

On 12 September 2024 the Department for Housing and Urban Development wrote to Kadaltilla / Adelaide
Park Lands Authority (Kadaltilla) advising that the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment has been released for
public consultation from 12 September to 24 October 2024.

The draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment proposes changes to the Planning and Design Code to guide future
development in the Festival Plaza precinct, situated between Adelaide Railway Station, SkyCity Casino,
Parliament House, and King William Road.

This submission outlines Kadaltilla's feedback regarding the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment.

Key matters to be submitted to the consultation are set out in this submission under the following
considerations:

e Alignment with the Principles of the Adelaide Park Lands Act 2005 (SA) (APL Act) and the Adelaide
Park Lands Management Strategy (APLMS).

e Protection of the National Heritage Values and referral under the Environment Protection, Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999 (Commonwealth) (the EPBC Act).

o Achievement of the principles of good planning as set out in the Planning, Development and
Infrastructure Act 2016 (SA) (the PDI Act) and State Planning Policies (SPP), including SPP 1 —
Integrated Planning, SPP 2 — Design Quality, and SPP 7 — Cultural Heritage.



1.  Alignment with the APL Act and APLMS

The draft Code Amendment should be consistent with the principles outlined in the APL Act and the APLMS.
The APLMS emphasises the importance of preserving public spaces, maintaining clear sightlines to the
Adelaide Park Lands, and protecting heritage values. Any future development should aim to enhance
community enjoyment and connection to nature, and not undermine these objectives by encroaching on
valuable green space, obstructing views or diminishing the public's experience of the Adelaide Park Lands.

Development in the Riverbank Precinct should demonstration exemplary design of the public realm and
maintain public accessibility. Kadaltilla seeks for the Code Amendment to consider future development in the
context of the Adelaide Park Lands and ensure that across the Adelaide Park Lands any losses to public access
be offset through investment in restoring alienated areas of the Adelaide Park Lands and exploring alternative
access to open space such as opening sections of Government House grounds.

Kadaltilla submits that:

. The scale and design of the development enabled by the Code Amendment should demonstrate
stronger alignment with the APL Act and APLMS including preserving public spaces, maintaining clear
sightlines to the Adelaide Park Lands, minimising encroachment on green areas, and protecting heritage
values.

. Access to open space should be strengthened to offset any loss of public open space though the Code
Amendment framework, such as investing in restoring alienated areas of the Adelaide Park Lands and
exploring alternative access to open space such as opening sections of Government House grounds.

. The State Government should make its full vision for the Riverbank Precinct publicly available.

2. Protection of the National Heritage Values and referral under the EPBC Act

The Adelaide Park Lands and Parliament House are on the National Heritage List and as such the draft Code
Amendment and any future development should be referred to the Federal Government for review under the
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Cwth) for impact assessment.

Further consideration should be given to the separation between future development and Parliament House
to preserve its heritage value while ensuring visual and physical connections are maintained. The setback
proposed in The Code Amendment does not sufficiently demonstrate how the proposed setback to Parliament
House respects respect heritage significance and visual connection to the Adelaide Park Lands.

Kadaltilla submits that:

. The State Government should undertake a referral to the EPBC Act as it relates to the National Heritage
Values.
. The Code Amendment should specifically address vistas to and from the Adelaide Park Lands, including

the view corridor for Elder Park.
. A greater distance should be maintained from Heritage Places, particularly Parliament House, to protect
their visual prominence and historical context.

3. Alignment of the principles of good planning and SPPs
The prominence of One Festival Tower sets a new landmark within Festival Plaza and future development
should be of a lower scale and visually subordinate to the dominance of Tower 1.

The view from Elder Park, set at a lower level, is significant. Elder Park is a key event space for Adelaide, and
future development must be sensitive to its role in major state events. Large buildings should not
unreasonably disrupt visual connection to the Karrawirra Pari / River Torrens and the Adelaide Park Lands.
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Pedestrian activity at the street level and activation at the lower levels is encouraged, including active
frontages, green spaces, and public amenities.

Kadaltilla supports the involvement of the Office for Design and Architecture SA (ODASA) in the design review
process and adherence to the highest standards of architectural design, particularly given the cultural and
environmental importance of the Festival Plaza precinct.

Kadaltilla recommends close examination of international precedents of sustainable and regenerative
development such that future development in the Festival Plaza precinct complements its iconic cultural and
heritage status, promotes biodiversity, reduces urban heat and achieve certification for sustainability.

Kadaltilla submits that:

o The building height allowance should be reduced to respond to the dominant height of Tower 1 rather
than establishing the dominant height. The concept plan boundary should be minimised such that
building footprint is constrained.

. Greater regard be given to SPP 7 and maintaining the context of a place of heritage value through
appropriate and compatible design solutions.

. Future development should deliver a landmark architectural response with reference to leading
international practice and adhering to the principles of ecologically sustainable and regenerative design,
including green star certification.

. Future development should make a positive contribution to the public realm and at pedestrian scale,
including pedestrian connectivity, greening at podium height, continuous canopies and shade cover,
natural spaces and landscaping.

Conclusion

This section provides a consolidated response to the draft Code Amendment. Kadaltilla submits that:

. The scale and design of the development enabled by the Code Amendment should demonstrate
stronger alignment with the APL Act and APLMS including preserving public spaces, maintaining clear
sightlines to the Adelaide Park Lands, minimising encroachment on green areas, and protecting heritage
values.

. Access to open space should be strengthened to offset any loss of public open space though the Code
Amendment framework, such as investing in restoring alienated areas of the Adelaide Park Lands and
exploring alternative access to open space such as opening sections of Government House grounds.

. The State Government should make its full vision for the Riverbank Precinct publicly available.

. The State Government should undertake a referral to the EPBC Act as it relates to the National Heritage
Values.

. The Code Amendment should specifically address vistas to and from the Adelaide Park Lands, including

the view corridor for Elder Park.

. A greater distance should be maintained from Heritage Places, particularly Parliament House, to protect
their visual prominence and historical context.

. The building height allowance should be reduced to respond to the dominant height of Tower 1 rather
than establishing the dominant height. The concept plan boundary should be minimised such that
building footprint is constrained.

. Greater regard be given to SPP 7 and maintaining the context of a place of heritage value through
appropriate and compatible design solutions.

. Future development should deliver a landmark architectural response with reference to leading
international practice and adhering to the principles of ecologically sustainable and regenerative design,
including green star certification.

. Future development should make a positive contribution to the public realm and at pedestrian scale,
including pedestrian connectivity, greening at podium height, continuous canopies and shade cover,
natural spaces and landscaping.
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COUNCIL
of Australia

Property Council of Australia ABN 1300847 4422

4 October 2024

Festival Plaza Code Amendment

Code Amendment Team

Department for Housing and Urban Development
GPO Box 1815

Adelaide SA 5001

plansasubmissions@sa.gov.au
Dear Mr Voortman,

The Property Council is pleased to make a submission to the Festival Plaza Code Amendment
consultation.

Festival Plaza is a strategic and iconic destination within Adeliade CBD's. It has the potential to be
an epicentre for entertainment, business, education, government, the arts and events; it is an
active locale that weaves the modern life of the city with its rich and diverse history on the banks
of the Torrens River.

The draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment seeks changes to existing policy for the City Riverbank
Zone and Entertainment Subzone, as it relates to the ‘Affected Area’ which comprises a section of
the Riverbank Precinct known as ‘Festival Plaza’, encompassing land located between the Adelaide
Railway Station / Sky City Casino, the Adelaide Festival Centre itself, Parliament/0ld Parliament
Housing and the land adjacent the western side of King William Street.

The Code Amendment seeks to incorporate contemporary planning policy into the Planning and
Design Code which will guide and facilitate further development of the Festival Plaza, albeit in an
orderly manner which is sympathetic to landmark buildings of cultural significance. The Festival
Plaza Code Amendment focusses on providing building height, siting, public realm contributions,
pedestrian connectivity and the relationship of built form to important heritage listed places,
including Parliament House. Policy changes will also clarify the desired building scale for sites
addressing the River Torrens.

The Code Amendment seeks to ensure the remaining development site is maximised to make
Festival Plaza a world-class hub for the arts, culture, tourism and entertainment and that planning
rules are consistent with the South Australian Government's vision for the broader Riverbank
Precinct.

The Property Council strongly supports the establishment of Concept Plan 153 which further seeks
to reinforce principles of good planning and adopts a holistic and coordinated approach to the
orderly development of Festival Plaza, providing guidance on the siting of new built form and
facilitating uplift in a location which preserves the heritage setting and important vantage points
of Parliament House. We also support the proposed location of green spaces, active frontages and



key pedestrian thoroughfares, all which promote the principles of good urban design and
placemaking.

The draft Code Amendment strikes an appropriate balance between unlocking the development
potential of appropriate land with City Riverbank Zone (including the landmark Festival Plaza site)
and providing greater protection to culturally significant heritage listed buildings.

The Property Council supports the proposed policy change which will clarify the intended building
scale contemplated for development along River Torrens. The Property Council believes this
needed change will provide a greater level certainty and confidence to applicant’s intending to
develop in this area.

A modern and vibrant city deserves a modern and vibrant built environment that communicates
aspiration, evolution and progress to citizens. There is perhaps no better testimony to progressive
city-shaping than the embrace of height and the reinvigoration or public spaces.

Whilst the draft Code Amendment does not consider specific proposed developments it does
provide building height and design guidance for any future development in Festival Plaza
contemplating a second tower.

The Property Council fully supports the Code Amendment’s consideration of additional height as
well as unique and bold design within the concept plan that highlights the Plaza’s unique heritage
and value and puts Festival Plaza on the map as one of Australia's premier open space precincts.

Bruce Djite
SA Executive Director, Property Council

Great cities | Strong economies | Sustainable communities
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23.10.2024
By email only

TO: PlanSA Code Amendments Attn: Amy Barratt
Dept for Housing and Urban Senior Planning Officer, DHUD

Development, Govt of South Australia
plansasubmissions@sa.gov.au

Re: Festival Plaza Code Amendment

A code amendment that supports the importance of the “Festival Plaza [as] a world-class hub
for the arts, culture, tourism and entertainment” for the whole of the area the subject of the
“Festival Plaza, City Riverbank Concept Plan” would be capable of being supported as being
progressive culturally sensitive development and land use. That would reflect the foresight and
vision that led to the initial establishment of the Festival Centre and open space Plaza, which
previously positively contributed to the betterment, public use, and vistas of Adelaide.

Regrettably, that is no longer the case consequent on the mashup and subdivision of this
important locality. Permitting the “One Festival Tower” also detracts from that objective; it is
questionably of “exemplary design and hav[ing] minimal impact on the River Torrens”."

In the “Concept Plan”, the outline of the indicated “40 building levels” for a commercial office
building would overbear and obscure much of the northern face of “Parliament House”; a further
denigration. It is yet another ‘nail in the coffin’ of what was once a culturally important open
space reflecting the importance of cultural activities and the juxtaposition of civil governance,
arts, culture and their respective vistas. Colloquially, predecessor governments, ministers, and
their bureaucracies have enabled a previously revered locality to be ‘trashed beyond the pale’.
Even if formally categorised as “development”, it nonetheless is not progress, progressive,
contributory, or creative city land use. How it came to be, and what it might be, is of interest.?

Culture, artistry, creativity, civic spaces, innovation, human-scale, and code amendments
prescribing performance outcomes to that effect would be supported.

High rise and medium rise structures are not supported. If there is to be any incongruous ‘office’
built form to be permitted, it ought to be no greater than a 2-3 level low rise creative and
interesting built form conducive to the purpose of the zone having minimal impact on the
adjacent Parliament House, Festival Plaza and Centre, grounds of Government House, and
most importantly, the public vistas from public places along King William Street, noting that the
“Festival Plaza is located in the Adelaide Park Lands.” The Code amendment ought to be
amended to achieve a performance outcome within that objective. It ought to instead expressly

' PlanSA FAQs. See also Festival Plaza Code Amendment p21, adopted by the Minister for Planning on 06.09.2024, referring to
“existing policy”, which is explained as: “The City Riverbank Zone seeks exemplary design quality and architecture that is
contemporary and innovative and respectful of the heritage buildings, Adelaide Park Lands setting and civic functions of the
locality *

2 The ARM Architecture “Festival Plaza Urban Design Review”, August 2024, for the “Government of South Australian (sic)
Department for Trade and investment” (Attachment E to the adopted Festival Plaza Code Amendment”), may well be a useful
contribution but, respectfully, is probably too many years too late.

3 PlanSA-FAQs

The North Adelaide Society Inc. ©2024 Page 1 of 2



iterate that commercial office towers of “exemplary design” are to be located within the central
business precincts of the city centre.

It is noted that in the various materials, there is no heading or information that addresses
“accountability” and “transparency”. That is, the material does not include anything about what
was uttered or published by political decision-makers in relation to how land within the area of
the “Concept Plan” was to be used compared to what has transpired. Similarly in relation to the
proposed code amendment, the extent to which it may be mis-aligned (or not) with any previous
‘renewal’ intent or election/re-election statement/s made. In the material provided, there is
nothing about the genesis for any public mandate for commercial office high rise in this civic and
cultural locality.

The code amendment should be revised to the following effect.

1. High rise and medium rise structures are not supported. Culture, artistry, creativity, civic
spaces, innovation, human-scale, and code amendments prescribing performance outcomes
to that effect would be supported.

2. Any commercial office-built form, if permitted, ought to be no greater than a 2-3 level low
rise. In the cultural and civic context of its locality, it ought to be of such a creative and
interesting built form as to be capable of winning an international architectural award.

3. Subject to the foregoing, the removal, or non-inclusion, of express quantitative limits
concerning height, levels and mass is opposed.

4. This is public land. Any proposal for a structure that exceeds specified height, levels, or
other quantification, ought to be the subject of third-party appeal rights, including by
landowners within the area of the central business zone.

5. Subzone: Entertainment Subzone PO2.1 ought to expressly include quantitative limits on
levels, heights, and scale. That is essential because any proposed new structure will
undoubtedly reference and rely on the height, levels, and scale of the “One Festival Tower.”

6. Subzone: Entertainment Subzone PO2.2 ought to be amended to remove the option of

high rise (i.e., “exceed-20-buildinglevels-or FAm-in-building-height’) and expressly refer to

“low-medium rise”. It must be more explicit about the intended performance outcome. Instead,
it postulates including the vaguely proposed “(b) (sic) positively respond to the local context
and achieves the desired outcomes of the Zone”. An objective reasonable observer of
assessment processes and decision-making could not help but be cynical about the nefarious
subjectivity in the use of “positively respond”.

7. The Code Amendment ought to include desired and performance outcomes to the effect
of enabling creative artistic innovations and embellishments, including of a height and form to
diminish the dominance and overbearing impact of any commercial high rise-built form. That
would be conducive to a cultural and artistic renewal for which Adelaide and this State were
renowned.

Please acknowledge receipt.

Yours sincerely,*

The North Adeluide &w’eb} lhe, fist 1970)

cc. State Member for Adelaide, Lucy Hood MP per email: adelaide@parliament.sa.gov.au

4 The views herein are expressed for the purpose of engaging in legislative and administrative consultative processes and public
discussion about the governance and policy of planning and land use. They are not intended to reflect adversely on any person or
entity concerned with the preparation, design, intent, purpose, content, or presentation of the matter the subject of this submission.
That a matter is not addressed herein is not to be taken as condonation thereof. e&oe

The North Adelaide Society Inc. ©2024 Page 2 of 2



Urban Development Institute of Australia

- S

24 October 2024

Community Consultation

Festival Plaza Code Amendment

Department for Housing and Urban Development,
GPO Box 1815

ADELAIDE SA 5001

Via email: plansasubmissions@sa.gov.au

Dear Code Amendment Team,
Festival Plaza Code Amendment

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Festival Plaza Code Amendment (the Code
Amendment).

The Urban Development Institute of Australia (UDIA) has been active in South Australia since
1971. Many imminently qualified members of the UDIA are involved through policy
development on committees, professional development, event attendance as well as other
activities, all aimed at improving the outcomes for the development sector and State. It is
through these members that the UDIA provides an important voice on development matters,
particularly in relation to initiatives for homebuyers, urban developers, professionals and
others who are involved in the sector. More broadly, the UDIA is an advocate for effective
growth planning and liveability in all areas of the State.

The UDIA recognises the important the city centre will play in the development of Greater
Adelaide in the coming decades. This is a critical juncture in the planning for the future of
our State. In addition to finalising the review of the Greater Adelaide Regional Plan resulting
in the next iteration of the 30-year plan to guide the development of Greater Adelaide, the
State Government has also endorsed the Federal Government’s Housing Accord targets
which require South Australia to deliver over 16,000 new homes each year from 1 July
2024.

In order to achieve all the state desires over the coming decades, iconic central locations
such as Festival Plaza must be utilised to an appropriate extent. Even more than that, the
connection between two primary cultural locations in the centre of our capital city, the
Riverbank and the Central Business District, should feature a statement building that signals
the intent of the state to project a progressive and ambitious vision of its future.

The Code Amendment will support this vision for the future on the subject site by ensuring
the zone provides clear building height and design guidance. Aspects such as building



height, siting, contribution to public space and relationships to heritage buildings such as
Parliament House are obviously all important planning considerations for new development
in the precinct. The Code Amendment makes provision for these factors by providing
guidance and clarity.

The Code Amendment also improves accessibility and connections through the Festival
Plaza area as a key site like this must take into account these important considerations. The
site has long been identified as a key meeting place for South Australians, adjacent Elder
Park, Parliament House and the Festival Centre, it is vital that connectivity is at the heart of a
future iconic building.

The Code Amendment has come into effect on an interim basis at the same time as being
released for consultation to ensure undesirable development applications are not submitted
for this important precinct while these planning rules are reviewed. This is a positive step
and utilisation of this provision is appropriate and should also be expected on similar sites in
the future.

In summary, the benefits that will flow from the Code Amendment will lead to the
appropriate development of the site and a building that will be a statement piece for the
state.

Thank you once again for the opportunity to comment on the Code Amendment. Through
direct engagement with our members, we have reviewed the Code Amendment leading to
the above observations. We would also be pleased to meet with you to provide further
information if required.

Yours sincerely

Liam Golding
Chief Executive



To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions
Subject: FW: Submission - Festival Plaza Code Amendment
Date: Wednesday, 23 October 2024 8:48:28 AM

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

rror: I

Sent: Wednesday, October 23, 2024 12:27 AM
To: 'plansasumbissions@sagov.au' <plansasumbissions@sagov.au>
Subject: Submission - Festival Plaza Code Amendment

Dear Sir/Madam,

| make this submission in respect of the above draft Code amendment — which | object to in
the strongest terms. | confirm that | seek the opportunity to make a verbal address in
support of this submission.

The proposed changes are clearly viewed by the State Government as a ‘done deal’ with
the Walker Corporation (“Walker”) to develop what it considers to be the precinct’s “...last
remaining development site.” However, it is not made clear why this most valuable piece of
public space, located between Parliament house (arguably the State’s most important civic
building of recognised national significance) and the iconic, landmark entertainment venue,
the Festival Centre is labelled as a “development site”. Nor is it made clear why only three
building options — essentially schemes understood to be promoted by Walker, and no other
outcomes for the Plaza have been considered and analysed. In such circumstances how
can it be said that the tall 40 storey commercial tower option best serves the strategic
development goals for this precinct - in the Entertainment Subzone under the Planning and
Design Code. Nor can it be said that the tall tower option- or indeed any of the Walker
commercial office proposals — make a positive contribution to the Festival Plaza as a
“world class hub for the arts, culture, tourism and entertainment” (Summary of Strategic
Outcomes, under section 4.11).

All that can be said in support of the proposal is that itis “...consistent with and supports
the State Government’s (read Walker) vision for the precinct.” That vision, a 38 storey
office tower with a café or two at ground level, is readily able to be fulfilled almost
anywhere in the Adelaide CBD proper - that is, in the Capital City Zone - which can only be
said to be an ‘anything-goes-zone’ which provides almost limitless development and
building height opportunities. If the achievement of A class commercial floor space is the
objective of this draft Code amendment (as has been attributed to the Planning Minister
and the Property Council spokesman during the public release of the Government’s
decision) the Festival Plaza is hardly the location required for, or desirably put to, such



purposes.

The draft Code amendment should be rejected for the following summary reasons:

1. Itfails to disclose thatitis, or should be identified as a private, or developer-
sponsored Code amendment;

2. Asa ‘spot’ rezoning (unlike a strategic broadacre rezoning) it fails to
adequately assess the suitability of the building development it seeks to
accommodate in terms of the possible aboriginal heritage and cultural heritage
impacts by leaving such matters to the ultimate developer of the land after the
rezoning is in place;

3. Thereis no proper assessment of the consistency of the proposed scheme
with the existing Code provisions, in particular Entertainment Subzone DO 1
which seeks “A prominent, vibrant and safe public plaza that provides a focal
point for the Riverbank precinct and is supported by a vibrant mix of land uses
that encourage use by city workers, residents, families, students, youth,
children and tourists.” Further, whilst office use has been added to the list of

generally appropriate uses in the Subzone the addition of some 30,000m? + of
office floor space in addition to the 45,000m2 of such floor space provided for
under Tower 1 overwhelms the land use balance and fails to provide the
desired vibrant land use mix —in particular hospitality, entertainment and
service outcomes intended for residents, visitors and tourists. It is also at odds
with the 2011 Master Plan developed for the Riverbank precinct which
identified a need for cafes, restaurants, underground parking and also
“commercial buildings and related infrastructure consistent with the Adelaide
Festival Centre Trust’s aspirations and programming.” There is no unmet
commercial or office development need in the Subzone and the supply of yet
further office space does not support the Subzone DO and diminishes the
vitality and public access to this highly valued public space. It also restricts,
rather than adding to, the potential for the precinct’s hospitality and service
needs;

4. The assessment of the strategic conformance of the proposalis poor and
unconvincing. The 20 year State Infrastructure Strategy is discussed under the
headings Education, Health, Tourism, Sport and Culture — against which
considerations the proposed rezoning for office use will make no positive
contribution whatsoever;

5.  Setting aside the failings against the Zone/Subzone and strategic
considerations (above), and also the public interests in this valued piece of
public land (as the Code amendment does), it cannot be said that the Walker
scheme represents the highest and best use of the land as there was no call
for expressions of interest, no seeking out of public submissions or ideas and
no genuine community consultation prior to the Government arriving at its
decision behind closed doors;



6. The urban design analysis makes some attempt to identify the shadow
impacts of the three Walker options and demonstrate their respective
consequences in terms of view corridors and vistas. There is no attempt to
define the space required to not impinge on the setting of the nationally
important Parliament house. The provision of vistas in a narrow corridor along
King Willaim Road and alongside the Festival centre hardly constitutes a
serious urban design appraisal or recognition of the setting required for this
important public building. Further, when the design analysis ventures into the
realm of the public or community interests and attempts to make a planning
assessment against the Code this poses serious questions as to whether the
analysis by the consulting architects has been produced at arm’s length from
its instructors. It also appears to venture into areas beyond the professional
expertise of its authors. Interestingly, their ‘winning’ argument is that the 40
storey building option adds to the variety of the skyline behind the Festival
Centre and demonstrates a clustering with tower 1. In other words, the
mistake with tower 1 should be compounded.

For all of the above reasons, | recommend that the rezoning be refused — with the
exception of a change required to the Concept Plan for the Festival Plaza to identify
the whole of the plaza area for open space together with ground level hospitality
uses on land well removed from the Parliament house floorplate.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide my thoughts on the draft Code
amendment. As above, | seek the opportunity to speak to this submission when the
opportunity arises.

Kind regards

Alan Rumsby



From: Andrew Phillips

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Cc: Adelaide FO

Subject: Submission - Festival Plaza Code Amendment
Date: Thursday, 24 October 2024 4:39:15 PM

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

24 October 2024

Code Amendment Team
Planning and Land Use Services
GPO Box 1815, Adelaide SA 5001

Dear Code Amendment Team:

Regarding the proposed amendment by PlanSA to the building code for the Festival Plaza, |
advocate for the 3-storey option from those on offer as this option is closest to the Open Space
Concept that was expected.

Of the options, this option would least conceal and shade Parliament House. Our Parliament
House should not be concealed and shaded!

| oppose amending Performance Objective 2.1 of the Entertainment Subzone. The Festival
Plaza and City Riverbank area should remain an open-space plaza without overshadowing and
definitely only be allowed a 3-storey (or lower) building.

The proposal of a 38-storey monster building is absolutely NOT the best use of the precinct’s
remaining development site. This is not an acceptable location for a 38-storey office building.

This is a festival and theatre district for South Australians and visitors to Adelaide. We have a
responsibility to create an attractive plaza that is not towered-over by an office building not in
keeping with the height regulations for the plaza.

South Australians are trying to keep the Festival Plaza as a desirable destination in Adelaide that
families and tourists can enjoy. Why overshadow this area with an oversized office building?
There is already a 20% office vacancy rate in the CBD!

Everyone | talk to (colleagues, friends, and neighbours) are asking:

Why are we not getting the multi-purpose, European-style plaza that was promised to us for
a civic gathering space?

We strongly oppose the amendment to the building code for the Festival Plaza district and
absolutely prefer the 3-storey option (or zero-storey...where’s our community space?).

The city of Adelaide has recently been praised by Architectural Digest for its attractiveness. Let’s
not ruin this!



We require a much more thoughtful and considered development for this communal gathering
space as well as for our high streets and laneway precincts. Let’s not destroy the open spaces,
parklands, and heritage character that make Adelaide great!

Yours sincerely,

Andrew Phillips



To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Subject: Festival Plaza Code Amendment

Date: Thursday, 24 October 2024 3:11:12 PM
Attachments: Property Council submission re no office towers.docx

Carol Faulkner submission re Festival Plaza.docx

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

Please accept this email as my submission regarding the Festival Plaza Code Amendment.

| have long followed the issue of the Festival Plaza’s redevelopment, and well remember the
public outcry during the 2013 Riverbank Precinct DPA at the idea of allowing commercial office
towers to be built on what is supposed to be Adelaide’s premier public space. Even the Property
Council opposed the idea (see first attachment which is an excerpt from their submission at the
time, and the second attachment which is an excerpt from my own submission at the time).

At the outset, | submit there should be no second office tower built on Festival Plaza as it would
be entirely contradictory to the present Code Amendment’s aim for “opportunities to create
public space”.

Festival plaza is already blighted with the 27-storey One Festival tower which in my view has no
visual appeal, and impairs the amenity of the plaza with its bulk and height as well as creating a

wind tunnel effect.

A second 38-storey tower would multiply the impairment of amenity, and trash the supposed
aim to “make Festival Plaza a world-class hub for the arts, culture, tourism and entertainment”.

If another commercial building is to be built, | submit the 3-storey option is preferable in order to
preserve open space and avoid concealment of Parliament House.

Yours sincerely,

Carol Faulkner
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[NN) Pol 3
PROPERTY THE VOICE OF LEADERSHIP
COUNCIL
of Australia
10 September 2013

Presiding Member

DPAC

Department of Planning, Transport and Infrastructure
GPO Box 1815

ADELAIDE SA 5001

e

To whom it may concern

Thank you for providing us with an opportunity to submit our views on the proposed
Riverbank Health and Entertainment Areas Development Plan Amendment.

The Property Council has long advocated for sweeping redevelopment of the entire
Riverbank Precinct to create a new entertainment, health, education and economic hub;
we view Adelaide’s Riverbank Precinct as a critical opportunity to add to the vibrancy of
the city.

However, the Property Council has had a long-standing position of not supporting office
space or residential development on the Park Lands sections of the riverbank and we

support residential development being assessed through a merit based process.

Further, we reiterate our continued interest in offering our industry expertise in any and
all exercises that take place in relation to Adelaide’s Riverbank Precinct. To discuss our
future involvement or any aspects of the following submission my office can be
contacted on ‘

Yours sincerely

Richard Angove
Executive Director
Property Council of Australia (SA Division)



Polu-

Vranat, Meredith (DPTI)

From: Carol Faulkner

Sent: Tuesday, 10 September 2013 4:59 PM

To: DPTI:PD Development Policy Advisory Committee

Subject: Submission on Riverbank Health and Entertainment Areas DP RECEIVEU

10 SEP 2013
To the Presiding Member, DPAC, st
I make the following submissions on the Riverbank Health and Entertainment Areas DPA.

One Riverbank Zone, two distinct areas - not all proposed amendments appropriate for both areas

There should be a separate DPA for each area ie one for the Health Area and one for the Entertainment Area. By
incorporating both areas in one new zone, PDCs and Objectives introduced in this Amendment will apply across both
areas even though what may be appropriate for the Health Area would not be appropriate for the Entertainment Area.

No office buildings in Entertainment Area

| strongly object to any new commercial buildings in the Entertainment Area, especially the office tower that has been
mooted for the Festival Centre Plaza. The Festival Centre Plaza is a public open space. It is not a "commercial asset"
as Festival Centre CEO Douglas Gautier referred to it several times during a radio interview on ABC 891. It belongs
to the people and is highly inappropriate as a site for a commercial office tower. There is nothing vibrant or
entertaining about an office building and is totally at odds with the objectives that relate to the Entertainment Area.

The words "and offices” should be removed from the Amendment, Riverbank Zone, Desired Character, paragraph
beginning "The Entertainment Policy Area", second sentence.



To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Cc: Adelaide FO

Subject: Festival plaza redevelopment

Date: Thursday, 24 October 2024 11:28:57 AM

You don't often get email fro_ Learn why this is important

Hello, | would like to register my concern about the new building proposed on the
festival plaza, and the proposed change to the planning laws.

| am deeply sad that the area is not being kept as open space for community use.

| am also saddened that Parliament house will no longer be visible from the
Festival Centre side of the Plaza, should the proposed development go ahead.

Given there is no option to NOT have a building in this space, please register my
preference for the 3-storey option, as this would be the least impactful on the
space, the skyline, the precinct and on Parliament House.

| oppose amending Performance Objective 2.1 of the Entertainment Subzone.
Kind regards,

Dr Caroline Bull

North Adelaide Resident, City worker (Adelaide University campus), and active
supporter/user/enjoyer of the Festival Centre and River precinct



To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions
Subject: Submission - Festival Plaza Code Amendment
Date: Monday, 21 October 2024 5:07:17 PM

You don't often get email from _ Learn why this is important
Re Festival Plaza Code Amendment

To whom it may concern.

| totally oppose amending Performance Objective 2.1 of the Entertainment
Subzone.

| believe the lowest level ie 3-storey option is the highest that should be allowed
for this area which, disappointingly, is being considered for a building. to be built
on.

I, together with most of the public, would much prefer no building be built on this
space and that the open area be retained.

The 3-storey option from those on offer would least conceal and shade
Parliament House.

Building on this open space would greatly reduce the cultural and social value of
this area adjacent to the Festival Centre and which was previously an integral part
of the Centre, which currently allows for a wide variety of outdoor uses for the
whole public.

Regards

Christine Braham



From: chris iwanicki
To: ' issions; Adelaide FQ; Elder

Subject: Festival Plaza development
Date: Thursday, 24 October 2024 1:07:49 PM

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

Dear Hon MP Lucy Hood, Hon MP Nadia Clancy, Sir/Madam, et al.,

Having become aware of the planned high rise development which is creating wide spread
community outrage | am writing to object to your planned Festival Plaza development
which is concerningly inappropriate to our community.

Further, let it be know that | am in favour of:

1. the 3-storey option from those on offer (there is no zero-storey option
unfortunately).

2. that this option is closest to the open space concept that was expected, and of the
4 options would least conceal and shade Parliament House

3. that you therefore oppose amending Performance Objective 2.1 of

the Entertainment Subzone (which is the code preventing buildings of over 20 levels
in this zone)

4. That our state governments adopt a policy of custodianship as protectors of public
spaces and services (park lands, SA museum, Repat Hospital, etc, etc) designed for
the benefit of the general public (also incl. voters) rather than viewing these as
disposable assets to be sold off to the highest bidder.

Yours Sincerely,
Chris Iwanicki.



From: chris iwanicki
To: ' issions; Adelaide FO; Elder

Subject: Festival Plaza development
Date: Wednesday, 23 October 2024 12:20:29 PM

You don't often get email from _ Learn why this is important

Dear Hon MP Lucy Hood, Sir/Madam, et al.,

Having become aware of the planned high rise development which is creating wide spread
community outrage | am writing to object to your planned Festival Plaza development
which is concerningly inappropriate to our community.

Further, let it be know that | am in favour of:

1. the 3-storey option from those on offer (there is no zero-storey option
unfortunately).

2. that this option is closest to the open space concept that was expected, and of the
4 options would least conceal and shade Parliament House

3. that you therefore oppose amending Performance Objective 2.1 of

the Entertainment Subzone (which is the code preventing buildings of over 20 levels
in this zone)

4. That our state governments adopt a policy of custodianship as protectors of public
spaces and services (park lands, SA museum, Repat Hospital, etc, etc) designed for
the benefit of the general public (also incl. voters) rather than viewing these as
disposable assets to be sold off to the highest bidder.

Yours Sincerely,
Chris Iwanicki.



From: Craig Cameron

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions; Adelaide EO
Subject: Festival Plaza
Date: Wednesday, 23 October 2024 10:07:02 AM

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

For attention: Hon Lucy Hood/Code change survey

| tried to submit the survey form you have prepared but was blocked because it was not a
proper email address.

So, my response, with unanimous support from the members of the Woodville Residents
of Charles Sturt (WROCS), is as follows:

e We do not agree with the code change.

e We object to surveys which lock responses into government initiated alternatives.

e We object to ill-conceived un-scientific surveys which introduce bias by seeking
responses from extreme views rather than randomly drawn samples of the true
owners of the land in question, the people of South Australia.

e The building in question and the company which is to build it are receiving favoured
treatment in relation to a business proposition on our parklands. This draws
suspicion of 'money talking'.

e Parklands start on the outer verges of the terraces surrounding the city. Community
facilities are rightly in evidence on the outer verges, but NOT revenue raising,
business initiated buildings, such as the Walker proposition.

e From a political viewpoint, the proposition undoes much of the goodwill Labor has
generated in this term in office.

e The precedent which the code change seeks will create an 'open slather' approach
to our parklands from future governments.

e From Woodbville's point of view, St Clair and the Cheltenham Racecourse are
examples of the extent Labor will go to profit from claiming land gifted to the
community for public use in perpetuity, even by legislating retrospectively to
override the perpetuity clauses.

Yours sincerely,
Craig Cameron
WOODVILLE RESIDENTS OF CHARLES STURT



From: Lizzie one

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions
Subject: Submission — Festival Plaza Code Amendment
Date: Wednesday, 23 October 2024 9:21:01 AM

[You don't often get email from || Lcam why this is important at
https://aka.ms/L earnAboutSenderldentification ]

Festival Plaza Code Amendment

I have been very concerned that the Festival Plaza has been slowly
eroded and that the lovely open space that used to surrounding the
Festival Theatre has significantly shrunk in size such that the Festival
Theatre is now dominated by oversize buildings that are too close to
it. That is not fitting of an Arts precinct.

I have also been concerned that the large Walker corporation building

has partially obscured the rear view of Parliament house and the casino
development has obscured the side view of our beautiful railway station.

It seems our heritage buildings are not seen to be of any value to our
governments when heritage tourism can be very successful if managed well.

| basically oppose anything more being built on this site but given, out
of the only options available, the lowest one is 3 storeys then this is

the only option that | can support that will leave some rear view of
parliament house and support the original open space concept that we all
were promised.

I ask why we are not getting the original concept of a multi-purpose
European-style plaza that was promised as a peoples' gathering place.

People do not come to a city to look at large boring multi storey
buildings as they can see them in their own cities. They are much more
interested in historic buildings, different architecture, attractive
meeting places and more community-responsive development. The
mainstreet-and-laneway precincts of our city, are our gathering places
and as such crucially important to our sense of belonging and inclusion.

| do not believe that making an amendment to the building code that, to
propose a 38-storey building is the best use of the precinct’s
remaining open space which should be one of our gathering places.

Therefore | oppose amending Performance Objective 2.1 of
the Entertainment Subzone (which is the code preventing buildings of
over 20 levels in this zone).

Yours Sincerely
Elizabeth Crisp




From: Elizabeth Vines

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Cc: Adelaide FO

Subject: OBJECTION TO TALL TOWER AT FESTIVAL PLAZA
Date: Monday, 21 October 2024 6:37:25 PM

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

| STRONGLY object to the proposed 38 storey tower at Festival Plaza and believe this will
negatively impact on the character of Adelaide.

We have recently been recognised in Architectural Digest as one of the 20 best cities in the

world, yet we have no effective height restriction rules!

The first festival tower now complete was approved on the basis that any development adjacent

to the state registered Parliament House would be 3 storeys in height.

Now that has changed to 38 storeys. This is an outrageous proposal and entirely breaks trustin
governments management of our liveable city character, with a black large overbearing office

tower making our city like anywhere else.

| STRONGLY object to changing / amending Performance Objective 2.1 of the Entertainment
Subzone (which regulates building heights in this zone to nothing over 20 levels)

It takes outsiders like Architectural Digest to recognise the special qualities our city has. Yet our
local planning provisions - or lack of effective planning - do little to protect our special character

Festival Plaza is an important gathering place, which will be ruined by this proposal.

What will be the purpose of such an inappropriate over height building? Our CBD
already has a twenty percent office vacancy rate - why is government going outside its mandate
and promoting new development in North Terrace outside of sensible planning rules. In addition
this will impact on the values of the adjacent Nationally listed Adelaide parklands and should not

be approved.

Please ensure this development does not proceed.
Elizabeth Vines

Elizabeth Vines oawm. Frala, micomos




From: Geoff Hayter

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions
Cc: Adelaide FO
Subject: Festival Plaza Code Amendment
Date: Monday, 21 October 2024 3:59:34 PM
You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important
Sir/Madam,

| have worked in the commercial property sector in Adelaide for 50 years and have a well-
developed sense of highest and best use.

| was at Festival Plaza for a function week, and | looked up at the new Walker Corp tower and
wondered how and why such a thing was ever approved. It is out of place, its brooding presence
adding nothing to an entertainment precinct. The CBD is the correct location for office towers,
not Festival Plaza.

It follows that | oppose the Festival Plaza Code Amendment, which will facilitate this mistake
being repeated.

In response to the current consultation:
o there being no lower option, | prefer the 3-storey option from those on offer;
o this option is closest to the open space concept that was expected by the community and,
of the 4 options presented, would least conceal and shade Parliament House; and

o | therefore oppose amending Performance Objective 2.1 of the Entertainment Subzone
and its 20 storey height limit.

Regards,

Geoff Hayter

Geoff Hayter




From: Geoff Short

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Cc: Adelaide FO

Subject: Submission — Festival Plaza Code Amendment
Date: Monday, 21 October 2024 3:55:15 PM

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

Dear Sir/Madam,

| am an Adelaide resident and a regular user of the Festival Hall precinct.

| prefer the 3-storey option from those on offer. There is no zero-storey option unfortunately.
Please explain why we are not getting the multi-purpose European-style plaza that was promised
as a civic gathering place.

This option is closest to the open space concept that was expected, and of the 4
options, would least conceal and shade Parliament House.

| oppose amending Performance Objective 2.1 of the Entertainment Subzone (which is the code
preventing buildings of over 20 levels in this zone).

Please explain the purpose of the proposed huge building on this site. If it is to provide high-
quality office space, what will be the effect on the CBD when there is already a twenty percent
office vacancy rate there. Why is government in this market at all?

Bestregards
Geoff Short



From: Heather Scribner

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Cc: Adelaide FO

Subject: Submission - Festival Plaza Code Amendment
Date: Thursday, 24 October 2024 4:32:36 PM

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

24 October 2024

Code Amendment Team
Planning and Land Use Services
GPO Box 1815, Adelaide SA 5001

Dear Code Amendment Team:

Regarding the proposed amendment by PlanSA to the building code for the Festival Plaza, |
advocate for the 3-storey option from those on offer as this option is closest to the Open Space
Concept that was expected.

Of the options, this option would least conceal and shade Parliament House. Our Parliament
House should not be concealed and shaded!

| oppose amending Performance Objective 2.1 of the Entertainment Subzone. The Festival
Plaza and City Riverbank area should remain an open-space plaza without overshadowing and
definitely only be allowed a 3-storey (or lower) building.

The proposal of a 38-storey monster building is absolutely NOT the best use of the precinct’s
remaining development site. This is not an acceptable location for a 38-storey office building.

This is a festival and theatre district for South Australians and visitors to Adelaide. We have a
responsibility to create an attractive plaza that is not towered-over by an office building not in
keeping with the height regulations for the plaza.

South Australians are trying to keep the Festival Plaza as a desirable destination in Adelaide that
families and tourists can enjoy. Why overshadow this area with an oversized office building?
There is already a 20% office vacancy rate in the CBD!

Everyone | talk to (colleagues, friends, and neighbours) are asking:

Why are we not getting the multi-purpose, European-style plaza that was promised to us for
a civic gathering space?

We strongly oppose the amendment to the building code for the Festival Plaza district and
absolutely prefer the 3-storey option (or zero-storey...where’s our community space?).

The city of Adelaide has recently been praised by Architectural Digest for its attractiveness. Let’s
not ruin this!

We require a much more thoughtful and considered development for this communal gathering



space as well as for our high streets and laneway precincts. Let’s not destroy the open spaces,
parklands, and heritage character that make Adelaide great!

Yours sincerely,

Heather Scribner



From: Iris lwanicki

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Cc: LucyHood@parliament.sa.gov.au

Subject: Festival plaza Code Amendment

Date: Tuesday, 22 October 2024 6:36:59 PM

[You don't often get email from Learn why this is important at

https://aka.ms/L earnAboutSenderldentification ]

Please note I strongly oppose amending Performance Objective 3.1 of the Entertainment subzone preventing
buildings over 20 levels in this zone. My reasons include:

1. The dominance of SA’s Parliament House , the public plaza and the Festival complex are the important civic
gathering places associated with state governance on public land . The location of arts, government and
entertainment should continue to reflect the qualities of a democracy within the parklands and high rise
buildings be located in what used to be the core district of the city south of North Terrace.

2. Unless the morphology of the city reflects the history and culture of our city by valuing the institutions by a 3
storey option of built form north of North Terrace we stand to lose the character of Adelaide as a capital city.
3.1 submit the 3 storey option is the only appropriate symbolic height in that it would be more respectful of the
scale on either side of the major central north South King William street , with government house, the Festival
centre and the 2 Houses of State Parliament on either side north of North Terrace, our major cultural boulevard
of the City.

4. There is nothing wrong with high rise buildings providing they are located on viable commercial land
available to developers at market prices within the city south of North Terrace.

4 This principle of scale on city land is also symbolic of commercial status, and appropriate by avoiding loss of
public morale, pride in our institutions of democracy, good design and

Sensible planning, the arts and civic beauty when public space is retained for the people’s civic life and
enjoyment.

Yours sincerely

Dr Iris lwanicki, PhD, LFPIA,

Past President, SA Planning Institute of Australia

Ps and I endorse Michael Llewellyn’ s submission also on this Code Amendment.

Sent from my iPhone



From: Jan Davis

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Subject: Festival Plaza Code

Date: Thursday, 24 October 2024 12:57:59 PM
Importance: High

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

Submissi Eestival Plaza Code A | :

Whilst we are against any further development on the Festival Plaza, we are obviously left with
the option which has been under consideration for many years, and that is the 3-storey option.
This option took into consideration not obscuring the “Juliet Balcony” at the rear of Parliament
House.

Any high rise beyond this level of 3-storeys would absolutely obscure Parliament House and for
that matter add to the already disastrous access to the Festival Theatre. This Theatre is an
absolute icon for Adelaide and since the building of the high rise between Parliament House and
the Railway Station with the redesign of the Festival Car Park, access is shocking with limited lift
access especially in wet weather!

Why would you build an office block on this site when there are so many existing buildings (some
of significant heritage) which could be redeveloped at a cost and the Government could redirect
our Taxpayers’ money from an Interstate developer to undertake the redevelopment of these
sites.

We strongly oppose amending Performance Objective 2.1 of the Entertainment Subzone.

Jan and Peter Davis



From: Joe

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Cc: Adelaide FO

Subject: Submission - Festival Plaza Code Amendment)
Date: Wednesday, 23 October 2024 4:47:28 PM

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

Hello,

I strongly oppose a massive tower being considered to be built on the Festival Plaza. I
remember the Plaza when it was first opened and that space was always considered as an
art space. This space needs to be maintained and encouraged as a community space.
Festival State?

Leave some of the Festival State to the people please.

Regards
Joe Connelly



From: John Roberts

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Cc: Adelaide FO

Subject: Submission — Festival Plaza Code Amendment
Date: Tuesday, 22 October 2024 1:57:28 PM

You don't often get email frorr_ Learn why this is important

1. I prefer the 3-storey option from those on offer (I believe that a zero-storey option
would be preferable to maintain the public ambience of the Festival Plaza).

2. This option is closest to the open space concept that was expected, and of the 4
options would least conceal and shade Parliament House

3. I oppose amending Performance Objective 2.1 of the Entertainment Subzone.

John Roberts




From: Josie Mever

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions
Subject: Submission — Festival Plaza Code Amendment
Date: Thursday, 24 October 2024 11:01:03 AM

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

Festival Plaza Code Amendment

| am concerned that the Festival Plaza has been slowly eroded and that the
great open space that was surrounding the Festival Theatre has significantly
shrunk in size to the extent that the Festival Theatre is now dominated by
oversize buildings that are too close to it. That is not fitting of an Arts
precinct.

| have also been concerned that the large Walker corporation building has
partially obscured the rear view of Parliament house and the casino
development has obscured the side view of our beautiful railway station. It
seems our heritage buildings are not seen to be of any value to our
governments when heritage tourism can be very successful if managed well.

| basically oppose anything more being built on this site but given, out of the
only options available, the lowest one is 3 storeys then this is the only option
that | can support that will leave some rear view of parliament house and
support the original open space concept that we all were promised.

Visitors as well as locals in our city are interested in historic buildings,
different architecture, attractive meeting places and more community-
responsive development. The mainstreet-and-laneway precincts of our
city, are our gathering places and as such crucially important to our sense of
belonging and inclusion.

| do not believe that making an amendment to the building code that, to
propose a 38-storey building is the best use of the precinct’s remaining
open space which should be one of our gathering places.

Therefore | oppose amending Performance Objective 2.1 of
the Entertainment Subzone (which is the code preventing buildings of over

20 levels in this zone).

Yours Sincerely



Josie Meyer




From: Julie-Anne Whitehead

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Subject: Proposed Festival Plaza code amendment

Date: Monday, 21 October 2024 4:22:14 PM

[You don't often get email from Learn why this is important at

https://aka.ms/L earnAboutSenderldentification ]
Hello

I wish to have registered my preference for the 3 storey limit to the building. This is the closest to an open
space plaza, a more desirable and fitting architectural and living space development..

It would allow Parliament House to still be seen and honoured as an essential part of our society that shouldn’t
be diminished. Please explain why the proposed multi-purpose style European plaza is not being opursued

On no account should there be any building in the vicitinity much higher so I definitely oppose amending
Performance Objective 2.1 of the Entertainment Subzone to prevent buildings of over 20 levels.

Kind regards
Julie-Anne Whitehead

Sent from my iPad



From: Leonie Ebert

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Cc: Adelaide FO

Subject: Festival Plaza Code Amendment
Date: Monday, 21 October 2024 8:53:04 PM
Attachments: image001.png

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

Attention: Consultative Committee

| wish to register my objection to the preposterously huge tower proposed for the
Festival Plaza. See following:

1. I would prefer to see an open plaza; there does not have to be a building on the
plaza.

2. Ifj there has to be a building on the Festival Plaza then | would very
reluctantly prefer the 3-storey option from those on offer

3. | choose this option as it is closest to the open space concept expected, and of
the 4 options on offer this would be the one to least to conceal and shade
Parliament House .

4. Further | oppose amending Performance Objective 2.1 of the Entertainment
Subzone.

5. Finally may | suggest that the government make regulations for developments
based on information sought from countries such as Japan. This would mean we
would not have to consider such an inappropriate proposal.

| would appreciate proposals which acknowledge the character and culture
of Adelaide and leave its uniqueness for future generations.

Yours faithfully
Léonie Ebert

Léonie Ebert
The Graham F Smith Peace Foundation

The Graham F Smith
Peace Foundation Inc.



To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Cc: Adelaide FO

Subject: Submission — Festival Plaza Code Amendment
Date: Wednesday, 23 October 2024 4:18:00 PM

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

Dear Planning and Development Team,

I am writing to express my strong opposition
to the proposed 38-storey office tower in Festival Plaza.
This plaza is a landmark feature of Adelaide city that is aesthetically pleasing and also an
important open public space and cultural hub for citizens and visitors. It is a space that
caters for gatherings and events which contribute to the vibrancy and well being of the
community.
The plaza is beautifully designed and it is these considered public open spaces that
contributed to Adelaide being voted the world's most beautiful city by renown
'Architectural Digest' in 2024. To destroy this space and an important part of the city's
character would be terrible especially in light of this prestigious accolade.
Therefore I Oppose changes to Performance Objective 2.1 which limits buildings to 20
storeys in this zone. To build higher would destroy the character of the area and shadow
surrounding heritage and land mark buildings. The current proposal for the 38-storey
tower is an eyesore and out of character within this precinct. It will also rob Adelaide of
this valuable public space for the people.
Alternatively | support the 3-storey option which has been proposed as this design is
the most in keeping with the surrounding area and still incorporates public open space.
This public space belongs to the people of Adelaide and should be kept as such.
A civic gathering site was promised for this area but this promise seems to mean little in
light of the 38-storey proposal or any other proposal that does not include public space.
| find this broken promise deeply concerning. Broken promises and this proposal do not
duly consider the well being and long term livability of Adelaide citizens.
The festival plaza is an iconic and important part of Adelaide's cultural landscape,
vibrancy, identity and contributes to people's well being and the livability of South
Australia. Please do not allow this character feature of Adelaide be lost.
Yours sincerely,
Suzanne Britcher




From: Mia Showell-Woodsmith
To: ; issions; Adelaide FQ

Subject: Objection to Festival Plaza tower proposal
Date: Tuesday, 22 October 2024 8:28:17 PM

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

Proposed Festival Tower

| wish to register my strong objection to the proposed 38 story development at Festival Plaza.

| object to this development for the following reasons:

1. Such a structure — both in location and size — will negatively impact on the character of
Adelaide. The proposed design is ugly and insensitive and will dwarf the skyline of Adelaide,
and disrupt the Torrens and Festival area, which are central to Adelaide’s architectural and
cultural fabric.

2. Allowing a development of this hight is contrary to the grounds on which the development of
the existing festival tower was proposed and granted with such approval being on the basis
that any development adjacent to the state registered Parliament House would be 3 storeys in
height, this is now increased by some 35 stories to THIRTY-EIGHT STORIES.

3. It will impact on the values of the adjacent Nationally listed Adelaide parklands.

4. There is no need for this tower. Adelaide already has a 20% office vacancy rate and plenty of
existing buildings that could be refurbished. This appears to be yet another example of
developers cashing in and development for the sake of development with little to no thought

given to those who love and live in Adelaide.

In addition, | object to any proposal with would see a change or amendment to Performance
Objective 2.1 of the Entertainment Subzone (which regulates building heights in this zone to nothing
over 20 levels). Adelaide and the Festival / Torrens district must not be allowed to be turned into
another soulless city of skyscrapers and glass.

Please ensure this development does not proceed and that the promises with respect to planning at
this very location do not turn out to be empty.

Regards
Mia Showell-Woodsmith



From: Michael | lewellyn-Smith

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Cc: Adelaide FO

Subject: Festival Plaza

Date: Monday, 21 October 2024 5:24:21 PM

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

I STRONGLY oppose the proposed amendment to P O 2.1 in the Entertainment
Subzone which would allow a 38-storey office building to be buult.

This would dominate Parliament House and the Festival Plaza which was
supposed to be a civic space.

Colonel Light has surely been turning in his grave over the State Government's
outrageous use of the iconic Adelaide Park Lands for many years as ‘free’

development sites.

Enough 1s enough.

Dr Michael Llewellyn-Smith AM LFPIA



From: pip fox

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions
Subject: Re: the Proposed Building at Festival Plaza
Date: Thursday, 24 October 2024 10:21:14 PM

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important
To whom it may concern:

I would like to register feedback as a long term resident of Adelaide, on the above topic.
For preference, I would rather that no building be constructed on the Plaza which was
always intended as open civic space.

Open civic space is essential to any city, any erosion to this is undesirable in a broadly

social context.

As this construction appears a foregone conclusion (without any opportunity for public
veto) then what remains is the discussion of preferred height of any proposed building.

I and my family prefer the three storey option, as this option is closest to the open space
concept that the public expected to continue to enjoy.

Of the four options, this option would be least detrimental to the historic presence of
Parliament House and its time-honoured precinct - in terms of visual concealment.

It would also offer the minimum amount of overshadowing of Parliament House and
associated historic buildings right beside the House.

I oppose amending the relevant part of the Entertainment Subzone, as I and my family (as
I'm sure the majority of citizens) do not want buildings of over 20 stories in this zone.

We also would like to know what 1s the purpose of this gigantic building?

The proposed location of this building will be very out of place, given that this corner of
North Terrace is dedicated to our Parliament, with its beautiful historic architecture.

Nobody in this city wants to see Adelaide end up like the travesty that is inner city
Melbourne - where classically modelled structures that symbolise a city's heart are visually

trampled upon by thoughtless development.

No less an international publishing empire than Conde Naste has just awarded Adelaide
the title "most beautiful city in the world in 2024" via its magazine Architectural Digest.

Let's not turn our city into an object of derision so soon after winning this high accolade!
Let's live up to this award instead.

Yours sincereli‘ Phillipa Fox




From: Rob Cheesman

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions; Adelaide FO
Subject: Opposition to Amendment to permit Festival Plaza building
Date: Thursday, 24 October 2024 3:17:52 PM

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

I STRONGLY oppose the proposed amendment to P O 2.1 in the Entertainment
Subzone which would allow a 38-storey office building to be built.

The Festival Plaza 1s a significant civic space intentionally sited on Park Lands.

The proposed office building will dominate Parliament House and the Festival
Plaza usurping the civic space in disregard of the public purpose of the plaza..

The resulting provision of further extensive rental floor space outside of the city
town acres seriously undermines the rental value of existing and future city
buildings.

Further, such development outside of the town acres 1s entirely contrary to the
economic (Wakefieldian) foundation of Adelaide and flies in the face of the
economic principles and planning intent of Park Lands.

Finally 1t 1s understood that the developer has already constructed the sub-

surface foundations for this proposal without first receiving development
approval.

Ass. Prof. Rob Cheesman AM LFRAIA, FRSSA, APIA



From: Robert Farnan

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Cc: Adelaide FO

Subject: Submission — Festival Plaza Code Amendment
Date: Thursday, 24 October 2024 11:53:12 AM

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

I totally oppose amendment of PO 2.1 of the entertainment subzone

Adelaide must be the only city in the world whose leaders have decided that an ideally
placed under-used plaza in its prime civic precinct is the place to put a second vast
commercial tower - rather than the vibrant community gathering space that was planned.

Attractive cities attract visitors who make the economic wheels go around. And it is to the
public spaces such as the promised plaza that visitors would plan to come.

But government seems to believe that daytime office workers from the towers will
somehow create more vibrancy than the swarms of people who flock into spaces such as
Federation square- from everywhere, night and day.

Not only is the proposed a huge commercial tower, bizarrely, it has no clear stated
purpose.

Companion cities who are competitors for skills and talent have gone to extreme lengths
and expense over considerable time to acquire land to create such a civic space, as in
Federation Square in Melbourne and the long developing square opposite Sydney Town
Hall that will be heart of the wildly successful pedestrianized George St.

As a remote city desperate for visitors government is mindlessly gifting away visitor
infrastructure that should be stabilizing our economy.

Not only is Festival Plaza ideally located, it 1s perfectly framed. With exquisite stone
detailing the northern facade of parliament house would be the equal of almost any plaza
boundary in the world.

As has been discussed widely this city has had global recognition of its character and
beauty but it is here being treated as a desperate backwater, and this second tower as
somehow a huge opportunity.

It 1s possibly an opportunity for government somehow, but it permanently extinguishes the
one-off opportunity the city had for a gathering place that, with the right treatment, could
seeth with visitors.

This proposal and its supporting code amendment insults our intelligence.
None of the four options offers us the capacious open space that was promised.

The three storey option at least could
retain some of the spirit of open space and:

- not obliterate the view of the magnificent northern face of parliament house.

- be purely a hospitality/cultural/ entertainment facility, as this is the entertainment sub-
zone where commercial offices are utterly inappropriate..

Adelaide has long had a reputation as a city that can be very slow to reach a solution on



prime resources such as the airport or oval, but lands on its toes perfectly in the end. The
high background level of sheer 'nous' has been reassuring and gives Adelaide the gravitas
expected of a capital city.

Clearly that capacity has somehow evaporated.

And to make things worse the restricted gathering space that will be left after all the
building will be further compromised by the cheap-looking and stylistically incompatible
arbor shade structures.

To reiterate, I oppose amendment of PO 2,1 of the Entertainment Subzone of the
Riverbank zone, and would prefer no second large building, but otherwise reluctantly
choose the 3-storey option,

Sincerely,

Robert Farnan




From: Sandra Bowen

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions; Adelaide FO
Subject: Festival Plaza
Date: Thursday, 24 October 2024 4:49:59 PM

You don't often get email from _ Learn why this is important

To the Planning and development committee and politicians involved in the planning for
the Festival Plaza.

| understand that the plans for a 3 storey building have been accepted by the appropriate
authority however, to now alter that approval for 38 stories is totally unacceptable.

This is parklands, not a free gift for government to give away. The zone has the highest
cultural importance in our state. It is a home for the most important place of the arts in
South Australia and the most significant political heart of our state. The Plaza is a meeting
and performing place for all South Australians and must remain so. This gross
overdevelopment proposal is an insult to South Australians. For a Sydney company to
make this proposal is insulting to everyone. | suggest they try to build even a 3 storey
building next to the Sydney Opera House or Parliament House in Canberra. They would be
laughed out New South Wales and Canberra. South Australians are seen as weak and
craving development. Stop this behaviour of obtaining an easy development approval then
changing it to make more money. This is not the first time this stunt has been attempted. |
think of the LeCornu site and the Buckingham Arms. Our culture, our government matters
too. Our politicians are important and the governance of this state must be respected.

| call on this government to say no to those who want to gain profit from our state's public
land and interfere with this site of such cultural and political importance. | implore you to
say no to this proposal of extending the height of this building by even 1 storey and
preserve our state's beauty, history and future.

Yours Sincerely

Sandra Bowen



To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions
Subject: Festival Plaza Building Proposal
Date: Tuesday, 22 October 2024 10:50:54 AM

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

I have seen the proposal for a new 38-storey building to be built in the Festival Plaza
adjacent to Parliament House. I strongly object to this plan because it is massively out of
scale with other buildings in North Terrace and would contrast negatively with Parliament
House. Further, such a building would reduce the open space that has been a feature of the
Plaza.

A three-storey building the size of Parliament House would be more appropriate for this
iconic heritage site in our city.

Thank you for your consideration.

Dr Sharon A Mosler



From: simon s

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions
Subject: Festival Plaza Code Amendment - Submission
Date: Tuesday, 22 October 2024 1:45:56 PM

[You don't often get email fror || I Lcarn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/L earnAboutSenderldentification ]

Dear Planning SA

This space is immediately in front of our beautiful Parliament House, and valuable open plaza space between
PH and the Festival Theatre.

I submit that it should remain/be a plaza area for all the public to enjoy. Further, Nothing should obscure the
northern end of Parliament House and its beautiful heritage balcony.

There are innumerable other places where a new multi story building could be built. | submit it should not be
here.

Regards

Simon Stretton SC

Sent from my iPhone



From: Walter Dollman

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions
Cc: Adelaide FO
Subject: Festival Plaza re-development
Date: Monday, 21 October 2024 3:46:16 PM
You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important
Dear Sir / Madam

We write in relation to the proposal for the construction of a second high rise tower
building on the Festival Theatre Plaza.

The original plan envisaged a low level - no more than 3 story - building which would
accommodate restaurants or the like to enhance the social amenity of Adelaide - and not
another commercial building technically dropped on public parklands while other
commercial buildings in the CBD remain empty.

We also concerned that the proposal would seriously diminish our exceptional Parliament
House, probably the most significant heritage building in Adelaide. While many would
prefer no construction on the plaza and to keep it as a public utility, the 3 store option
would minimise damage to this wonderful, significant and aesthetic building.

We therefore oppose any amendment to objective 2.1 of the Entertainment Sub-zone.

Yours sincerely,
Dr Walter Doliman

Dr Alexandra Dollman



From: DHUD:Plan SA

To: DHUD:PlanSA Submissions
Subject: RE: Public Consultation submission for Future Living Code Amendment
Date: Friday, 25 October 2024 9:06:46 AM

OFFICIAL

From: PlanSA Submissions <noreply@plan.sa.gov.au>

Sent: Thursday, 24 October 2024 5:17 PM

To: DHUD:Plan SA <plansa@sa.gov.au>

Subject: Public Consultation submission for Future Living Code Amendment

PlanSA,

Submission Details

Amendment: Future Living Code Amendment
Customer

type:

Given name: Carol

Community Group

Family name: Bailey

Organisation:

Email

aarese. NN
Phone

number: _

My overall
o I do not support the Code Amendment

view is:
The Festival Plaza Code Amendment goes against everything the
community asked for and will simply justify the "lego land" tag already given
development in Adelaide over the past few years (since the State Planning
Code replaced council planning in their own districts). A building of this type

Comments: is utterly incongruous with the site and will destroy what amenity remains in
that precinct. The people asked for a 'Greek style' open air theatre capable
of hosting a local band and small theatre groups. Consider the impact on
Parliament House and just how ugly Adelaide and its suburbs are becoming
under the new Planning Code. Please don't do it!

Attachment
1:

Attachment
2:

No file uploaded

No file uploaded

Attachment .
No file uploaded



3:

Attachment

4:

Attachment

5:

Sent to

proponent  plansa@sa.gov.au

email:

No file uploaded

No file uploaded



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PlanSA Submissions

DHUD:PlanSA Submissions

Public Consultation submission for Festival Plaza Code Amendment - early commencement
Wednesday, 23 October 2024 9:18:24 AM

PlanSA,

Submission Details

Amendment:
Customer
type:

Given name:

Family
name:

Organisation:

Email
address:
Phone
number:

My overall
View is:

Comments:

Attachment
1:
Attachment
2:
Attachment
3:
Attachment
4.
Attachment
5:

Sent to
proponent
email:

Festival Plaza Code Amendment - early commencement
Member of the public

Stephen and Sandra

Bush

I do not support the Code Amendment

The proposed 38 story building in our opinion will be completely out of
character with the majority of nearby historic buildings such as parliament
house, the railway station, government house, the library, museum and
University of Adelaide along North Terrace & the Festival Theatre, Elder
Park & army barracks along King William Street. In our opinion the multi
story building will further overshadow & particularly spoil the view of the
railway station & Parliament House. The ambiance of North Terrace &
King William Street will be severely impacted should this 38 story
monolith be built. For these reasons alone we believe that no further
building should be constructed & the space remaining should be turned into
an area where people can meet, gather & relax in an open space with grass,
trees & seating.

No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded
No file uploaded

No file uploaded

plansasubmissions@sa.gov.au



Respondent No: 1 Responded At: Sep 12, 2024 16:55:12 pm

( | Login: Last Seen: Sep 26, 2024 01:56:54 am

o E— P Adoress: [N

Q1. Name Nastasja

Ge. Email aderess —

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | am impartial/neutral about the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

| just don't see why we need it, there are so many empty buildings area the CBD that could be used as office buildings. The
building will overshadow the heritage buildings of parliament house and festival centre. | think it could be better used as an
open space or festival plaza space with an atrium.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival Unsure
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

the concept plan doesn't show much

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No
‘designated performance feature’ that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

not answered



Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Sep 19, 2024 16:15:29 pm

Respondent No: 2 Responded At: Sep 19, 2024 16:15:29 pm
@ Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Ben

Q2. Email address |

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance Yes

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

| support the new building height, | would also support if the proposal was even taller.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

| support the changes to the original proposed 3 storey building. With the new tower | would like to see a lot of street level
activation in order to keep the plaza alive

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival Yes
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the N/A
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

not answered



Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Sep 19, 2024 16:27:45 pm

Respondent No: 3 Responded At: Sep 19, 2024 16:27:45 pm
@ Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Brendan Stone

Q2. Email address ———

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

This project has been a failure from the start and giving more space to a private company is a poor use of public land. No
more!

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

Changing the rules to suit a private developer is so against the best interest of the public. This should never have even been
considered!



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

Start again.



Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Sep 19, 2024 16:47:47 pm

Respondent No: 4 Responded At: Sep 19, 2024 16:47:47 pm
@ Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Samuel Robert woods

Q2. Email address ]

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Other (please specify)
amendment? Regional person

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance Unsure

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

| think we need to have taller buildings in Adelaide but not 100 stories

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival Yes
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

No

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Unsure
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

not answered



Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Sep 19, 2024 17:12:33 pm

Respondent No: 5 Responded At: Sep 19, 2024 17:12:33 pm
@ Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Alan Chalmers

Q2. Email address —

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

Using your own works "maximised to make Festival Plaza a world-class hub for the arts, culture, tourism and entertainment”
A commercial office for Universities and Accountancy firms and Bank does not achieve this.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

Using your own works "maximised to make Festival Plaza a world-class hub for the arts, culture, tourism and entertainment”
A commercial office for Universities and Accountancy firms and Bank does not achieve this.

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

Using your own works "maximised to make Festival Plaza a world-class hub for the arts, culture, tourism and entertainment”
A commercial office for Universities and Accountancy firms and Bank does not achieve this.

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Unsure
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?



Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Using your own works "maximised to make Festival Plaza a world-class hub for the arts, culture, tourism and entertainment”
A commercial office for Universities and Accountancy firms and Bank does not achieve this.

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

It is important to what is left of the riverbank precinct, in this zone, that it remains a hub for tourism and public use.
Commercial Towers do not help. If there was no other CBD space an argument could be made but that is not the case.



Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Sep 19, 2024 22:42:03 pm

Respondent No: 6 Responded At: Sep 19, 2024 22:42:03 pm
@ Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Aaron

Q2. Email address |

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

| do not support even taller buildings on this site. The Flinders Uni building is already inappropriate for the site and has
diminished the view of Parliament House.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

This site should be for 100% public access without tall buildings.

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

Tall buildings should not be allowed on this site.

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

Avoid even move tall buildings here. Our public land is not for private enterprise.



Login: | Last Seen: Sep 19, 2024 11:49:15 am

@ Respondent No: 7 Responded At: Sep 19, 2024 22:59:16 pm

Ql.

Q5.

Q7.

Q8.

Q9.

emai: | P Adaress:

Name Kelly Rivett

Email address 1

What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public

amendment?

Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

There does NOT need to be any further development in this location or anything higher than a single storey. Any
development taller than that will impact the foundations, light, and view of the Heritage Listed Parliament House. This
building was designed to take in that northern aspect and look to the river. Any more development higher than a single
storey will block that view. We don't want lawmakers looking at a concrete jungle when making decisions about our
environment and protecting it. If anything the maximum of 20 levels needs to be firmed up and made the restrictions. There
are plenty of other locations in the Adelaide CBD for higher developments.

Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

The boundary from parliament house should be 20 m for development. There does NOT need to be any further development
in this location or anything higher than a single storey. Any development taller than that will impact the foundations, light,
and view of the Heritage Listed Parliament House. This building was designed to take in that northern aspect and look to the
river. Any more development higher than a single storey will block that view. We don't want lawmakers looking at a concrete
jungle when making decisions about our environment and protecting it.

Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Unsure
'designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River

Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as

proposed in the draft code amendment?

| don't feel it is clearly presented what the impacts of this mean, nor the surrounding sentences which may impact the

context on which this can be interpreted.

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

not answered



Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Sep 24, 2024 11:45:08 am

Respondent No: 8 Responded At: Sep 24, 2024 11:45:08 am
@ Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Martin Burns

Q2. Email address |

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

This is parklands,

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

This is parklands

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

This is parklands

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

This is parklands

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

This is parklands



Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Sep 26, 2024 01:05:26 am

@ Respondent No: 9 Responded At: Sep 26, 2024 01:05:26 am

Ql.

Q5.

Q7.

Q9.

Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Name Josie Alvaro

Email address I

What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public

amendment?

Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

Having tall buildings in the city is great, broadly speaking, but the Park Lands are absolutely not the place for them. In the
Park Lands the focus should be on the landscape and on celebrating the relatively low-scale heritage buildings. New
development must be sensitive and harmonious. The proposed building height guidance promotes the exact opposite of this.
Colonel Light would not approve. If you develop a tall building in the realm of 30-40 storeys on this site, it will be the most
visually prominent building in the city. No setbacks or greening or quality architecture or anything else is going to change
that. It will stick out like a sore thumb, much like One Festival Tower (which itself is a completely inappropriate
development). Most importantly, it will pull focus from the other buildings in this area which are meant to be the stars of the
show. That is not a good outcome. At best, you should be aiming to make any building on the subject site less prominent
than One Festival Tower, not compounding the problem and making it more prominent.

Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

Maintaining view lines to significant buildings and providing more active frontages is all very good guidance. But while
"Preserve the national and state heritage values” is a worthwhile aim, the height guidance is in direct conflict with it.

Do you support the concept plan for Festival Yes
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

The plan view is fine. It's the height that's the problem.



Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No
'designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River

Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as

proposed in the draft code amendment?

In principle, it's a good idea to remove wording that suggests that buildings greater than 20 stories should be located along
the River Torrens. But it seems like you're just going from bad to worse - removing that wording so that you can allow
buildings greater than 20 stories elsewhere in the Park Lands which is also inappropriate. You have a whole Capital Clty

Zone for that.

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

not answered



Login: [N LastSeen:  Sep 26,2024 12:47:29 pm

emai: | P Adaress:

@ Respondent No: 10 Responded At: Sep 26, 2024 23:09:00 pm

Q1. Name Hayley Jessup-Case

Q2. Email address ]

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance Yes

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

| agree we should be using space more efficiently by allowing taller buildings.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

not answered



Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Sep 28, 2024 18:48:08 pm

Respondent No: 11 Responded At: Sep 28, 2024 18:48:08 pm
@ Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Hans van Bavel

Q2. Email address ]

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | am impartial/neutral about the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

The 38 story building is essential to minimise the bulk of a lower height building. It would make a bold statement of a city of
growth.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival Yes
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

Don't dumb down proposed tower 2 of the plaza. It's a perfect balance to the other building Tower one.



Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Sep 29, 2024 20:19:27 pm

Respondent No: 12 Responded At: Sep 29, 2024 20:19:27 pm
@ Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Connor

Q2. Email address |

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance Yes

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

Keep the proposed height

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

No great design and perfect height

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival Yes
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

No

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

No

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

Perfect design and height



Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Sep 29, 2024 21:06:28 pm

Respondent No: 13 Responded At: Sep 29, 2024 21:06:28 pm
@ Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Eric Somerfield

Q2. Email address ]

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance Yes

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

| would like to see a landmark tower of at least 200m

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

Taller landmark building

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival Yes
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

No

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

No

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

No



Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Sep 30, 2024 20:50:52 pm

Respondent No: 14 Responded At: Sep 30, 2024 20:50:52 pm
@ Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Paul Brown

Q2. Email address ]

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

Any further tall structures in and around the festival plaza would unconscionably impact on the existing heritage structures
and therefore should not occur under any circumstances

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

Further development of the plaza and surrounds is unnecessary and will diminish the usefulness of the space to the general

public



Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 01, 2024 19:30:49 pm

Respondent No: 15 Responded At: Oct 01, 2024 19:30:49 pm
@ Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name E Hagge

Q2. Email address |

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

40 storeys is too high, this would be a disruptive and glaring eyesore, no matter how architectural. 28 storeys is plenty.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

The natural environment of the area and heritage buildings must take precedence.

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival not answered
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

Removing unclear wording is good. The height of the allowed buildings must, however, be harmonious with the area, ie.
Certainly not 40 storeys.



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

not answered



Respondent No: 16 Responded At: Oct 15, 2024 11:19:18 am
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 15, 2024 11:19:18 am
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Joe La Spina

Q2. Email address I

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance Yes

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

This Development of up to 40 levels will showcase and strengthen the CBD skyline and improve business and growth in SA.
| fully support this project. We should not allow the selfish self interest negative feedback of minorities to halt our economic
growth.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

Its exempla and will showcase the festival plaza and activate it too.

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival Yes
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

Its supported

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

The code amendment is fully supported and should proceed.



Ql.

Q2.

Qs.

Q5.

Q7.

Q8.

Q9.

Respondent No: 17 Responded At: Oct 15, 2024 12:50:18 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 15, 2024 12:50:18 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Name Tony Antonelli

Email address ]

What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment
amendment?

What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Do you support the building height guidance Yes

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

Yes

Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

Yes

Do you support the concept plan for Festival Yes
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

Yes

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Unsure

‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Yes



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

Adelaide needs more iconic architecture and buildings, in order to be competitive in the world stage as a world class city,

We just have to do it properly, in accordance to our own unique style.



Respondent No: 18 Responded At: Oct 15, 2024 20:59:12 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 15, 2024 20:59:12 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Vito

Q2. Email address [

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance Yes

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

Adelaide cannot afford to keep losing out on major projects as it has done so for many years.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival Yes
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

| think it's sensible for the area

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

It's an area designated for entertainment. Developments of this nature should be encouraged. It will add to the sparkle of the

festive area.



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

It's about time that Adelaide moves forward by amending the code so it can attract further development which this state

needs. The festival plaza is a prime example. It will bring more people and enhance the area and city skyline.



Respondent No: 19 Responded At: Oct 16, 2024 23:20:20 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 16, 2024 23:20:20 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name robert

Q2. Email address —

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

There should be NO building. It is parklands adjacent to a historic precinct that is already overbuilt. Let it be located in the
city itself.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

AS per 6 There should be no building. The government has no mandate to approve this

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

It needs to be rethought in light of the publics overwhelming opposition. Many people unfortunately have no idea of the
parklands creep that is taking place to placate a developer.

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

This needs wider consultation and any structure should be low level only



Ql.

Q2.

Qs.

Q5.

Q7.

Q8.

Q9.

Respondent No: 20 Responded At: Oct 18, 2024 14:37:42 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 18, 2024 14:37:42 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Name Ellie Gladman

Email address |

What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment with some concerns
amendment?

What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public

amendment?

Do you support the building height guidance Yes

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

not answered

Do you support the building design guidance Unsure
proposed in the draft code amendment

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Do you support the concept plan for Festival Unsure
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes

‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as

proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

I think it is a big mistake to give preference to a casino to expand directly next to the only central railway station in Adelaide.
Placing a multi-story carpark underneath a Casino is a) giving the casino free money in carparking fees b) increasing cars in
the city and clogging up our roads and c) funnelling the public into the casino to gamble their money away. This space
should be allocated for an expansion of Adelaide train station to serve the growing population. The public would then be able
to catch the train into the city with more frequent services to spend their money at local Adelaide businessses.



Respondent No: 21 Responded At: Oct 18, 2024 15:26:52 pm

Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 18, 2024 15:26:52 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a
Q1. Name Steve Schumacher

Q2. Email address E—

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

There should not be any more buildings in this area as it is precious open parklands space and will block views of the
historically significant Railway Station and Parliament House.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

There should not be any more buildings in this area as it is precious open parklands space and will block views of the
historically significant Railway Station and Parliament House.

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

There should not be any more buildings in this area as it is precious open parklands space and will block views of the
historically significant Railway Station and Parliament House.

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Unsure
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River

Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

There should not be any more buildings in this area as it is precious open parklands space and will block views of the

historically significant Railway Station and Parliament House.



Respondent No: 22 Responded At: Oct 20, 2024 12:50:21 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 20, 2024 12:50:21 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Mary Marston

Q2. Email address ]

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment with some concerns
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance Unsure

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

As long as the height differs from those skyscrapers already built, preferably less floors.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance Unsure
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

I’'m very concerned that this developmental process will allow tall buildings to be erected to the west of the Festival Centre
precinct and stretch all along the Southern bank of The River Torrens, where the Convention Centre Complex is now sited. |
would object wholeheartedly to such a proposal.

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival Unsure
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

| repeat- I'm very concerned that this developmental process will allow tall buildings to be erected to the west of the Festival
Centre precinct and stretch all along the Southern bank of The River Torrens, where the Convention Centre Complex is now
sited. | would object wholeheartedly to such a proposal.

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Unsure
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?



Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

| cannot find the particular wording. However, any lengthy processes to decide heights and areas of buidlings in this areas of
the City of Adelaide, must be carefully reviewed with the relevant members of the public (residents) beforehand please.

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

Repeatin again - I'm very concerned that this developmental process will allow tall buildings to be erected to the west of the
Festival Centre precinct and stretch all along the Southern bank of The River Torrens, where the Convention Centre
Complex is now sited. | would object wholeheartedly to such a proposal.



Respondent No: 23 Responded At: Oct 21, 2024 16:13:35 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 21, 2024 16:13:35 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Rod Ellis

Q2. Email address ]

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

Height of any office building in this precinct should be zero metres! There should not be any office buildings on designated
Parklands north of North Terrace. Such buildings should be confined to the City Square Mile as laid out in Light's Vision and
contained by North, West, South and Est Terraces!

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

It is not safeguard at all. The development should be scrapped.

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

Festival Plaza should be a visual and recreational space for patrons of Festival Theatre complex.

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Unsure
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

Any wording proposed to reference North Terrace and minimise impact on North Terrace is too little too late.



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

The Government should keep off Our Parklands which are not their's. Their job is not to gift land that is not their's to
developers undercutting developers who have invested in the Adelaide CBD. If the government want new offices with a
view, they should renovate some of the existing surplus office space in town.



Respondent No: 24 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 08:57:23 am

Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 08:57:23 am
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a
Q1. Name John Charles Steer

Q2. Email address 1

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

| think a tall building is totally inappropriate for this area. There is no logical reason for the inappropriate existing tower to
justify a the inappropriate building. This is a cultural area not a business office area. The blocking of our Parliament House is
an extraordinary assault on our heritage.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

See 6 above

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

This is an inappropriate development in a cultural, entertainment and Parklands precinct. It is extraordinary that an interstate
developer has such influence.

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

| can’t believe that such a self evidently inappropriate development is being considered.



Ql.

Q2.

Qs.

Q5.

Q7.

Q8.

Q9.

Respondent No: 25 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 10:39:49 am
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 10:39:49 am
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Name Andrew Lush

Email address E—

What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public

amendment?

Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

not answered

Do you support the building design guidance Unsure
proposed in the draft code amendment

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No

‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as

proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

Don't put a 38 storey monstrosity on Festival Plaza.



Respondent No: 26 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 10:43:32 am
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 10:43:32 am
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name MaryAnn King

Q2. Email address —

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

| do not support building office towers on land that should be reserved for the arts and community use. This building will
further remove the character of our city for perceived short term financial gain.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

| do not support building office towers on land that should be reserved for the arts and community use. This building will
further remove the character of our city for perceived short term financial gain.

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

| do not support building office towers on land that should be reserved for the arts and community use. This building will
further remove the character of our city for perceived short term financial gain.

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

not answered



Ql.

Q2.

Qs.

Q5.

Q7.

Q8.

Q9.

Respondent No: 27 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 11:21:45 am
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 11:21:45 am
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Name Tony Antonelli

Email address —

What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment
amendment?

What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Do you support the building height guidance Yes

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

yes

Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

yes

Do you support the concept plan for Festival Yes
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

yes

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Unsure

‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as

proposed in the draft code amendment?

yes



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

Adelaide needs this iconic designed building to help define it as a world class city, it would be a joy to visualise as you enter

the city from a northern perspective.



Respondent No: 28 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 11:23:02 am
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 11:23:02 am
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Lawrence Ng

Q2. Email address |

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Advocacy organisation
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

1. This would set a precedent for future sky scrapers in the CBD. 2. This will overshadow the heritage buildings in the vicinity
of Parliament House, Government House, Torrens Parade Depot (TTD) and many other buildings and structures in the
Heritage precinct. 3. The sky line will be overshadowed by the single "Moro Bar" like structure and diminish the beauty of
Adelaide CBD 4. May be a possible obstruction and danger for aircraft engaged in commemorative events "Fly Past" on
ceremonial events at TTD 5. Does not fit into the cultural and ecstatic scenery of Adelaide City.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

The height of the building is objectionable. and should be in sync with the heights of other building in the area.

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

It can still be an important facility with amenities without the excessive height.

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?



Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

It's height should be reduced.

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

We can make Adelaide City friendly and beautiful without escalating to building high rise concrete towers.



Ql.

Q2.

Qs.

Q5.

Q7.

Q8.

Q9.

Respondent No: 29 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 12:01:34 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 12:01:34 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Name Daniel Gibbins

Email address —

What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment
amendment?

What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Do you support the building height guidance Yes

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

not answered

Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Do you support the concept plan for Festival Yes
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes

‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as

proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

not answered



Respondent No: 30 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 12:08:06 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 12:08:06 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Peter Schulze

Q2. Email address ]

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

not answered

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance not answered
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

1. First principle for me in any building outside of the four terraces, is that it should be a public building with a demonstrated
community benefit, cultural, medical, learning. There is no place in Colonel Light's parklands for commercial buildings (other
than small kiosks). 2. Next principle for me is that any building there should be of low in height in keeping with the colonial

built form.

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?



Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

This space is well suited to small/moderately sized cultural events (music, ceremony, art) that can be executed simply, with

no lasting physical impact on the space.

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

| do not wish to see a very tall structure in place in this space. | was appalled by the construction of the Flinders University
building, and find the advertising on it by a financial/accounting firm in poor taste (actually offensive).



Respondent No: 31 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 12:27:18 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 12:27:18 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Karen Schulze

Q2. Email address I

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

38 storey structure proposed seems grotesque to me. Any structure on that site should not exceed the height of Parliament
House.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

We have lost so much of the parkland space that is on the exterior of North Terrace. We see that presently with the olive
groves (and heritage police barracks where | once worked) being destroyed for the construction of the WaC hospital. Any
structure outside of the four terraces in the parklands should alway be for the public benefit, and enterprises limited to kiosk
operators and short term festival tenants.

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?



Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

The festival plaza space should be retained in total as open space with area set aside for cultural/artistic ceremony and

performances.

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

Colonial Light, | expect would be disappointed at his vision being diluted with planning approval for structures like Sky City,
Intercontinental Hotel, Deloitte being built on parklands in the first place, but in any case, at the scale that they are. Please
do not spoil the city scape with such a tall building.



Respondent No: 32 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 12:45:21 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 12:45:21 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Paul Smith

Q2. Email address ]

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance Unsure

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

| would prefer to see a taller 50 story building in this location with a design that it is of high quality. This does not mean a
rectangular shaped glass box which is unfortunately common across the Adelaide CBD

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival Yes
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Unsure
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

| would prefer to see a taller 50 story building in this location with a design that it is of high quality. This does not mean a
rectangular shaped glass box which is unfortunately common across the Adelaide CBD. A building in this location needs to

stand out as it's in a very prominent location.



Respondent No: 33 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 13:16:10 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 13:16:10 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Melinda Wild

Q2. Email address I

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

38 story building is completely wrong for the site. Environmentally it's a disaster and unnecessary, there are empty offices in
the CBD. Adelaide needs appartments that young and older people could live in, not just student accommodation .

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

Too many buildings, The plaza will simply be a walk way.

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

Too many buildings, the plaza will just become a walk way to the casino and railway station. More and better public transport
would mean 5 levels of underground car parking would be unnecessary. Environmentally to excavate so close to the Torrens

river is wrong.

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?



Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

Parliament House on North Terrace should be protected and stand out as a feature not be surrounded and dwarfed by
inappropriate buildings
Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

not answered



Respondent No: 34 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 15:55:33 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 15:55:33 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Adam Gray

Q2. Email address —

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance Yes

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

This will be an iconic building for the Adelaide skyline and Riverbank precinct. As long as quality materials and design
elements are incorporated into the final design, | fully support the highest building height allowable.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

not answered

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival Yes
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River

Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

| believe that a large amount of work has been undertaken and all due dilligence completed, to ensure the best outcome for

Adelaide with this amendment, and | fully support it.



Ql.

Q2.

Qs.

Q5.

Q7.

Q8.

Q9.

Respondent No: 35 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 16:19:42 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 16:19:42 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Name Luke Ballestrin

Email address —

What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment with some concerns
amendment?

What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public

amendment?

Do you support the building height guidance Yes

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Do you support the concept plan for Festival Unsure
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No

‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as

proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

not answered



Respondent No: 36 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 17:43:39 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 17:43:39 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Anne Kirk

Q2. Email address ]

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

There should be no building on this site as it is part of the parklands, adjacent to the heritage Parliament House, obstructing
views from 2KW towards the river, restricting access to the Festival Theatre. This area should be available to all South
Australians, not just the people working in an office building.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

We shouldn't be thinking of building in this area at all.

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

We could do a good job of making this area available to tourists, office workers &amp; theatre goers to enhance the beauty
of our city.

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River

Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

If we stopped this useless building, the workers could be redirected to working on the Tarrkarri Building further down North
Terrace, building new Housing Trust homes &amp; being available to the general public when we are needing Tradies for

general jobs.



Ql.

Q2.

Qs.

Q5.

Q7.

Q8.

Q9.

Respondent No: 37 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 17:55:33 pm

Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 17:55:33 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a
Name Christopher Tamits

Email address ]

What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment
amendment?

What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Do you support the building height guidance Yes

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

not answered

Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Do you support the concept plan for Festival Yes
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes

‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as

proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

not answered



Ql.

Q2.

Qs.

Q5.

Respondent No: 38 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 18:25:02 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 18:25:02 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Name Andrew.Allan

Email address |

What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment with some concerns
amendment?

What is your interest in this draft code Other (please specify)

amendment? Academic in urban planning

Do you support the building height guidance Yes

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

If there has to be another building on the Festival Plaza site that obstructs the facade of the State Parliament building (either
partially or wholly), then the height of the tower is not necessarily a critical consideration other than if it obstructs viewsheds
from buildings south of North Terrace. The latest proposals for a slim tower that allows the north-eastern corner of the
Parliament Building to be seen from King William Road (north of the Parliament House) and views of the Parliament Balcony
on its northern facade, at least pays some homage to the significance of the State Parliament building, however, it is a pity
that there now won't be any unobstructed facade views of this building since the street facades are largely obstructed by
Plane trees. If this proposed office tower is only to accommodate commercial retailing and offices on its higher floors, it
doesn't offer much value to the community. I'm only supportive of this tower if it could give something to the community (i.e.,
the general public), such as a public observation deck perhaps incorporating a museum on the history of South Australia
(such as a State Parliamentary Museum). With the tower being in a location where it's views from its top floor are unlikely to
be built out, why should this benefit just be restricted to corporate high flyers? If it there was significant community benefit as
part of this project (other than a retail services focused plaza which is very ho-hum), then | would support the tower being tall
enough to have a 360 degree viewshed, provided this afforded a public viewing deck. | suspect that in order to achieve
unobstructed 360 degree city views from its top floor, however, it would need to be higher than any other proposed towers in
the CBD area which | understand could be as high as 170m, meaning that the tower would need to be around 200m in
height or more to achieve a viewshed that is unobstructed and sufficiently taller than other city buildings to allows views over
them. Originally, the State Parliament Building was meant to be crowned with a cupola but | understand this was never done
due to costs. Why not require the Developer of the proposed Tower to upgrade the State Parliament Building with a cupola,
in addition to providing useful community benefits such as a museum and public observation deck?

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance Unsure

proposed in the draft code amendment



Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

The changes provide greater flexibility for the proposed tower whilst protecting some useful view corridors. However, whilst
the analysis to identify the view corridors is admirable, this can't disguise the fact that the northern facade of the Parliament
Building will be largely obstructed from public view. | think a better outcome would have been to kept an unobstructed albeit
smaller plaza in front of the State Parliament building to allow future generations to appreciate this building, and moved the
tower further north into the Adelaide Festival Plaza. The Festival Plaza building is an unremarkable piece of modern
architecture by world standards, and really doesn't need a massive plaza in front of it. I'm unclear as to why the State
Parliament Building needs to be so crowded in by the two new towers as to render it irrelevant whilst the Festival Theatre, a

somewhat ordinary building is celebrated as the architectural focus of the precinct.

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival Unsure
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

| think that the main shortcoming of the concept plan is that it obstructs the northern facade of the State Parliament Building,
apparently for the purposes of maximizing the plaza in front the south side of the Festival Theatre and to allow a viewing
corridor through to the Sky City hotel/casino and the Riverfront. | would much rather see that the full extent of the State
Parliament facade was available to view and a reduced Festival Plaza that could still have a viewing corridor through to the
River front esplanade through to the Convention Centre complexes. | would also like the tower project to include significant
community benefit other than just another cafe/retail plaza to include features like a museum/gallery (or some similar
interactive community feature) and a public viewing deck if there is to be a very tall tower over 35 floors tall.

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

| don't think that there should be any tall buildings along the banks of the River Torrens, however, the guidelines should be
specific about the setback from the River where buildings can be built and where progressively heights can be allowed to
increase. There may need to be a review about spot building heights across area spanning the area between North Terrace
and the Torrens to determine where there are problems with overshadowing and where historic buildings are compromised

from overshadowing and incompatible visual backdrops. Solar access to the parklands may also be an issue.



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

Colonel Light's Plan included a distinct street geometry that we seem to be progressively losing. North Terrace was originally
meant to be the northern edge of the CBD and whilst this boundary was transgressed quite quickly in the early years of
Adelaide's growth, a rough dichotomy was respected with larger bulkier and taller buildings restricted to the south side of
North Terrace and north of North Terrace restricted to community oriented relatively low rise buildings. With the Festival
Tower proposal, the geometry of the square mile of Adelaide's CBD will certainly be lost, however, the city could still make a
feature of this if it were in a better location. I think it needs to be in the centre of the Festival Plaza to allow the facade of the
Parliament Building to continue to be appreciated by the public and the proposed tower needs to give something to the
public rather than being another expression of corporate power exerting its dominance over the city. If the tower were to
include a public observation deck and some other active community facility such as museum, then it might be tolerable to the
public at large. Corporate office towers, no matter how exemplary the architecture, will not improve people's lives if all they

do is house a well paid corporate elite.
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Q2.

Qs.
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Q7.

Q8.

Q9.

Respondent No: 39 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 19:39:20 pm

Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 19:39:20 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a
Name Matthew Grimwade

Email address I

What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment
amendment?

What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Do you support the building height guidance Yes

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

Hurry up and build it

Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

Hurry up and build it

Do you support the concept plan for Festival Yes
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

Hurry up and build it

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes

‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Hurry up and build it

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

Hurry up and build it



Ql.

Q2.

Qs.

Q5.

Q7.

Q8.

Q9.

Respondent No: 40 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 20:03:22 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 20:03:22 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Name Bill Giles

Email address ]

What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public

amendment?

Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

| believe the height f the tower is completely out of scale for the site. It will block views of the heritage listed Parliament
House and intrude on what should be open public space. What other legislative body in the world would allow its space to be
dominated by two huge commercial towers. While the first tower is not unattractive it should not nave been built in this
space.

Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

not answered

Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No

‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as

proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

not answered



Respondent No: 41 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 20:22:24 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 20:22:24 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Roy

Q2. Email address [ ]

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

| do not support change that would allow a 38-storey mixed-use tower to be built alongside the One Festival Tower. |
understand the initial proposal was for a 3 storey building. Any development should respect this as a public space for the
arts and be in keeping with that purpose.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance Unsure
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

The objectives of the design guidance appear sound but could also include guidance on restricting height and for
development to be only for the purpose of public arts spaces.

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

If the concept plan relates to construction or to support construction of a 38 storegy mixed use tower then | do not support it.

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the not answered
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?



Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

| consider that the designated performance feature wording should be retained and strengthened to maintain the area as a
space for the arts and low level development only - not to allow for unrestricted high rise and commercial development

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

Yes - please start again



Ql.

Q2.

Qs.

Q5.

Q7.

Q8.

Q9.

Respondent No: 42 Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 23:48:41 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 23:48:41 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Name Daniel Macri

Email address ]

What is your overall view of the draft code | support the code amendment
amendment?

What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Do you support the building height guidance Yes

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

N/A

Do you support the building design guidance Yes
proposed in the draft code amendment

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Do you support the concept plan for Festival Yes
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the Yes

‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as

proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

Nil



Ql.

Q2.

Qs.

Q5.

Q7.

Q8.

Q9.

Respondent No: 43 Responded At: Oct 24, 2024 11:09:46 am
Login: - Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 22:54:36 pm

emait: | P Address: N
Name Amanda Tilley

Email address I

What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public

amendment?

Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

It is suppose to be an Art /Cultural Precinct and it is taking away from the cultural heritage of the buildings around it . We are
supposed to be the festival city but we don't even have a Music Hall the only state that does not have one and the ASO does
not have a proper home. It should be left as and open area a Plaza for outside entertainment with an amphitheatre or even a
concert hall to compliment the Arts precinct of the Festival theatre.

Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

The height of 38 storeys is much too high it will overshadow the surrounding areas parliament house which is on the south
side which is our seat of democracy which should be honoured and stand out not be in the shadows. These buildings are
not much to look at all glass tinted no character will never be heritage listed. Need to add some cultural interest to the area
not just another highrise.

Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

| think the area behind the Parliament house should be kept as a Plaza not built on only if it was to further enhance the
Art/Cultural Precinct that it has always been and also so our Parliament house is still a feature of the area and not over
shadowed by a high rise.

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No

‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?



Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

| think whether it is the Riverbank zone or the Entertainment zone should have similiar considerations about heights of
buildings so they blend in as an adjoining precinct. The Riverbank zone being part of the Parklands should also be given
extra consideration to preserving and enhancing the native vegetation along with the tree scape knowing we are in a

warming climate.

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

| think the Festival Plaza should remain as a art/cultural precinct and putting a highrise building amongst it does not
enhance the area. There is an opportunity here to develop the area to extend the cultural heritage of the site being the first
Festival theatre in Australia. If the Code Amendment supports this | would encourage it but higher buildings is not going to

doit.



Respondent No: 44 Responded At: Oct 24, 2024 14:23:50 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 24, 2024 14:23:50 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Dan

Q2. Email address ]

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

It is unacceptable that a building of up to (and over) 20 stories could be approved at this location. | do not support A 38-
storey mixed-use tower alongside the One Festival Tower.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance Unsure
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

It is unacceptable that a building of up to (and over) 20 stories could be approved at this location.

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

the footprint of a new (or any new) building will take away much needed public space and amenity. Building heights will
obstruct views to the river torrens and linear park

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered



Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

not answered



Ql.

Q2.

Qs.

Q5.

Q7.

Q8.

Q9.

Respondent No: 45 Responded At: Oct 24, 2024 16:57:19 pm

Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 24, 2024 16:57:19 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a
Name Ann Hargreaves

Email address ]

What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public

amendment?

Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code

amendment?

not answered

Do you support the building design guidance Unsure
proposed in the draft code amendment

Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

not answered

Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

Too much infill, too high, insufficient public amenity, too little green space

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No

‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River
Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?

Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as

proposed in the draft code amendment?

not answered

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

not answered



Respondent No: 46 Responded At: Oct 24, 2024 17:24:22 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Oct 24, 2024 17:24:22 pm
Email: n/a IP Address: n/a

Q1. Name Peter Langhans

Q2. Email address ]

Q3. What is your overall view of the draft code | do not support the code amendment
amendment?

Q4. What is your interest in this draft code Member of the public
amendment?

Q5. Do you support the building height guidance No

proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q6. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building height guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

My expectation was that Festival Plaza would be developed solely as an outdoor entertainment and relaxation plaza, not as
a site for unrelated multi-storey office buildings, hotels, apartment buildings, department stores and the like. Any
development on the plaza should be solely restricted to a few single storey cafe/restaurants, gift shops and the like that
complement the purpose of the plaza. Other great plazas that | know are Federation Square in Melbourne and Montreal's
Place Des Arts which annually hosts the world's largest jazz festival. There should definitely NOT be any more multi-storey
tower blocks.

Q7. Do you support the building design guidance No
proposed in the draft code amendment

Q8. Would you like to share any feedback regarding the building design guidance proposed in the draft code
amendment?

| am strongly against the construction of any more multi-storey buildings on the plaza. The building design guidance largely
focuses on maintaining sight-lines in-between these buildings but this becomes irrelevant if there no multi-storey buildings
are constructed.

Q9. Do you support the concept plan for Festival No
Plaza proposed in the draft code amendment?

Q10.Would you like to share any feedback regarding the concept plan included in the draft code amendment?

The concept plan further erodes the open plaza concept.

Q11.Do you support removing wording from the No
‘designated performance feature' that provides
guidance to ensure buildings in the
Entertainment Subzone, including Festival Plaza
are of a height and scale that references North
Terrace and minimises impacts on the River

Torrens to avoid misinterpretation?



Q12.Would you like to share any feedback regarding removing the ‘designated performance feature’ wording as
proposed in the draft code amendment?

| am strongly against the construction of any more multi-storey buildings on the plaza.

Q13.Do you have any other feedback you would like to share on the draft Festival Plaza Code Amendment?

No,
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