Evaluation criteria for authorising Council to be the local plan-making authority

{NOTE - where the matter is identified as relevant and the

requirement has not been met, council is attach information to Department

explain why the matter has not been addressed) Council Response assessment
Y/N Not Relevant Agree / Disagree

Is the planning proposal consistent with the Standard instrument 7{

Qrder, 20067

Does the planning proposal contain an adequate explanation of the
intent, objectives, and intended outcome of the proposed )l
amendment?

Are appropriate maps included to wdentify the locaton of the site
and the intent of the amendment?

Does the planning proposal contain details related to proposed
consultation?

Does the planning proposal give effect to an endorsed regicnal or
sub-regicnal planning strategy or a lecal strategy including the LSFS
endorsed by the Planning Secretary?

Does the planning proposal adequately address any consistency
with all relevant s. 9.1 Planning Directions? 7

Is the planning proposai consistent with all relevant State }
Ervironmental Planning Policies (SEPPs)?

Minor Mapping Error Amendments

ang contain all appropniate maps that clearly identify the error and
the manner in which the error will be addressed?

Heritage LEPs N

Does the planning proposal seek to add or remove 3 local heritage
itern ard 15 it supported by a strategy/study endoesed by the
Heritage Office?

Does the planning proposal seek to address a minor mapping eror N

Does the planning proposal nclude another form of endorsement
of support from the Heritage Office if there is no supporting W
strategy/study?

Does the planning proposal potentially impact on an item of State

Hemtage Ssgnificance and if 56, have the views of the Meritage

Office been cbtained?




Reclassifications

ks thare an associabed spot rezoning with the reclassfication?

11 s 1 tha abiows, 15 hi rezareng cansistant with an andarsed Flan
of Managemert [POM) or strategy T

Is the planning proposal proposed o sechify an anomaly ina
classification?

Wil the planning proposal De consetent with an adopied FOM or
other strabegy related Lo the site?

Has Coundl confirmed whether there are amy s, esiales,
interests, dedications, conditions, restriclions or covenants on the
pulalic land and mchuded & COopy oif the bitle with the pl.'lnning

proposal?

Has council confirrmed that there will be no change o
extinguishment of interests and that the proposal does not reguire
thie Gomanor s approval T

Has the councl identified that it will gxhsbit the planning proposal in
accordance with the Department’ s Practice Mate reganding
classification and reclassification of public lard through a kocal
enwiranmental plan and Best Practice Gudeline for LEPs andi
Council Land?

Has ol acknowladged nits planning propasal that 3 Fubhic
Hearing will be reuaed and agresd 1o hold one s part of it
documentaticn?

U SY

Spot Rezonings

Wil the proposal result ina loss of development potential for the
Site fier rechuced FSR or buildirg heighth that is nat supgorted by an
endorsed strategyy

idendified lollocwang the convarsion of a principal LEF into a

Is the rezoning istended o address an anomaly that has been
Stanclard Instruemesnt LEP fanrmat? r\/

Wil the planning proposal deal with a previcushy defemed malbes in
an existing LEF and if 50, does il prowide encugh inkormation to
explain how the issue that lead to the deferral has been addressed?

ilyes, does the planmng propasal contain sulcient decumented ]_/
jusstification to enable the matter to proceed?

Diosas thie planning proposal create an escepdicn 10 a mapped : |
desveloprment stamdard T

— |




Section J.42 makters

Does the proposed insmrment

al

cl

Coirect an ol oS firGe in the prncipal irsbument
conssting of a miscdescription, the inconsistent numbening
of provisions, a wreng crossaeference, a spellirg error, &
grammatical mistake, the Insartion of obviously mssng
winrds, the removal of obssoushy unngceseany wards or 3
fedrmatting emror i

adldress mabtlers in the princpal mstrument that are of a
consaquaential, ransdional, machinery or other minor
niabura?; or

daal with matters that dio net warrant compliance with the
conoitions precadent for B snaking of the iR fuimsnt
because ihey will nat have any sgnificant adverse impact
an the srwarorrment or adioining land 7

(Mobe - thie Ministar fof Dslegate] will nged ta farm an Opinion
under section 3, ZH1Hcl of the Act in arder for a rmatber in this
category bo procesd).

“‘wb:wrﬂm'm o Can pemonsitale that 1he madted B nol et |5 Sl S the councl sl be pdFcreed
o i b B pdan, o s malter of lecsl planmmng wgerkcance

Erdemed shiahagy Meaai.a rgiaral Seaegy, sub-agional rsbegy, or sty other Incal strriega panning doCumen hat &
arcianed by the Mlanning Secretary ofthe Depanmest.

Moo chat il Evle oy el ogabad B 4 Crnifteil e schmi nrdratiosn e corfemesd an the Cepartmant's wackal e




