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POLICY PURPOSE 

This policy provides deemed-to-comply requirements and matters to be considered by the 
Town of Cambridge and/or a decision maker in determining applications to be made under 
Schedule 2, Part 9, Clause 67(g) of the Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) 
Regulations 2015 for residential buildings which do not meet the deemed-to-comply 
requirements of 5.1.3 C3.2 ‘Lot Boundary Setbacks’, as prescribed by this policy and by the 
Residential Design Codes. 

OBJECTIVE 

City Beach and Floreat were established as low density residential suburbs, characterised by 
detached housing within landscaped garden settings. These features still exist today and the 
Town’s policy framework intends to preserve and enhance this character. Whilst boundary 
walls are relatively common today in new residential development, buildings built up to the 
boundary were not a typical feature of City Beach and Floreat and are considered out of 
character to the area.  

The overarching objective of this Policy is to ensure that buildings built up to the boundary are 
approved only where it can be demonstrated that the development is consistent with the 
Desired Future Character* of City Beach and/or Floreat and where the design principles of the 
R-Codes are met. 

This Policy also acknowledges that there may be examples of boundary walls in close 
proximity of a development or elsewhere in the suburb, and whilst these will be considered 
where relevant as part of any assessment process, such historical incidence will not in itself 
be considered as precedent to justify approval of any new boundary walls in these suburbs. 

*Desired Future Character statements are contained in Local Planning Policy 3.1: Streetscape. 

APPLICATION OF THE POLICY 

Where this policy is inconsistent with the provisions of a specific policy or guidelines applying 
to a particular site or area (e.g. Jersey Street, Jolimont; Ocean Mia, City Beach; Parkside 
Walk, Jolimont, and St John's Wood, Mt Claremont), the provisions of that specific policy or 
guidelines prevail. 

POLICY 

1. Deemed-to-comply requirements for City Beach and Floreat  
a. The following standards replace the deemed-to-comply requirements for C3.2 

‘Buildings on the Boundary’  



 

 

i. For properties coded R12.5 in City Beach, and R12.5 and R15 in 
Floreat, there are no deemed to comply requirements for boundary 
walls (i.e. Boundary walls are not permitted ‘as of right’). 

 
1.1 Design Principles 
 
Where a development application proposes to address the design principles, it 
will be assessed against Design Principles P3.1 and P3.2 of the R-Codes. 
Council shall have regard to the following matters in considering the design 
principles, particularly in determining whether the proposed boundary wall 
‘positively contributes to the prevailing or future development context and 
streetscape as outlined in the local planning framework’: 
i. The Objectives of this Policy; and 
ii. The Desired Future Character of the area as detailed in Local Planning 

Policy 3.1: Streetscape.  
 

2. Deemed-to-comply requirements for Wembley and West Leederville  
a. For residential development within the Wembley and West Leederville 

Precincts, this policy does not vary the 'deemed-to-comply requirements of 
5.1.3 C3.2 of the Residential Design Codes.  


