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Re Building Mandatory Digclosure

Dear Sirs,

I am very much againgt sustainability oertificmtiom for
most existing properties for the following reasons

1. People buying houses (other than being influenced by price)
look first of all at location (near schools? shops?
public transport? grandma?) and the size and personal
appeal of the property. I am convinced that people
interested in sustainability (I =m) will look atl the
above aspects firgt, then buy asnd improve the one near the
park and the railway station rather than the sustainable
one on the edge of civilization.

2. It would be a useless and unkind extra to folst payments
for susgtainability certification on vendors of old houses
which these days are normally torn down or undergo
extensive renovations within a year or two of changing hands,
Lhe peoole living in elderly weatherboards are very often

also elderly. When they sell it is usually because of
maintenance issuesg or the need to pay for aged care. For

most people who are no longer in lhe work-force every cent
counts, =0 it would be very upsetting to pﬂy unrecoverable
mogoyjon a p operty which 1s almost to ite uvse- by dete
vnless a great deal 1g gpent on it, and whlcﬁ an be
expected to Oell for lﬂ1dVﬂlue
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3,  Bustainability is evexry bit as much sbout how one lives as
about the house iteself. The young person who thinks it
ig nice to do housework in winter in a sundress in o fully
centrally hesated house (I know someone who does) is
probably doing more harm to the environment than 1 anm
with dreught stoppers ngmlnot the doors and my little
radiator drawing 1500 watts just while I am in the room.
(My old thirteen square house lends itself very well to
heating only single rooms becauge 1t is woaderfully full
of DOORS, and h@k far less screage than more modern homes. )
ven without a twin-flush toilet we have mogtly kept to the
155 litre a day water target through judicious seving
of washing machine and shower water.

4., A house rated highly for sustd nability may not stay that
WaYe If a large housge is bvilt next door or neighbours
plant shady trees, sun-—catching windows may not do this
any more. L have previous eyperience of living in an
exceptionally well insuvlated howse which did not catch
much sun. For much of the year this house wag disasterously
cold in the daytime if no heating was being used, The
fifty year old weatherboard I live in mow which has only

@lllﬂg insulation nctually w-rms up when the gun is ouvt.
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In view of the
mandatory sugt
not occur.

g my opinion isg that leglslating for
Lty certification for existing homes should

Lhere ig an argument for this certification for new homes
where buyers are comparing otherwise similar properties and
for older homes when they undergo major renovations and/or
additions(say when $100,000 or more is being spent on the
chenges) because these homes are unlilFely to be demolighed
for some years, but for older homesg generally, compulsory
certification would be an unnecesgsary nuisance and expenge
for the vendor, would be unlikely to influence the buyer and
there would be no environmental velue because these homes
would be unlikely to continuve in their original state.
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Yours faithfully,
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AUDREIY SAID




