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TEMPORARY STATE PLANNING POLICY
Mr HOLSWICH: Deputy Premier, what feedback has the government received from the property industry
specifically with regard to the ‘Planning for Prosperity’ temporary state planning policy?
Mr SEENEY: Thank you, member for Pine Rivers. As I said in answer to the question before last I think, one
of the things that Assistant Minister Walker has done in an exemplary way I would suggest is to consult with
the industry. I think the people in the property industry have indicated to me quite sincerely that they have had
a level of consultation in regard to our planning reform process that they could only ever have dreamed of. It
sets an example for how we want to operate right across government—consultation with industry, engagement
with industry, to ensure that the government is not acting in a vacuum or in some sort of isolation from the
people whom we are seeking to serve. So what Assistant Minister Walker has done is set a great example in
his consultation with industry.
In regard to the feedback that industry have given, the appropriate thing to do is to ask Assistant Minister
Walker to fill you in. He might give us a thumbnail sketch of the consultation process because I think it is worth
noting. It has been very, very significant and very noteworthy. In so doing I am sure he can give you some
indication of the feedback from industry as well.
Mr WALKER: Thanks, Deputy Premier. The consultation process we went through in looking at the first phase
of our planning reform included a number of stakeholder bodies. These were the Queensland Conservation
Council; the Environmental Defenders Office; the Local Government Association of Queensland; the SouthEast Queensland Council of Mayors; the HIA, the Housing Industry Association; the MBA, the Master Builders;
the UDIA, the Urban Development Institute; and the Property Council. All of these had face-to-face
consultations with me and with the departmental team to get their input on the broad issues of concern to
them. Of particular interest, and I suppose something that cheered me a little, was that I was concerned that
there may be differences in approach in particular between local government and the property industry. But,
quite interestingly, the issues that those interest groups found that needed reform in the process were almost
identical. I thought that was a very heartening thing that we could move forward knowing that in particular
those groups had a common mind about reform.
Interestingly, coming out of those discussions was a view that we did not need to and should not start with a
clean sheet of paper about planning, having a green paper process and going back to square one. In fact the
clear feedback from the interest groups that spoke to us was that to do that would cause their eyes to roll to
heaven, that yet again we were having a broad discussion about planning reform instead of actually getting on
with it. So the clear feedback from those groups was to target the areas of reform that needed to be targeted
and to do something, and that is what we have done. Certainly the institutional bodies such as the Local
Government Association, the Property Council and the UDIA in particular—ones I can remember specifically—
have been very warm in their praise for the legislation and regulatory reform that we have commenced.

