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P Question 28

Do you agree that there should be the ability to require a planning permit to remove vegetation in this
zone?

Comments:
] Strongly agree

Vegetation provides a significant contribution to the character of many
- subars itk

The ability to require & planning permit (o remove vegetation would
assist in pmtacﬂngﬁlcﬂfy neighbourhoods, would provide a
. ] Strongly disagree logical link to the Neighbourhood Character Statement within each
schedule and would be highly appropriate in & Limited Change Zone.

Exemptions for permit requirements may also need to be vanied via each
schedule to address the characteristics of the vegetation. For example,
some neighbourhoods within a bushland setting may require a permit
only for the removal of native vegetation whilst neighbourhoods with
formal gardens and large portions of exotic vegetation may also reguire
a permt for the removal of some exotic trees which contribute to the
character of the area.

..} Disagree

} Question 29

Do you agree that there should be the ability to specify & maximum building height for different areas
in this zone?

Commants:
; can - ‘

Sy agren Maximum building heights may be appropriate in areas of special

¥ Agree neighbourhood character; however, if the maximum building height has
to be no less than 9 metres, then there would be little value in this

"1 Disagree proposal as the [l community is not likely to accept buildings that

- _ are over 9 metres in height in an *Limited Change Zone.”

_| Strongly disagree

’ Question 30

Do you agree that there should be the ability to specify the maximum number of dwellings that can
be built on one lot for different areas in this zone?

Comments:
(] St = - . o
Sy The ability to limit the number of dwellings per square metre within the
¥ Agree limited change zone will aid to direct more intensive development 1o
appropnate locations, such as Activity Centres.
_] Disagree

1 Strongly disagree
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P Question 31

Do you agree that there should be the ability to specity the minimum lot size for new subdivisions for
different areas in this zona?

Comments:;

| !
SR S The ability to specify a minimum lot size within the Limited Change
[ Agree Zone will reduce the ability for new development to provide a variety of
dwellings to be developed within Limited Change Areas.

[] Disagree S : :
e A reduction in lot size may be required to accommodate existing

[ Strangly disagree vegetahion,
The ability to limit the number of dwellings per square metres will
provide sufficienl measure to ensure that appropriate dwelling densities
are maintained within Limited Change Areas.

P Question 32

Do you agrea that development that complies with local residential standards in this zone should be
exempt from notice and review at VCAT?

Commenis;

() Strongly agree There is an inherent risk that where such exemptions are available, the

[ 1 Agree overall built form, and subsequently the impact of the building on the
strectscape, may be compromised by development proposals making

] Disagres every effort to become exempt from notice and appeal, at the expense of
the ‘best outcome”.

1 Strongly disagree
The right to appeal should be guaranteed. Like some examples
witnessed recently in New South Wales, a lack of public and legal
serutiny leaves the possibility of a developer circumventing the planning
system and gaining approval for an inappropriale development.

’ Question 33

What efse do you think should be considered to ensure that the purpose of this zone is achieved?
Comments:

The siting requirements of the Victorian Building Regulations should be amended to reflect the
zone provisions. The ResCode standards that are capable of being varied should apply to single
dwellings as well as developments that require a planning permit.
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) Question 34

Are thare any other comments you would like to make?

Commants:

_rcqucsts further information from the Department of Planning and

Community Development as to how the strategic implementation of the new residential zones will
occur in light of the recent increase in population forecasts. Will these revised population forecasts
lead to a revision of the Regional Housing Statements or is the intention of the State Government to
expand the existing growth comdors?

Essential to the orderly implementation of the new residential zones is the State Government's
commitment (o public transport. Melbourne 2030 seeks 10 increase public transport patronage from
9% 10 20% by 2020, Through the development of structure plans and housing strategies, local
government has taken significant steps towards facilitating the vision of Mclbournc 2030, However,
there have been no radical improvements to the frequency or quality of services in ||l
Without the development of significantly expanded public transport services, Activity Centres and
surrounding areas will not be developed to their potential capacity and pressure (o expand
Melbourne beyond its boundaries will continue,

Within the Substantial Change Zone, opportunities to provide for a variety of dwelling size, style
and ultimately affordability should be considered; even in the absence of an effective state wide
affordable housing strategy.

It is also important that the public remain certain that they have legal and basic rights to object to
any development within arcas that they live. To take away a resident’s right 1o be heard at VCAT is
unacceptable.

The possibility of people taking advantage of exemptions from notice and review is an unacceptable
nisk. We have witnessed in recent months the problems associated with improper planning
processes in New South Wales. Although eventually detected by an independent arbitrator (ICAC),
no such mechanism currently exist in Victoria,





