




Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the notice of preparation of amendment 
C172mari. 
 
In response to the proposal to insert a new schedule 2 to the Neighborhood Residential 
Zone (NRZ), the link to download the schedule on the Maribyrnong City Council website 
does not provide the NRZ schedule 2. It provides Clause 43.01 Heritage overlay. This new 
schedule is not available for community review. I do not think the backup option of viewing 
them at the Maribyrnong city council offices during office hours is not an acceptable 
alternative for community consultation.  
 
I believe the proposed heritage overlay fails to achieve the purpose of preserving the 
character of the neighbourhood. It unfairly places the burden on the homeowners and 
severely hinders creating a sustainable future.  

 
As the heritage overlay only applies to select properties,many properties within the 
neighbourhood can still be developed into townhouses, negating the ability to preserve the 
character of the suburb. The heritage overlay fails to achieve its purpose and is a waste of 
time, resources, and taxpayer money. A development overlay is a better and more efficient 
tool to prevent unwanted mediocre developments from overtaking the neighbourhood.  
 
The heritage overlay is unfair as it places the burden upon the homeowners to preserve the 
character of the neighbourhood.  

 I think it’s important to  talk about the character that is to be preserved. Inter-
war and post-war construction is from an era of economic depression. Houses were built 
with cheap materials and little thought for anything other than creating a shell to live in. The 
houses lack any insulation, are often built with substandard materialsand have leaky 
construction that is drafty. 

 
The financial impacts of adhering to the proposed heritage overlay will make updating 
homes to current living standards unachievable for many homeowners. This will result in  
heritage listed houses not being maintained, negatively impacting the impression of heritage 
homes. The heritage listed homes will likely become unkempt and progressively worse than 
the rest of the suburb due to increased costs to maintain them, let alone upgrade them to 
current standards.   
People who have been planning their dream house renovation for several years are now 
going to have their proposals rejected andtheir plans crushed by this heritage overlay. These 
people who would be house and suburb proud will give up on the area, leaving the area 
poorer for losing them.  
Many of the houses listed in the heritage overlay are two-bedroom houses, often unsuitable 
for growing families, especially in light of the increased prevalence of working from home 
due to covid. This heritage overlay makes it much more complicated and time-consuming to 
renovate these houses, making many houses in the community unsuitable for families. I’m 
sure local council would want to avoid driving away familes at all costs… 
As per the heritage overlay, the heritage design guidelines "must not contain any mandatory 
requirements” yet, it nominates for reinstatement of aspects it considers the original design 
and form of that housing typology. It requires reinstatement of verandah and porch design, 
terracotta, concrete and iron roofing, weatherboard wall cladding, timber windows, etc.  
Reinstatement of old construction techniques – such as the  reinstatement of timber window 
design of the era - purely for aesthetic reasons, is an unfair burden on the homeowners and 
detrimental to the houses,  Single glazed windows often do not meet National Construction 
Code compliance with fully insulated building envelopes (walls, ceiling and floors). These 
inter-war and post-war houses will not have insulation. Why would the council enforce a 
requirement not to meet the National Construction Code? Timber-framed windows are a 
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considerably more expensive window framing option on the market, further adding financial 
strain on the owners. 
 
The windows are not the only section of the Nation Construction Code the Heritage Overlay 
makes it challenging to achieve.  

Solar 
The overlay and design guidelines do not allow solar panels to be installed on any 
roof face that "are visible from a street or public park". This considerably impacts the 
solar capture capabilities of the suburb. One in four roof faces of a house will be 
allowed solar on it. Solar panels and the community generation of solar power are 
proven paths toward a sustainable future. Why is the council seeking to hinder this? 

 
Water tanks 
"Rainwater tanks are not to be visible from a street or public park".This pushes 
rainwater collection from the logical position at the side of the house into the back 
yard, reducing the amount of rainwater able to be captured from the roof and 
reducing the amount of private outdoor space a home has.  
New homes in Victoria are required to have rainwater collection and/or solar hot 
water systems. The overlay is again heavily restricting the ability to meet the current 
National Construction Code (NCC). 

 
The council should be advocating to better the minimum best practice standards the NCC 
stipulates, not hinder building a sustainable future. I would like to see a city council with a 
vision for a sustainable future and less concerned with the rearview mirror.  
 

The heritage overlay is a blunt instrument that has not been updated to reflect the latest 
building construction standards. It severely hinders the ability to provide a pathway to a 
sustainable future and unfairly places the burden of protecting a substandard building 
typology on the good, hardworking residents and their families.  
 

 
Kind Regards 

 
 

 
 

 









Dear Maribyrnong Council  
 
RE: Amendment C172  &  1 Berthandra Court, West Footscray 
 

1 Berthandra Court, West Footscray, object to the Maribyrnong Planning Scheme 
Amendment C 172 placing  a contributory property on the West Footscray Precinct HO218. 
 

Berthandra 
Court, as it is quite rundown. The land size is identical to a  Three 
two storey town houses were built on the  
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 at no time was there any 

indication that there would be changes to the zoning of Berthandra Court.  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
The Minister of Planning approved the interim heritage Controls on the 10th December, 2021.  
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There are non-contributory properties at 1 and 10 First Street; 1, 8A and 8B on Harley Avenue; 17 Neil Street; 17 
Neil Street; 1/12, 2/12 and 3/ 12 Rondell Avenue West Footscray. 
 

 
  

 
I look forward to Maribyrnong Council’s response. 
 
Kind regards, 

 
 
31 March, 2022 
 
Email  
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This is not SPAM. You are receiving this message because you have submitted feedback or signed up to Your City Your Voice.
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want to be able to have the option of building a small home  that is highly energy
efficient.
 
Yours Sincerely,
 

54 Wellington Street, West Footscray
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Manager City Places 

Maribyrnong City Council  

61 Napier Street  

Footscray 3011 

 

Re : Objection to listing  a Heritage space 

In reference to your letter dated 28th Feb 2022, seeking public consultation and opinion, I am listing 

down my objection and I oppose the proposal.  

 and I state below the reasons for my objection and opposition.  

 over fifty years old and its having many repairs and 

some areas of the house are crumbling. There are urgent maintenance issues internally and 

externally that needs to be completed to maintain longevity and to bring the house to average living 

standard. Non completion of these will result in further deteriorating  may not be 

habitable in the future and the house and property value will significantly depreciate. Things such as 

the roof improvement, foundation changes, fences, enclosing the car port etc. needs replacement 

and changes. This would require changes to various parts of the current structure  

 should have the right to change as deemed suitable for me. The current proposed heritage 

overlay will prevent  the cost of improvements will 

significantly increase   

This is wrong and I am opposed to this.  

 

 

 

 

 

  

  a developer for multi-unit 

development or build multiple houses the heritage outlay will be a significantly obstacle and 

deterrent.  

 

 

 

 

Will the council 

subsidise my losses when I sell due to depreciated value on account of heritage listing. This is very 

unfair  to be slapped with unreasonable burden.  

The Victorian and federal government promotes and recommends solar panels and energy efficiency 

in the modern Victorian households,  solar panels to have energy efficiency in 

the future. But having a heritage overlay will stop this capability and add significant cost to this 

 

In addition to above objections, I also have questions on the items listed below: 
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Thank you so much for your consideration.

 

Best Regards
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