ALTERNATIVE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

28 May 2013

MANNINGHAM PLANNING SCHEME
VERSION 28 MAY 2013

For two or more dwellings on a
lct_or a residential building:

*__ Minimum front street
setback is the distance
o 6 metres, whichever s | _ - - { Comment [t43]: POST 23 MAY
the lesser. SUBMITTERS MEETING
REFINEMENT
»___Minimum side street setback Asterisk no longer required
is the distance specified in e e
Clause 55.03-1. e : L2
REFINEMENT

g and of g!
front of Table 1 to provide upfront
darity

Comment [dg45]: POST EXHIBITION
OFFICER REFINEMENT Rewording and
relocation of wording to front of Table 1 to

provide upfront darity.

Comment [dg46]: PANEL
RECOMMENDATION No. 11 Inclusion of
the requirement of a maximum 60 per cent

site coverage for all buildings.
Form Comment [147]: Improved wording to
provide clearer guidance regarding
Development must: transition of built form

the site area covered by buildings does eed: _ IRy

Provide visual interest through articulation, glazing and variation in materials and textures;

Comment [dg48]: PANEL
RECOMMENDATION No. 10 To require
where appropriate that buildings step with
the land.
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Minimise buildings on ies to create spacing between develop

m%ﬁmmmmmmwmaMMofmmtomoma i
gﬂém}-tmnmnomol.hescaleofﬂe ad;mmgresndemalm'ea]

Comment [dg49]: PANEL
RECOMMENDATION No. 5 New permit
requirement that limits below ground light
courts to ensure that suitable access to
natural light for living spaces is properly
considered.

ensure that buil

Comment [150]: Inclusion of new
wording to require articulation of the upper
level of two storey buildings

Ensm’ethauhem mlofaﬁneestomgllm]gx_lg so7g s store
leeni "oes not exceed 75% ofme]ower levels arotnd

Comment [151]: W to
provide clearer distinction that whilst 75%
is a good benchmark to mitigate the impacts
of three storey development, other measure
are more effective with two storey form

ints
conlinuous sheer wall presentation
Integrate porticos and other design features mlhtheovemll design of the building and not
include imposing design features such as double storey porucos

Comment [152]: Improved wording to
provide clearer guidance to minimise
unsightly basement car parks
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‘Bedesignedandsiledto dress slope c
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/| requirement to ensure that the design of

Comment [153]: Inclusion of new

hliltilgspmdueqmlable access at the
main entry of a building for people of all
mobilities

Comment [154]: Inclusion of new
requirement to guide the design of
basement car parks

above natural ground level do not result in
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Comment [dg55]: PANEL

RECOMMENDATION No. 13 lndnl:m of
to and g for

parking

Comment [156]: Dot point moved from
“Car parking and Access

DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY - SCHEDULE 8

Comment [dg57]: PANEL
RECOMMENDATION No. 13 Inclusion of
to and guidk for

parking
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