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24. Comments

(no answer)

25. Q14: Do you agree with the suggested notice and review provisions for this zone?

Agree

26. Comments

(no answer)

27. Q15: Do you agree that there should be the ability to apply different residential standards to different areas within this zone?

Agree

28. Comments

Substantial Change Zone: Yes, but again, maybe more zones and less schedules would provide a system with less complexities for all
involved.

29. Q16: Which residential standards do you think should be able to be varied in this zone?

Substantial Change Zone: | would like to see some commentary on this, it is something that could be potentially fraught with danger.

30. Q17: Do you agree that there should be the ability to specify a maximum building height for different areas in this zone?

Agree

31. Comments

Substantial Change Zone: If the basis for using the zones is current and preferred neighbourhood character, then height is a crucial part of
character and should be able to be varied, front setback system works well, could a similar standard be established for height?

32. Q18: Do you agree that there should be the ability to require a planning permit to remove vegetation in this zone?

Disagree

33. Comments

Substantial Change Zone: Only if supported by a schedule, tree removal on small lots may require an assessment of risk and add
substantial costs with regard to arborists etc to satisfy requirements, again adding a level of complexity that may bog the system down over
time.
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34. Q19: Do you agree that there should be the ability to specify the number of dwellings that can be built on one lot in this zone?

Disagree

35. Comments

Substantial Change Zone: If change is warranted by applicatoin of the zone, and the basis of controls is for diversity and affordablity then
limiting number of dwellings may not be appropriate, this may be best left to current standards and market forces, if no. of dwellings is to be
limited then maybe land should be within limited change zone.

36. Q20: Do you agree that develop t that plies with local residential standards in this zone should be exempt from notice and review
at VCAT?

Disagree

37. Comments

Substantial Change Zone: system to limit notice and appeal rights to i
encouraged but rights should not be removed.

irhood s to be a better solution as change is

38. Q21: What else do you think should be considered to ensure that the purpose of this zone is achieved?

Again need to break nexus between zone and height or else the zone may not get used and we end up with the situation as currently exists.
This could be scheduled, fits in with approach used for rescode variation. Again a zone Council may wish to use but without alteration seems
better focussed to metro and regional areas rather than country towns. Country towns need the ability to change so this zone could be
extremely useful close to town centres.

5. Questions about the Limited Change Zone

39. Q22: Do you agree with the proposed purpose of this zone?
Agree

40. Comments

(no answer)

41. Q23: Do you agree with the suggested notice and review provisions for this zone?

Disagree

42, Comments

(no answer)

43. Q24: Do you agree that there should be the ability to apply different residential standards to ditferent areas within this zone?
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Agree

44. Comments

(no answer)

45. Q25: Do you agree that there should be the ability to specify design and development objectives for different areas in this zone?

Agree

46. Comments

(no answer)

47. Q26: Which residential standards do you think should be able to be varied in this zone?

(no answer)

ing or

uses in this zone?

48. Q27: Do you agree that non-r Id be prevented from

Agree

49, Comments

(no answer)

50. Q28: Do you agree that there should be the ability to require a planning permit to remove vegetation in this zone?

Disagree

51. Comments

Substantial Change Zone: see previous comments

52. Q29: Do you agree that there should be the ability to specify a maximum building height for different areas in this zone?

Strongly agree

53. Comments

(no answer)
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54. Q30: 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?

Agree

55. Comments

{no answer)

56. Q31: Do you agree that there should be the ability to specify the mimimum lot size for new subdivisions for diff t areas in this zone?

Agree

57. Comments

(no answer)

58. Q32: Do you agree that develop t that plies with local residential standards in this zone should be exempt from notice and review
at VCAT?

Disagree

59. Comments

{(no answer)

60. Q33: What else do you think should be considered to ensure that the purpose of this zone is achieved?

(no answer)

6. [No Page Title Set]

61. Q34: Are there any other comments you would like to make?

1: The benefit of such a review is the ablity to see how it would apply in your patch, in this Council it is unlikely that there would be change,
transition from Res 1 to Limited change and this would be a shame. The need for further strategic work to best use these zones needs to be
seriously considered and funded if a serious take up of zones is to occur. | have some concerns that the package of zones has altered from a
performance based system to a prescriptive system which is at odds with the bulk of the planning scheme and the use of the LPPF. This
submission has been put together in a rush and | would welcome opportunity to make further submissions.
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