[##date, 
organisation,

return address, 

telephone,

email##]
Planning and Property Group

Department of State Development, Infrastructure and Planning
By email to: bestplanning@dsdip.qld.gov.au; edoqld@edoqld.org.au 
Dear Sir/Madam,

Draft Planning and Development Bill 2014 (P&D Bill) and Planning and Environment Court Bill 2014 (P&E Court Bill)
Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission on the two Bills. 

 [#Insert short para about you or your group and why you are writing this submission and if you want to address the committee in person. If you’re writing on behalf of a group, please be explicit how you are authorised by the group to make the submission, e.g. If as secretary or president you are authorised to write submissions for the group.#]
We support a system which facilitates good development that enhances communities and the environment, in other words development which is ecologically sustainable.  No development occurs in a vacuum, it forms part of the urban fabric affects all those around it, making important for the community to have a say in the planning scheme and significant developments, particularly those that depart from the planning scheme. Community participation in planning and development assessment is also critical for a truly transparent and accountable system. 
Premier Newman promised no change to 3rd party appeal rights.
 I call on the Premier to keep his word to us and not make changes that could reduce public notification and appeal rights.

We ask that the following changes be made to the proposed Act:

[#Insert your key concerns and proposed corrections.  We set out suggested issues below but it is best to express your concerns in your own words#]
1. The current purpose of the planning legislation in Queensland – ecologically sustainable development (ESD) – should remain the object of the new P&D Bill. ESD principles provide clear guidance for decision makers, which is lacking in the new purpose of ‘prosperity’.

2. I believe the draft P&D Bill needs amending to improve community involvement in decision making, not reduce it. For example:
· The Bill does not guarantee public consultation for developments that fall outside of the planning scheme.
 The Bill should require public notification for all merit/impact assessment, or at least for all departures from the planning scheme with no exemptions from notification. 
· There should be no reductions in public consultation periods for regional plans,
 Or, if all plan consultation is to be consistent, public consultation on local planning schemes should be increased from 20 to 40 business days. 
· Laws on public consultation on development should be subject to public and Parliamentary scrutiny, not hidden away in rules and regulations.
 
3. The legislation must clearly require non-minor changes to development applications to trigger re-notification if the change is likely to attract submissions. I object to provisions allowing developers to be able to make major changes to development after public notification. 
4. I support the government’s statements that there will be no reduction in public access to information,
 but this should be given strength in the legislation, not hidden in rules that can be changed without any Parliamentary or public scrutiny.
5. The Development Assessment Rules – which will provide requirements for public notification of development, how public submissions are considered, and whether new information from the proponent will trigger re-notification –should be secured in legislation so that changes to them would have a transparent legislative reform process with public and Parliamentary scrutiny.
6. I object to any removal of the existing State Planning Regulatory Provisions, particularly the SEQ Koala Conservation SPRP and the SEQ Regional Plan SPRP, which attempts to limit urban sprawl. The government’s plan to retain these protections needs to be available for scrutiny before we can agree to giving away these statutory protections.
7. For 20+ years, the “no costs” jurisdiction served an important public interest of community involvement in planning decisions which affect everyone as it allowed ordinary Queenslanders to access the Court. The punitive and discretionary costs rules inserted in 2012, which effectively act as a barrier to justice for Queenslanders, should be removed from the P&D Bill. 
8. The P&E Court Bill 2014 must be amended to ensure that eligible submitters can elect to join as a party, ie, as a co-respondent alongside Council's decision to refuse a development application.

[##It is particularly important to detail any personal experiences of the planning system, such as where you may have been excluded from public notification, threatened with costs in an appeal or pressured to settle in Alternative Dispute Resolution##]
I call on the Queensland Government to approach the proposed legislation with a view to empower our communities and improving community participation in plan making and development assessment.
Yours sincerely,
[##Insert your name and signature##]
� ABC Local Radio, Steve Austin show, 5 March 2013.


� Draft Planning and Development Bill 2014 (Qld) section 3. 


� Draft Planning and Development Bill 2014 (Qld) sections 39, 40 and 49.


� Public consultation has been reduced from 60 to 40 days: Draft Planning and Development Bill 2014 (Qld), sections 7(2) and 9(1)(e)(i).


� Draft Planning and Development Bill 2014 (Qld), sections 49 and 72(7).


� Information paper, p.18.
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