











Feedback form | 14 New Residential Zones for Victoria

P Question 28

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

Comments:

[Z] Strongly agras
A requirement for @ planning permit fer removal of vegelation should be

1 Agree triggered by the schedule and the vegstation defined - e.g. a list of species,
dimensions, and if necessary a map showing whera vegetation controis. apply.

] Disagree that is defined by Council following consultation with the community.

) Strongly disagres A blanket vegetation control across all vegelation types across (he entire
municipality is not supported as this would Irigger planning permit applications
unnacessarily.

P Question 29

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

Comments:
L Sirangly agree Yas as it will allow for built farm 1o be designed to respond to identified local
| Agres neighbourhood and environmental characterislics (e-g. siting development
below canopy tree height).
1 Disagres
[ Strongly disagres

) Question 30

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

Comments:
.
- Skongy agres ¥as. This must also be in addition to specifying minimum lot sizes.
1 Agree
1 Disagree
[ Strongly disagree



New Residential Zones for Victoria

" Question 31

Do you agree that there should be tha ability to specify the minimum lot size for new subdivisions for
diffarent areas in this zone?

¢ Comments:
F SATORGRY- g0 Yes, This must be included o ensure that development responds o identified
local nesghbourhood and environmeanial character,
| Agrea
_| Disagres
1 Birongly disagree
P Question 32

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

Comments:
b ik i _d-:rﬁ not agree that specified ResCode standards {even if
] Agres determined locally) should become the sole determination criteria for notice
and review of a permil application for one or mora dwellings on a lob. This
) Disagres means thai in praciice, there is the_ potential for e ar no wesght to be given to
- other mallers for consideration which ane nol 50 easily expressed as

standards, e.g. neighbourhood character,

Mo mention is made of developments 4 or more storeys high where ResCode
doesn't apply.

Removal of notice and review rights is not consistent with the objectives of the
planning framework established in the Planning and Environmenl Act 1987 - fo
provide an accessible process for just and limely review of decisions without
unnecessary formaliy; (54 (2))).

B cld prefer to see initiatives o speed up the review process at
VCAT rather than reduce opporiunity for invalvement in the planning process.
It supparls the vienw af Justice Siuart Morris, previous Prasident of VCAT, in his
paper Third Parly Parlicipation in the Planning Permit Process, in which he
sugpests; the time limit for an application for review appeal could be reduced;
thers could be spacial procedures for urgenl cases, and quicker decisions
givan &.q. vartzal decisions on the day of the hearmng.

_| Strongly disagrea

Knox City Council
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P Question 33

What else do you think should be congldered to ensure that the purpose of this zone is achieved?

Comments.:

Thera must ba sufficient flexibility in the schedule 1o the zona for the adequate expression of existing values
io be protected, and design objectives to achieved., Thers must be an ability {o allow for prescriplive controls
and these must also be given sufficient weight in the decision guidalines

P Question 34

Are thera any othar comments you would like to maks?

Comments:

This review should rot be undertaken in isolation of other Governmant policies and a holistic approach is
raquirad to the implementation of M2030. Oither intiatives are alzo reqguired o promaoie | facilitate
devalopment in substantial change areas, 8.g. 2 review of the taxation regime.

Transferring from the existing system to the new zones is not a neutral ransition, and a significant amaunt of
work will be required to prepare for & planning schame amendment. Financial suppart from Stata
Govamment will be required in addition to assistance with the process, i.e, the schemes amanded by the
Minister for Planning.

The term “fast track approval procass for straightforward applications” needs 1o De clarified.

Reliance on ResCode siandards, evan if locally specified, should nof become the defaull for delermining the
notification of permil applications. Decision guidelines must give sufficient weight 1o neighbourhood
characier and special values to be profecied.

Further information & required about the transition arangements — Councils must have the discretion to
apphy each of the zones a3 appropriate,

Removal of notice and review for any residential zone is not supporied.

There should be conslderation of including a requirement for social housing and residential accommaodation
to be located in appropriate specified locations In the Substantial Change and Incremental Change zones.

Thank you for your submission. If you have any questions about this survey or about making a
further submission pleasa call 9637 8610 during normal business hours or emall to

planning.systems@dpcd.vic.gov.au





