Attachment 4 - Evaluation criteria for the delegation of plan making functions
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Checklist for the review of a reguest for delegation of plan making
functions to councils

Local Government Aroa;

Botanv Bav Local Government Area

Mame of drafl LEF:
Planning Proposal No. 6/2014 1545 — 1551 Botany Road, Botany

Auddress of Land (i applicable):;

1545 Botany Road, Botany

Intent of deaft LEP;

To rezone Lot Y DP 417308, Part Lot B DP 354414 and Lot 1 DP 130719 from B7 Business Park to
B4 Mixed Use.

Audditional Supporting Points/information;
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[= Attachments

(MOTE - where the mattaer is idenfified 25 ralevant amnd the
requirement hias not been miet, coundcil is attach information
to expilain wiy the matter has not been addressed)

Councll responss

YN Mot

Is the planning proposal consisbent with the Standard
Instrument Crder, 20067

Coes the planning proposal contain an adequabe explanation
of the intent, objactives, and intendad outcome of the

proposed amendment ?

fre appropriste maps incuded Lo dentiry the kocallon of U
sile and Lhe inbenl of the amendment?

e bher planning propasal contain details related to
proposed consultation?

I= the planning propesal compatible with an endorsad
regional of sulb-regional planning stratedqy o 5 local strtegy
endarsed by the Director- Genorar?

Does Hhe planning proposal adequately address any
consisiency wikh all relevant S0 Fanning Directions?

Is the planning proposal consistent with all relevant State
Frwircnmental Planning Policies (SEPPS)?

Minor Mapping Ermmor Amendments

Croess Uher planning propaosal seek Lo address & minor

miappang arror and conlain all appropriale maps thal clearty
Identify the error and Lha manner in which the emor wiil be

addressed?
Heritage LEPs

Croess bher planning propasal seek to add of remove a loeal
heritage Kem and & it supported by a strategystudy
encharsed by the Hertage Offics?

Does Hhe planning proposal include another form of
cndorserment of support from the Hertage Office if therne &

no SUpPOrting strategy/study?

Does He planning proposal potentially impact on an tem of
Stabe Hertage Significance and if so, have the views of the

Heritage Office been obtained?
Reclassifications
Is Lhare an assocaled spol regoning wilh Uhe reclassificalion?

It was Lo Lhe abxove, s Lhe rezoning consistent with an
endorsed Flan of Managemenl (POM) or siralegy?

I= the planning propesal proposed to rectify an anomaty in a
classification?

Wil the planning propesal b consistent with an adopted
PO or other sirategy related to the site?

Wil thar drart | EP discharge any Inferests in pubdic land under
soction I0 of the Lol Sovernmant Aot 19537

Y

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A
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If 5. has council identified all interests: whether any rights
ar interests will bie extinguished; any trusts and covenants
redevant bo the site; and, mciuded a copy of the ttie with the

planning proposal?

Has the council identified that it will axhibit the planning
proposal in accondance with the department’s Practice Mote
{PH 09-D0%) Classiffcation and reclassiffication of gubliic
land through & locs! anviroomentsl pisn ang Bast Proctica
EZuidalime for LEPs ang Council Land?

Has councll acknowitedged Inils planning proposal Lhal &
Pubic Hearing wil be required and sgreed Lo hald one as
part of s documsnlalion?

spot Rezonings

Wil the proposal resull In a 1058 of development potential
Faaf thee S (e recluced PSR or Bullding heighit that S oot
supported by an endorsed strategy?

I= the reFoming intcnded to address an anormaly Bhat has been
idontified following the conversion of a principal LEP into a
Standard Instrurment LEP format?

Will the planning proposal deal with a proviously deformed
matter in an cxisting LEP and If so. does it provide encugh
information to explain how the ssue that lead to the deferral
has bacn addressed?

If yes, does the planning proposal contain sufficient
documented pastification to enable the matter to procesd?

Does the planning proposal create an exception to a mapped
devalopmsanl slandand?

Section 734 mathers

Doas the propased instrument

A correct an obvious s in the principal Instrumsant
consisting of a misdascription, the Inconsistent numbeanig
of PrOVISIONS, 2 WRonG cross- refarence, & Spalling oo,
grammatical mistake, the Insartion of abwviously Missing
wards, the removal of obwiously INMBCESSAY words of J
Forrmatting ermore;

b. address malters in e principal instroment that are of
a conscquential, transitional, machinery of of her minar
nabure?; or

. deal with matters that do not warrant compliance with
the conditions precedent for the making of the mstrument
because they will not have any significant adwerse impact
on the anvironment or adjoming land?

(NOTE - tha Minkstor {ar ! will naad to farm an Opinion

wreler section FEAIE ) of the Aot in order Tor a miatter in this

caleqony 1o proceed)

N/A

N/A

Y/

N — see justification i)

N — see justification ii)

N — see justification iii)

N — see justification iv)

Y

N/A

N/A

N/A

NOTES

+  Whiere a ool FEEFH}I"I-I:IE ‘yﬂﬁ'ﬂffﬂ\dﬂﬁ\ﬂfﬁtlﬂl} that Ehe matter is ‘not releyvant’, inmost cases,
the planning proposal will routinely be delegated to council to inalise as a matter of local planning

significance.

+  Endorsed strategy means a regional strategy, sub-regional strategy. of any obher local strtegic
planning document that s endorsed by the Director-General of the department.
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Attachment 4: Spot Rezoning - Justification

Justification i)

The proposal does not result in loss of development potential for the site, with no proposed changes
to FSR or building height, only a change of zoning.

Justification ii)

The rezoning of this site is not to address an anomaly of conversion but has been proposed on
consideration of the best design outcomes for the site as indicated in the Council’s Planning
Proposal.

Justification iii)
This site is not a deferred matter.

Justification iv)

This site is not a deferred matter.



