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Local Heritage ltem - Sketchley Gottage

Proposal ïtle Additional Local Heritage Item - Sketchley Cottage

Proposal Summary The proposal intends to include 'Sketchley Cottage' as an item of local heritage significance in
the Port Stephens LEP 2000.

PP Number PP 2013 PORTS 002 00 Dop File No 1 3/08036

Proposal Details

Date Planning

Proposal Received

08-May-2013 LGA covered :

RPA:

Section of the Act

Port Stephens

Region : Hunter

State Electorate : PORT STEPHENS

LEP Type : Policy

Location Details

Street: l SketchleyStreet

Suburb:

Land Parcel : Lot I DP l093ll8

Port Stephens Council

55 - Planning Proposal

City : Raymond Terrace Postcode

DoP Planning Officer Contact Details

Contact Name : Dylan Meade

ContactNumber 0249042718

Contact Email : dylan.meade@planning.nsw.gov.au

RPA Contact Details

Contact Name : Sarah Connell

ContactNumber: 0249800462

Contact Email : sarah.connell@portstephens.nsw.gov.au

DoP Project Manager Gontact Details

Contact Name :

Contact Number:

Contact Email :

Land Release Data

Growth Centre:

Regional / Sub
Regional Strategy

Lower Hunter Regional
Strategy

Release Area Name :

Consistent with Strategy Yes
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MDP Number:

Area of Release (Ha)

Date of Release

No. of Lots 0

Type of Release (eg

Residential/
Employment land) :

No. of Dwellings
(where relevant) :

No of Jobs Created

0

Gross FloorArea 0 0

The NSWGovernment Yes

Lobbyists Code of
Conduct has been
complied with:

lf No, comment :

Have there been
meetings or
communications with

registered lobbyists?

lf Yes, comment:

No

Supporting notes

lnternal Supporting
Notes:

Gouncil is seeking Written Authorisation to Exercise Delegation under section 56 of the
EP&A Act. This is supported as the proposal is considered of minor significance.

External Supporting
Notes :

Adequacy Assessment

Statement of the object¡ves - s55(2)(a)

ls a statement of the objectives provided? Yes

Comment : The statement of objectives explains that the proposal intends to recognise Sketchley
Gottage as an item of local significance. The statement of objectives supported.

Explanation of provisions prov¡ded - s55(2)(b)

ls an explanation of provisions provided? Yes

Comment : The explanation of provisions explains that the intent of the proposal will be achieved by
amending 'Schedule 2 - Heritage'of the Port Stephens LEP 2000 to include the item.

It is also explained that if the Port Stephens LEP 2013 is gazetted before finalisation of this
proposal, the item will be included in 'Schedule 5 - Environmental Heritage' and mapped
on the Heritage Map ofthe Port Stephens LEP 2013 instead.

The explanation of provisions is supported.

Justification - s55 (2Xc)

a) Has Council's strategy been agreed to by the Director General? No

b) S.'1 17 directions identified by RPA : 2.3 Heritage Gonservation

" May need the Director General's agreement
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ls the Director General's agreement required? No

c) Consistent with Standard lnstrument (LEPs) Order 2006 : Yes

d) Which SEPPs have the RPA identified?

e) List any other
matters that need to
be considered :

Have inconsistenc¡es with items a), b) and d) being adequately justified? N/A

lf No, explain :

Mapping Provided - s55(2)(d)

ls mapping provided? Yes

Comment:

Community consultation - s55(2)(e)

Has community consultation been proposed? Yes

Comment : Council intends to exhibit the proposal for a period of 14 days. As the proposal is
considered of low impact, this exhibition period is supported

Additional Director General's requ¡rements

Are there any additional Director General's requirements? No

lfYes, reasons:

Overall adequacy of the proposal

Does the proposal meet the adequacy criteria? Yes

lf No, comment :

Proposal Assessment

Principal LEP:

Due Date : December 2013

Comments in relation The draft Port Stephens LEP 2013 was submitted to the Department for finalisation on I April
to Principal LEP : 2013. The LEP is expected to be gazetted by December 2013.

Assessment Criteria

Need for planning
proposal :

l. ls the planning proposal a result of any strategic study or report?
The proposal is the result of the historical research undertaken by the Port Stephens
Historical Society. A Statement of Cultural Heritage Significance is provided in the
proposal..The assessment of the item's significance is supported.

2. ls the planning proposal the best means of achieving the objectives or intended

outcomes or is there a better way?
As the Port Stephens LEP 2013 has already been exhibited, this planning proposal is

considered the best way to achieve the intended outcomes.

3. ls there a community benefit?
The proposal will result in the protection of a heritage item with local significance to the

Port area
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Consistency with
strategic planning

framework :

LOWER HUNTER REGIONAL STRATEGY (LHRS)

The proposal is consístent with the LHRS, particularly the action to 'ensure that all places

of significance are included in heritage schedules of local environmental plans'.

STATE ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING POL¡CIES (SEPPS)

The proposal is considered consistent with all applicable SEPPS.

SECTION I17 DIRECTIONS

ln relation to S.117 Direction 2.3 Heritage Conservation, the proposal is consistent as it
contains provisions that facilitate the conservation of an item identified in a study of the

environmental heritage of the area,

The proposal is considered consistentwith all applicable Section 117 Directions.

Environmental social
economic impacts :

The proposal will have positive social impacts as it facilitates the protection of an item of
local cultural heritage. Economic and environmental ímpacts are considered to be

negligible. The owner, Port Stephens Gouncil, has agreed to the listing.

Assessment Process

Proposal type Minor Community Consultation
Period ;

14 Days

llmeframe to make
LEP :

9 Month Delegation RPA

Public Authority
Consultation - 56(2Xd)

Office of Environment and Heritage

ls Public Hearing by the PAC required?

(2Xa) Should the matter proceed ?

lf no, provide reasons :

Resubmission - s56(2Xb) : No

lfYes, reasons:

ldentify any additional studies, if required

lf Other, provide reasons :

No

Yes

ldentify any internal consultations, if required :

No internal consultation required

ls the orovision and fundinq of state infrastructure relevant to this plan? No

lfYes, reasons:

Documents

Document File Name DocumentType Name ls Public

Page 4 of 5 1ô May 2013 03:04 pm



Additional Local Heritage ltem - Sketchley Gottage

Planning Team Recommendation

Preparation of the planning proposal supported at this stage : Recommended with Conditions

S 117 directions: 2.3 Heritage Conservation

Additional lnformation : The planning proposal should proceed subject to the following conditions:

'1. Community consultation ís required under sections 56(2Xc) and 57 of the
Environmental Planning and AssessmentAct 1979 ("EP&A Acf') as follows:

(a) the planning proposal must be made publicly available for a minimum of l4 days;
and
(b) the relevant planning authority must comply with the notice requirements for public
exhibition of planning proposals and the specífications for material that must be made
publicly available along w¡th planning proposals as identified in section 5.5.2 of A Guide
to Preparing LEPs (Department of Planning & lnfrastructure 2013).

2, Consultation is required with the following public authorities under section 56(2)(d) of
the EP&A Act and/or to comply with the requirements of relevant Sl17 Directions:

Heritage Branch of the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage

Supporting Reasons

The public authority is to be provided with a copy of the planning proposal and any
relevant supporting mater¡al, and given at least 2l days to comment on the proposal

3. A public hearing is not required to be held into the matter by any person or body
under section 56(2Xe) of the EP&A Act. This does not discharge Council from any
obligation it may otherwise have to conduct a public hearing (for example, in response to
a submission or if reclassifying land).

4. The timef¡ame for completing the LEP is to be 9 months from the week following the
date of the Gateway determination.

As requested by Council, it is also recommended that the Minister's delegate issue a

Written Authorisation to Exercise Delegation.

The proposal is supported as it seeks to protect an item of local heritage significance.

Signature:

Printed Name: (¿çca?kfz-Tq Date.
(b -5-r j

Page 5 of 5 '16 May 2013 01:29 pm


