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

Comments:
Refer also to Question 12

Clarification is required as to how the preferred character as detailed in the MSS and local policy is to be
translated into the zone.

Need o be able to qualify and quantify what moderate change is.

Questions about the Limited Change Zone

b Question 22

Do you agree with the proposed purpose of this zone?

Comments:

(. :
Strongly agree Council generally supports the purpose of the zone and would expect it to

V Agree apply to environmentally sensitive areas, noting that the purpose should make
reference to existing character.

[ ] Disagree It is not clear if it is intended that the LDRZ may potentially be included within
this zone, however at this stage Council would not support the removal of the

L] Strongly disagree LDRZ from the scheme as these areas provide a buffer between the residential

areas and the Manningham Green Wedge.

P Question 23

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

Comments:
SR e As a general principle [ oS not support removal of
D Agree third party appeal rights.

Do not support removal of notice and review requirements for more than one
v Disagree dwelling.

If the existing overlays applying to these areas are to be translated as part of
the development of the new zones and subsequently deleted, the permit
triggers and need for notice will need to be reviewed.

[_] Strongly disagree

} Question 24

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

r Comments:

v Strongly agree - Refer to question 16
] Agree

. ] Disagree

) Strongly disagree
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" Question 25

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

Comments:

Yes — This is particularly relevant if it is intended that overlay controls such as
) Agree DDOs and SLOs are to be translated in some form into the new zones. We

would want to make sure, however that we do not weaken any of the controls
in the translation.

¥ Strongly agree

[ Disagree
Controls translated from existing overlay controls should have the same weight
(O Strongly disagree in the new zones as they currently have within the existing overlay controls.

P Question 26

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

Comments;

Whilst Council would support variation of standards in this zone, Council would want the option to make the
Standards more restrictive than what they are currently within ResCode. To what extent would this be
possible? How would this relate to the translation of the existing overlays?

In terms of the actual Standards, please refer to our response in the two previous zones (Qu 6 and Qu 16).

’ Question 27

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

Comments:
] ;
= Strongiiree Council agrees that the controls should be more restrictive in terms of allowing
OA non-residential uses, however the appropriateness of a particular use would
bR depend on the specific site, surrounding areas and intensity of development.
. Any application for non-residential use should be assessed on a site by site
O Disagree ha:ia.pp o
[ Strongly disagree Although this is unlikely to be an issue in most of our urban ar j is
zone might apply it could be an issue in the heritage precinct of

when some non-residential uses exist within the residential zone.
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