























P Question 18

Dny??u agree that there should be the ability to require a planning permit to remove vegetation in this
z0ne

Comments:

03 Strongly agrea Viegelation can be an important character element in these areas however the
¥ A zone is likaly to cover the majonty of municipalites. Vegetation removal (s
clearly an issua ol concem lo the community and Couwncil and while the

o P— introduction of such a control may have resourcing implications it will make it
g ciear thal vegetaion cannol be removed prior to the approval of any

_I Sirongly disagree Cavelcpmant

P Question 19

Do you agres that there should be the ability 1o specify the number of dwellings that can ba built on
one lot in this rona?

Comments:
1 Sioanghy 89 This is supported provided il is consistant with any adopted Howsing Study and
% Agree adopled residential podicy.
Disagres
[} Birongly disagree

b Question 20

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

Covmmanis:
LI Stranghy agres Sew comments for the Subslantial change zone.,
1 Agree
x Dizagres

[} Strongly disagres



P Guestion 21

What glse do you think should be considered to ensure that the purpose of this zone Is achieved?

Commanis:

The Incremantal Change Zone is orilical 1o the successful implamantation of the revised residential zones.
In addilion, it & likely thal this zone will be applicatde 1o the wast majorty of the residential areas in
Melbourne,  Therefore, the ‘credibiity’ of the new residential zones will rely upon s successiul
implementation.

It is considenad that this zona must incorporaie the ability to specify 8 minimum |01 size and provide a cear
distinclion and difference from the Limited Change Zone, Itis important that the focus of this zone and (ks
schedules is predicated on nelghbourhood character studies and it provides the ability for Councils to clearly
implemeni nelghbowhood characier objectives. This zone will also be crilical in achieving the obiectives,

inGiudEng Housing culcomes, of Regional Housing Statemants.

Questions about the Limited Change Zone

P Question 22

Do you agree with the proposed purpose of this zone?

- Codmmants:

Ry A The zone purpose should Be Enked 1o the relevanl landscape, heritage or

N — characier overlsy and the statement of significance for the area to which It
Ag applies. It maybs appropriaie that the zone purpose use some of the key
i slerments of this statement.

[ | Disagrea

1 Strangly disagres

} Question 23

Do you agree with the suggested notice and review provisions for this zone?

- Commants:;

1 Strongly agree Refer to comments for the Incremental Change zone In addition the overlays
14 that may apply could vary some of the ReaCode standards and clearly would
= mean that the notica requirements could not ba maet.

¥ Disagres These areas are gamerally idestified by specisl character and experence hao

shown that compliance with standards does not atways mean a good outcome.
L} Strangly disagresa



’- Question 24

Do you agree that there should be the ability to apply different residential standards to different
aress within this zone?

Commonts:
L Strongly agree There is no need to provide for different schadules and residential standards
Np— as the overlays thai idemiify the special characterislics thal need o be
profected, The schedules to the overdays would provide the varied standards,
*— though it should ba noted that the new zone with the ability 1o vary schedules
g could replace the Neighbourhood Character Overlay.

' Strongly disagree

P Question 25

Do you agree that there should ba the ability to specify design and development objectives for
different areas In this zone?

Commants;

L Shrongly ag Appropriale design and developmeni objectives would also be provided in

A ralevant landscape or othar character overdays that would generally cormespand
1o thia limited or minimal change areas.

Disagres Some areas could be identified where objectives in he mne would strengthen
the applicable overays.

[ Strongly disagres

’ Question 26

Which residential standards do you think should be able to be varied In this zone?

Commants:;

I is unlikely that avy residenfial standards would need to be vared by the zone as the comesponding
overtays tor herlage, landscape protection of neighbourhood character could provide the relevant vanabons
relating to the particular character elemant that they are seaking to protect



} Question 27

Do you agrae that non-residential uses should be prevented from establishing or expanding in this

Zone?

Slrangly agres
I Agres
| Di=agres

] Btrongly disagres

’ Question 28

Commanis;

Inapproprials non-residential uses should not be able 1o esteblish in the areas
covered by this zomne &5 it is Bely to be applied to sensitive residentizl areas of
significant landscape or heritage valuss. The areas should remain residential
withouf the intrusion of uses such as medical cenires, though child care
caniras, schools and aged cere facilibes maybe appropriate.

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

rone’?

x Strongly agres

] Agree

] Disagrea

[] Strongly disagres

' Quaestion 29

Commenis:

Pammits for removal of vegetalion is suppored for this zone as such a condrol
would suppor any overlay for landscape significance. It could also remove the
read for tha Meighbourhood Character Overlay 1o inciude vegetation contrals.

Do you agree that there should be the abllity to specify a maximum bullding height for different areas

in this zona?

L] Strongly agresa
& Agres
I | Disagre=

[ Stromply disagree

Comments;

Height and its impact on built form or landscape ane likely to be key issuss for
aregs where this zons may apply. | is considered reasoneble that heights
should ba appli=d in defined locations.



’ Question 30

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

Commaonts:
x Strongly agree This Is supported as an additional mechanism to limit development in the zane.
Ckgres It Is consistent with (he MSS policy (in the I P'arning Scheme) for &
. density of development of 1:650sgm In Significant Landscape Overiays.
Disagres
| Strongly disagrea
’ Question 31

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

Comments:
*Strongly s The zone is about providing for limited additional housing. Accardingly a
" Agres control on subdivision and lot slze would assist in reducing developmen
il polenlial in the area covered by the zone and s consistent with (he sirategic
9D purpose of the zone.

It is argusd that vacant land subdivision may be inapgropriale in lhese areas,

} Strongly disagres An application should be accompanied by a design proposal,

’ Question 32

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

Comments:
[} Strorgfly agree Refer 1o previous comments on review and nofice provisions for the other
, zones.

« Disagree
[ Strongly disagree



b Question 33

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

Comments:

} Queastion 34

Are there any other commants you would like to make?

Comments:

The transilion (o the new zones will be a critical stage and therefore it is appropriate for the Depariment to be
engaging with local governmant at this fime to be identifying the mechanisms by which any transibon to lhe
new zones lakes place. Local government has undertaken a significant amount of wark by paﬂlclpahng in
Regional Housing Groups and developing Regional Housing Statemends, conducting housing studies Tor
thelr municipaiiies and idenlifying nesghbourhood character et the community level, It is essential thal the
sirategic framework, which Ihis work provides (and the implamentation tools already in planning schemes) is
not lost. This developed sirategic framewark should be the basis for the implementation and choice of zenes

The implications of these new zones also need lo be fully wndorstood before any transifion process is
considered. Further, depending upon the amount of strategic work undertaken by local govemment, a
Raxible approach may be required which reflects the different stages thal local governmant is at

Thank you for your submission. If you have any questions about this survey or about making a
further submission please call 3637 8610 during normal business hours or emaill to

planning.systemsidpcd.vic.gov.au





