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Comments:
Standards A3 & B6 — Minimum street sethack
Standards A4 & B7 — Building height
Standards A5 & BB — Sile coverage
Standards A10 & B17 - Side and rear setbacks
Standard A1] & BI8 — Walls on boundaries
Standards A17 & B28 - Privale open space
Standards A20 & B32 - Front fence height

’ Question 7

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

In this zone?
Comments:

L] Stro

"ely agree Existing building stock within the [N s ccnerally no

B Agres greater in height than 2 storeys with the majority of residential
development being single storey. It is considered limiting building

— Disagrea height within metro Melboume and surrounds may be appropriate.

However consideration should be given lo a maximum height with an
average street height to prevent monctone development heights.

Such a control is not considered relevant within the |GGG

] Strongly disagree

P Questions
What other measures do you think should be introduced to assist with increasing housing intensity
and diversity in strategic locations?

Comments:

Assistance funding for the implementation of any new zones proposed and for associated strategic
work o md in identifying appropriate arcas.
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’ Question 9

Do you agree that this zone should provide for a greater range of non-residential uses, particulariy at
street level to encourage greater activity, diversity and to meet the noeds of residents?

Comments:;

[ Strongly agree

d It is considered that this may be appropriate in metro Melbourne and
B Agres large regional centres where multi storey development is the norm. Such
- a zone appears similar to the existing Mixed Use Zone. This zone is
[ Desagree considered to have limited use within the
] Strongly disagree
P Question 10

What do you think is the best way to ensure that underdevelopment does not occur on single lots?

Comments:
Making a planning permit required for a single dwelling on a lot within the Subsiantial Change
Zone, no matter the lot size would encourage more intensive development,

This may be further enhanced by a schedule to the zone where a minimum number of dwellings per
lot may be specified or the maximum lot area able to be created in a subdivision may further assist

in reducing underdevelopment.

P Question 11

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

Comments.
L Strangl o o "
e Similar to goestion 3 above
] Agres
El Disagrea
[ 1 Strongly disagres

P Question 12
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YWhat else do you think should be considered to ensure that the purpose of this zone is achieved?
Comments;

Questions about the Incremental Change Zone

} Question 13

Do you agree with the proposed purpose of this zone?

Commueants:
[ Strongly agree

The discussion paper suggests that this zone would be applied in most of
® Agrae Victoria's towns and suburbs where modest residential development can
- occur, As such this may be considered as a direct translation from the
] Disagree existing Residential 1 Zone. However this may be problematic and

controversial given landowner expectations.

Consideration should be given to incorporating dot peint 4 of the
existing Residential 1 Zone in relation to other community uses into the
proposed purpose of the Incremental Change Zone,

] Strongly disagres

P Question 14

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





