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1. Introduction 

The Submission Analysis Report identifies issues raised as a result of recent public 
consultation of the draft Planning Scheme occurring from 29 August to 14 October 2016.   

The objectives of the Submissions Analysis Report are to: 

a) Consider every properly made submission about the proposed planning scheme;  

b) Identify changes to the proposed planning scheme as a result of public submissions; 

c) Provide a framework to respond to submissions; and 

d) Determine whether or not the proposed planning scheme is significantly different 
from the version which has undertaken public consultation. 

 

use planning, infrastructure coordination and investment attraction for the Whitsunday local 
government area. The results of this submission analysis may also inform potential 
amendments to the proposed planning scheme (prior and post adoption) and are intended to 
provide information for the community regarding future development in the Whitsunday local 
government area. 

 

2. Background 

This consultation period was undertaken following amendments to the draft Planning 
Scheme that arose out of the 2015 public consultation.  From the 2015 consultation period, 
693 were received submissions on topics including:  

 Objections to building heights in Airlie Beach; 

 More mixed use zones in Bowen Marina; 

 Objections to rural residential minimum lot sizes; and 

 Several re-zoning requests.   

Following the 2015 consultation, Council made the following major amendments that 
triggered the need for a second round of public consultation to advertise the changes: 

 Reduced building heights in Airlie Beach Precincts C, D, F and G; 

 Removal of the Airlie Beach Local Plan for further investigation; 

 Several minor zoning amendments including more mixed use zones in Bowen 
Marina; and 

 Several minor administrative amendments 

The most recent public consultation focused upon the core issues from submissions in the 
2015 consultation that resulted in the aforementioned changes.  In an effort to determine if 
the amendments that were made met the concerns of submitters from the 2015 consultation 
period, Council completed the following consultation activities to ensure a high level of 
community involvement and awareness: 

 Direct mail outs to ratepayers prior to the consultation period beginning notifying 
them of the upcoming consultation period; 
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 Production and distribution of media releases, newspaper advertisements and social 
media postings; 

 Public release of key studies informing the planning scheme, including the proposed 
planning scheme lodged with the Queensland Government for state interest review 
as well as the Airlie Beach Structure Plan; 

 A telephone survey of 370 local residents to confirm community acceptance of 
proposed Airlie Beach building heights in the draft planning scheme; 

 Production and distribution of website and factsheets; 

 Utilisation of yoursay.whitsunday for online submissions and draft Planning Scheme 
information material; 

 Production of an interactive video describing potential future development under the 
proposed building heights; 

 Council planning officers staffing at customer service centres across the region 
during the public consultation period; 

 ets (2), 
Bowen Markets (2), Whitsunday Shopping Centre and Whitsunday Plaza; 

 Engagement workshops held with community groups Proserpine Chamber of 
Commerce, Airlie Beach Chamber of Commerce, Save our Foreshore and Hydeaway 
Bay Progress Association; and 

 Internal sausage sizzle to answer questions from Council staff. 

 

3. Submission Summary 

During the most recent public consultation period, 128 submissions were received with 
predominant topics being:  

 Building heights in Airlie Beach; 

 Objections to population growth in Airlie Beach; 

 Requests for more building design and urban design elements within Airlie Beach; 

and 

 Objections to Low-medium Residential Zone minimum lot sizes. 

Table 1 provides a statistical breakdown of the major topics from this consultation period 
with a full statistical breakdown of all submissions received in Appendix C.  
 
Table 1: Statistical breakdown of submissions on major topics 

Topic Sub-Topic 
Total Submissions 

Referencing Each Topic 

Building Heights  

Airlie Beach 

Decrease Building Heights 65 

Support Building Heights 11 

Increase Building Heights 3 

Draft Planning 

Scheme Specific 

Sections 

Greater focus on scenic amenity in 

District Centre and Mixed Use 

Zones 

16 

Other *(Table 5) 14 

Growth Against Airlie Beach Growth 26 
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Airlie Beach Local 

Plan 

Separate Planning Scheme Airlie 

Beach/Removal of Local Plan 
23 

More Building Design Elements 

and Urban Design focus 
20 

Zoning 

Amendments 
Various Site Specific 18 

Minimum Lot Sizes 

Low-medium Zone Against 22 

Rural Residential Support 2 

Rural Residential Against 1 

 

Submitters were spread throughout the region and outside of the region as shown by Table 
2 below. 
 
Table 2: Location of submitters 

Location of Submitters  Total Submissions 

Airlie Beach 37 

Town of Whitsunday (excluding Airlie) 38 

Bowen 10 

Proserpine and surrounds 20 

Collinsville 2 

Outside of Region 21 

Total 128 
 

3.1.  

3.1.1. Airlie Beach Building Heights and Airlie Beach Local Plan 

3.1.1.1. Description 

Airlie Beach building heights have been a controversial topic in both public consultation 
periods.  The 2015 public consultation drew 611 submissions on building heights which 
resulted in Council reducing heights in four precincts; Precinct C, D, F and G.  The 2016 
consultation period resulted in far less submissions on building heights with 65 requesting a 
further reduction in building heights, 11 supporting the proposed heights and 3 requesting 
heights be increased.   
 
A number of submissions also referenced the Airlie Beach Local Plan which has been 
removed in the draft Planning Scheme 2016 as the prescribed outcomes were considered to 
be a replication of other areas of the draft Planning Scheme.  Submitters were aggrieved by 
the removal of the Airlie Beach Local Plan as they felt it was in place to maintain the 
character of the Township and outline the manner in which development will preserve and 
enhance pedestrian connections throughout.  Council is presently undergoing further 
investigations into a new Airlie Beach Local Plan that better protects the character of Airlie 
Beach and sets out how development will provide for access and movement throughout the 
township. 
 

3.1.1.2. Analysis 

Table 3 breaks down the submissions on Airlie Beach building heights in greater detail.  
With regard to reductions in building heights, 44 submissions were made to reduce heights 
in all precincts with 21 submissions referencing specific Precincts for reductions.  Of these 
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21 submissions, Precinct B and C were the most common Precincts where residents 
objected to the proposed heights.  The majority of these residents objecting to Precinct B 
and C were located behind Precinct B on Nara Avenue, Orana St, Lamond St and Lewis 
Street.  Residents felt their views and property prices would be affected. 
 
Table 3: Breakdown of submissions on Airlie Beach building heights 

Topic 
Total 

Submissions 
Submissions Referencing Each Precinct 

Decrease 

Building 

Heights 

65 

 

Precinct Submissions on each 

Precinct 

ALL Precincts 44 

Broadwater 

Avenue (not a 

precinct) 

3 

B 15 

C 10 

D 4 

E 3 

F 3 

G 2 

Support 

Building 

Heights 

11 

Precinct Submissions on each 

Precinct 

ALL Precincts 10 

B 0 

C 1 

D 1 

E 0 

F 1 

G 1 
 

Increase 

Building 

Heights 

3 

Precinct Submissions on each 

Precinct 

ALL Precincts 1 

B 0 

C 0 

D 0 

E 0 

F 2 

G 0 
 

 

Table 4 below provides an analysis of where submitters are expected to reside. 
 
Table 4: Locations of building height submitters 

Location of Submitters 
Decrease 

Building Heights 
Support Building 

Heights 
Increase Building 

Heights 

Town of Whitsunday 47 7 2 

Bowen 0 0 0 
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Proserpine and 
Surrounds 

11 2 0 

Collinsville 0 1 0 

Outside of the 
Whitsunday Region 

7 1 1 

 
 

3.1.1.3. Primary matters raised 

Those opposing the proposed building heights provided a number of factors that would be 
detrimentally impacted should the proposed building heights be adopted.  These matters 
include, but are not limited to: 

 oast; 

 Loss of ocean views; 

 Loss of village atmosphere; 

 Loss of view corridors 

 Unwanted historical change; 

 Poor scenic amenity; 

  

 Density/unwanted population growth; 

 Lack of car parking;  

 Lack of road infrastructure to cater for increased traffic; 

 Lack of green space to support growth; and 
 Need to portray building heights in both storeys and metres. 

 
With regards to the removal of the Airlie Beach Local Plan, submitters were concerned for 
the following: 

 Lack of vision for Airlie Beach; 

 Lack of pedestrian access and movement policies; 

   not protected; 

 No unique design elements for Airlie Beach to protect and enhance character; and 

 No protection of view corridors 
 

3.1.1.4. Response 

Building Heights / Design Elements / Airlie Beach Local Plan Removal: 
It is anticipated that the proposed building heights will facilitate the renewal of the Airlie 
Beach commercial district. Main St for example, has seen limited new buildings with the 
exception of the Heart Hotel, for over 20 years.  Without the incentive for renewal, Airlie 
Beach may become stagnant, lose jobs and miss the opportunity to capitalise on tourism 
growth afforded by the expansion of the Whitsunday Airport and additional mainland tourist 
activities. 
 
Under the draft Planning Scheme, future developments will incorporate design elements that 
foster the tropical character of the town by creating active and pedestrian friendly 
streetscapes, attractive and articulated building facades, and podiums on buildings over 
8.5m that reduce the canyon effect and nullify the growth of wind tunnels.   
 
The Airlie Beach Local Plan was removed not in response to submissions but as a result of 
further analysis into the plan which revealed many of the performance and acceptable 
outcomes were duplicated in other areas of the draft Planning Scheme.  Council will 
investigate an Airlie Beach Local Plan that will better capture Airlie Beach's tropical 
character with design elements that distinguish Airlie Beach as its own unique destination.  
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Submissions offered a number of recommendations for improved building façade elements, 
setbacks for maximal view corridors, lagoon side frontages and the need for outcomes 
surrounding access and pedestrian movement through the precincts.  These 
recommendations will be considered in greater detail during the development of the future 
Airlie Beach Local Plan that Council seeks to include in future amendments to the draft 
Planning Scheme.   
 

Precinct B Response 

Council was mindful of the impact on residences behind Precinct B when deciding its 
maximum building height of 14m for this precinct (rather than the normal Low-Medium 
Density Residential Zone height of 12m).  It was considered that the residences on Nara 
Avenue, Orana St, Lamond St and Lewis St would not significantly lose their views as a 
result of the proposed height in Precinct B given the natural contouring of the land and up-
zoning of their own properties to Low-medium residential.  The properties on the 
aforementioned streets behind 
Precinct B slope upward at least 
3m AHD (Australian Height 
Datum) higher than any lots within 
Precinct B as shown by Figure 1; 
in most instances the slope 
upward is much more than 3m.   
 
In addition to this, all properties 
behind Precinct B have been up-
zoned from Low Density 
Residential in the existing scheme 
to Low-medium density 
residential, increasing their 
development potential by 
increasing the maximum building 
height in these areas from 8m to 
12m in the draft Planning 
Scheme.  In summary, factoring in 
the contour of the land and 12m 
maximum building height of 
properties behind Precinct B, it is 
considered that views of 
concerned residents will still be 
maintained when fully developed. 

 

3.1.2. Draft Planning Scheme Specific Sections 

3.1.2.1. Description 

A total of 30 submissions requested the removal, rewording or addition of elements to 
specific sections of the draft Planning Scheme including the Strategic Framework, Tables of 
Assessment, District Centre  Zone, Mixed Use Zone, Tourist Accommodation Zone, 
Reconfiguring a Lot Code, Home Based Business Code and Extractive Resources Code.  
Table 5 below breaks down the number of submissions regarding each section of the draft 
Planning Scheme.  Of note, 16 submissions requested additional statements and rewordings 
in the District Centre and Mixed Use Zone Codes. 

Figure 1: Contour points (AHD) for lots in and behind 
Precinct B. 
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3.1.2.2. Analysis 

Table 5: Breakdown of submissions on specific sections of the draft Planning Scheme 

Draft Planning Scheme 
Section 

Key Issues Submissions 
Referencing Each 

Section 

Strategic Framework 
 Various rewordings around 

Tourism and Industry 
3 

Tables of Assessment 

 Allow Church in Low-
medium residential areas 

 Renewable Energy more 
accepted 

3 

District Centre Zone and 
Mixed Use zone  

 More focus on scenic 
amenity 

 Reword some elements 
16 

Tourist Accommodation 
Zone 

 Greater flexibility and 
diversity 1 

Reconfiguring a lot Code 

 Less restrictive outcomes 

 Tourism Accommodation 
zone min lot size too 
restrictive 

2 

Home Based Business 
(B&B) 

 Tighter controls 
3 

Extractive Resources  Lighter controls 1 

 

3.1.2.3. Primary matters raised 

The predominant submissions against specific sections of the draft Planning Scheme were 
in regard to rewording elements of the District Centre Zone and Mixed Use Zone Overall 
Outcomes. 

1. Submitters recommend District Centre Zone 6.2.2.2 (f) is reworded from: 
Unless otherwise specified in a local plan code or Table 6.2.2.2.1 (Maximum 

building heights in District Centre Zone), development has a low to medium rise built 
form that is compatible with the intended scale and character of the streetscape and 
surrounding area, with a maximum building heig  
 Reworded to:  

evelopment has a low to medium rise built form that is compatible with the 
intended scale and character of the streetscape and surrounding area, with a 
maximum building height of 12.0m above ground level unless otherwise specified in 
a local plan code or Table 6.2.2.2.1 (Maximum building heights in District centre 

 
 

2. Submitters recommend that the Mixed use zone code and District Centre Zone Code 
include the following overall outcome: 

Development sensitively responds to scenic values and landscape character 
elements, particularly prominent ridgelines, foreshores, coastal landforms, significant 

 

Other submissions included additional elements in the Strategic Framework regarding 
tourism and industry, reduced levels of assessment for some uses, and more stringent 
controls of Bed and Breakfast.  Council will investigate submissions regarding greater 
flexibility within the Tourist Accommodation Zone, rewordings in the Strategic Framework 
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and opportunities for reducing red tape for Renewable Energy for future amendments to the 
draft Planning Scheme 

3.1.2.4. Response 

With regard to submissions for the District Centre Zone in recommendation one; no changes 
will be made as it is considered that the proposed re-wording in 6.2.2.2 (f) translates to the 
same policy outcome as what is stated in the draft Planning Scheme at present. 
 
With regard to recommendation two, an Overall Outcome addressing preserving areas of 
high scenic amenity will not be incorporated as Council is presently undertaking a Scenic 
Amenity Study for future consideration. 
 

3.1.3. Airlie Beach Population Growth 

3.1.3.1. Description 

A total of 26 submissions were recorded against population growth and greater densities 
within Airlie Beach.  The submitters were concerned that higher densities would destroy the 
Town s character, natural beauty and amenity that tourists specifically come to experience.  
 

3.1.3.2. Analysis 

Table 6: Breakdown of submissions against the growth of Airlie Beach 

Topic 

Total 
Submissions 
Referencing 

Topic 

Location of Submitters 

Town of 

Whitsunday 
Bowen 

Proserpine 

and 

Surrounds 

Collinsville 
Outside 

Region 

Against 
Growth 
in Airlie 
Beach 

26 17 0 5 0 4 

 
 

3.1.3.3. Primary matters raised 

Submitters objected to the re-zoning of residential areas to increase population density.    
Residents also rejected that the proposed increases in density fail to enhance the natural 
environment or conform to the character of the area. 
 
Submitters stated that residents have been arguing against the growth of Airlie Beach for 
decades and believed that tourists that visit the region come largely for the natural assets i.e. 
green hills, blue sea and village atmosphere  that would be compromised by growth. 
 

3.1.3.4. Response 

Proposed densities within the draft Planning Scheme are significantly lower than what was 
proposed by the Airlie Beach Structure Plan 2014.  The Structure Plan suggested building 
heights that informed the 2015 draft Planning Scheme Public Consultation that were 
opposed and subsequently amended.   
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ting land owners to develop and renew old 
 

 
The outcomes of the proposed building heights seek to not only afford a boost in local 
employment, renew an aging town centre but also increase density to create a more energy 
efficient and walkable centre which is considered more sustainable planning than the 
alternative of urban sprawl, which results in inefficient expensive infrastructure and a greater 
environmental impact. 
 

3.1.4. Minimum Lot Size- Low-medium Zone 

3.1.4.1. Description 

Submitters objected to the minimum lot size in the Low-medium zone changing from 600m² 
in the existing Whitsunday Shire Scheme to 450m² in the draft Planning Scheme.  There 
were no submissions on this topic during the first round of consultation in 2015, and it is 
considered in this instance, submitters lodging a templated submission may not have fully 
understood what can be constructed in Low-medium zones minimum lot size.   
 

3.1.4.2. Analysis 

Table 7: Breakdown of submissions regarding Low-medium minimum lot sizes 

Topic 

Total 
Submissions 
Referencing 

Topic 

Location of Submitters 

Town of 

Whitsunday 
Bowen 

Proserpine 

and 

Surrounds 

Collinsville 
Outside 

Region 

Object to 
Low-

medium 
Minimum 
Lot Sizes 

22 16 0 5 0 1 

 

3.1.4.3. Primary matters raised 

Submitters objected to the minimum lot size in the Low-medium residential 
zone changing from 600m² within the existing scheme to 400m² and 450m² in the draft 

 Submitters also voiced concerns about the amenity and lack of privacy 
from a multi-unit dwelling being constructed on a 400m² lot (NB: minimum lot size is actually 
450m² in this zone). 
 
 

3.1.4.4. Response 

Minimum lot size within the Low-medium residential zone, that is the equivalent to the 
Multiple Dwelling zone of the existing scheme, has reduced from 600m² (multiple dwelling 
zone) to 450m² (low medium zone) in the draft Planning Scheme.  Note that only single 
dwellings can be constructed on this minimum lot size with dual occupancies and multi-unit 
dwellings only code assessable on lots that have a minimum area of 800m² within the Low-
medium zone.  Minimum lot size of 450m² in the Low-medium Zone is consistent with 
Planning Schemes throughout Queensland and in place to reduce urban sprawl.  
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With regard to preserving amenity, privacy and overshadowing of neighbouring properties; 
-unit Dwelling Code specifies requirements that 

development must comply with to minimise impacts.  The requirements include setbacks to 

design outcomes including screening for developments with windows or balconies that 
overlook neighbouring private open space.  The assessment manager at Council will 
consider how each development complies with these requirements that preserve 
neighbouring amenity before considering an approval. 
 

3.1.5. General Matters  

3.1.5.1. Department of Natural Resources and Mines Rezoning Requests 

Council has given special consideration to DNRM whom lodged a submission for the re-
zoning of several allotments to preserve ecologically significant land from residential 
development.  Table 8 below summarises the proposed zone changes. 
 
Table 8: DNRM submission requested re-zonings.

Lot/Plan Existing Amended 
Lot 164 
SP285380  
Jubilee Pocket 

Low Density Residential Split Zoning: Low density residential 
and Environmental management 
and Conservation zone over 
ecologically significant area 

Lot 200 
SP244953  
Cannonvale 

Low Density Residential Split Zoning: Low density residential 
and Rural zoning over ecologically 
significant area 

Lot 7 
RP729788 & 
Lot 259 
HR1534 - 
Cannonvale 

Low Density Residential Split Zoning: Low density residential 
and Rural zoning over ecologically 
significant area 

Lot 75 
SP164939 & 
Lot 55 HR99 - 
Cannonvale 

Emerging Communities Rural  

Lot 24 D93514 
 Dingo Beach 

Community Facilities Recreation and Open Space 

 
These changes have been enacted by a State Department and Council has been directed 
that these changes will not trigger further public consultation.  However, individual land-
owners will be notified of the proposed change. 
 

3.1.5.2. Submitter Rezoning Requests 

Council will consider all requests for re-zoning in the first amendment package of the draft 
Planning Scheme.  It will not be considered for immediate re-zoning as any minor zoning 
changes at this point would trigger Council to undergo a third round of public consultation, 
delaying the adoption of the entire draft Planning Scheme by approximately 12 months. 
 

3.1.5.3. Rolling Amendments 

The planning scheme will have rolling amendments every few years, to ensure the 
data/information is accurate and up to date with the needs and requirements of the 



 

 14  

community. This also ensure the data does not get out of date and allows Council to include 
new mapping and codes according to studies done on behalf of the community.  
 

4. Outcomes 

In comparison to the previous consultation undertaken in 2015, Council received 18% of the 
total number of submissions (128 compared to 693) in the most recent consultation.  The 
common issue shared by both consultation periods was the objection to building heights in 
Airlie Beach as shown by Table 9 below.  
 
Table 9: Comparison of key issues from the 2015 and 2016 public consultations. 

2015 Consultation  693 Submissions 2016 Consultation  128 Submissions 

Issue Submissions Issue Submissions 

Reduce Airlie Beach 
Building Heights 

611 

Decrease Building 

Heights 
65 

Support Building 

Heights 
11 

Increase Building 

Heights 
3 

Zoning Amendments 40 Zoning Amendments 18 

Various (Whole of 
Planning Scheme) 

22 Various (Whole of 
Planning Scheme) 

30 

More mixed use 
areas Bowen Marina 

9 Airlie Beach Local 
Plan Removal and 
future design 
elements 

43 

Object to Rural 
Residential Minimum 
Lot sizes 

4 Against Airlie Beach 
Growth 

26 

 
 
Far fewer submissions were received regarding building heights in Airlie Beach, with a 
number of residents noting their support of (11) or requesting increases (3) to proposed 
building heights.  It is considered from this Submission Analysis Report that Council has 
found the perfect middle ground in its proposed building heights, with building design and 
urban design elements to be included in a future Airlie Beach Local Plan considered to offset 
the potential loss of character in the township that submitters against heights were most 
concerned about. 
 
Aside from building heights, Council have identified a number of other issues that will require 
further investigation before being considered for the first amendment package estimated to 
be completed 12 months after adoption.  These investigations will include several requests 
for zoning amendments, an Airlie Beach Local Plan, Bowen Local Plan, rewordings within 
the Strategic Framework, more flexibility for renewable energy uses and consideration of 
more flexibility within the Tourism Zone. 
 

It is recommended that Council make no significant changes in response to this consultation 
period, respond to submitters via this Submission Analysis Report and seek to adopt the 
draft Planning Scheme following approval from the State Government in accordance with 
Statutory Guideline 04/14: Making and amending local planning instruments (MALPI).  
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Appendix A  Consultation Matters 

Sustainable Planning Act 2009 

Public Notification of the Proposed Planning Scheme 

Whitsunday Regional Council is required to publicly notify a proposed planning scheme 
under the Sustainable Planning Act 2009. The public notification is required to follow the 
process stated in Statutory Guideline 04/14: Making and amending local planning 
instruments (MALPI). MALPI requires: 

a) The Council to publish at least once in a newspaper circulating in the local 
 

b) The Council to carry out public consultation for a period (the consultation period) of at 
least 30 business days; 

c) If public consultation about a proposal must be carried out  

(i) the local government is to have available for inspection and purchase during all of 
the consultation period a copy of the proposed planning scheme; and 

(ii) members of the public to make submissions to the local government about the 
proposed planning scheme; and  

(iii) the local government to consider all properly made submissions about the 
proposed planning scheme or planning scheme policy; and 

(iv) the local government to advise persons who make a properly made submission 
about how the local government has dealt with the submission; and 

(v) the local government to give the Minister a notice containing a summary of 
matters raised in the properly made submissions and stating how the local 
government dealt with the matters. 

Particularly, the local government must carry out public consultation about the proposed 
planning scheme, including in accordance with any proposed communication strategy 
submitted to the Minister, for a period (consultation period) of at least 30 business days. 
However, if a planning scheme is made in substantial compliance with the process stated in 
MALPI, the planning scheme is valid so long as any noncompliance has not  

a) Adversely affected the awareness of the public of the existence and nature of the 
proposed planning scheme; or 

b) Restricted the opportunity of the public to make properly made submissions about 
the proposed planning scheme under the guideline; or 

c) Restricted the opportunity of the Minister to consider whether State interests would 
be adversely affected. 

 

Ministerial Consideration of the Proposed Planning Scheme 

MALPI requires the Minister to make four considerations prior to allowing a local government 
to proceed to adoption, the Minister must consider:   

a) If conditions imposed prior to public notification of the proposed planning scheme 
have been appropriately complied with, or 

b) If the version is being considered for adoption is significantly different to a version 
which has undertaken public consultation; 
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c) I  

d) If the proposed planning scheme  achieves the purpose of the SPA, and addresses 
the key elements of a planning scheme mentioned in section 88 of the SPA, and is 
consistent with the State Planning Statutory Provisions (SPSP) (where relevant), and 
appropriately integrates any relevant regional plan or State Planning Policy (SPP), 
and does not adversely affect a state interest. 

 

Consideration of Properly Made Submissions 

The local government must consider every properly made submission about the proposed 
planning scheme in accordance with the Sustainable Planning Act 2009 and MALPI. After 
considering the submissions, the local government: 

a) May make changes to the proposed planning scheme to: 

(i) address issues raised in a properly made submission 

(ii) amend a drafting error, or 

(iii) address new or changed planning circumstances or information 

b) Must ensure any changes continue to appropriately integrate any relevant regional 
plan or SPP, including the state interests expressed in those instruments, as 
confirmed by the Minister at state interest review of the proposed planning scheme, 
and 

c) Must advise each person in writing who made a properly made submission about 
how the local government has dealt with their submission. 

Of the 128 submissions examined in this report, all submissions from this consultation period 
were considered properly made. 

 

Consideration of State Interests 

The Minister must consider whether or not any changes to the proposed planning scheme 
continue to appropriately integrate the Mackay, Isaac and Whitsunday Regional Plan or the 
SPP, including the state interests expressed in those instruments, as confirmed by the 
Minister during State Interest Review of the proposed planning scheme. 

In April 2016, Council did an informal self-assessment of the changes to the draft planning 
scheme and found the proposed planning scheme appropriately integrated the Mackay, 
Isaac and Whitsunday Regional Plan and the State Planning Policy, including the state 
interests expressed in those instruments subject to the conditions contained within 
correspondence from the Minister dated 17 July 2015. 

Consideration of ignificantly Diff  

The Minister must consider whether or not Council must re-notify the planning scheme or 

scheme that was publicly notified.  

 

for a proposed planning scheme: 
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a) does not include a change to a proposed planning scheme as a result of a 
new state planning instrument that has been introduced since the process 
started, or 

b) being made by a continuing local government, does not include a change to 
the proposed planning scheme to include all or part of an IPA planning 
scheme for the part of the local government area that will become the new 
local government area on the changeover day  

The aforementioned definition does not definitively exclude or include particular types of 
changes to the proposed planning scheme, however, MALPI does allow the local 
government to make changes to the proposed planning scheme following public notification 
of the changes: 

a) Address issues raised in a properly made submission; or 

b) Amend a drafting error, or 

c) Address new or changed planning circumstances or information. 

Council has made some minor zoning changes following public consultation in response to a 
submission and collaboration with the Department of Natural Resources and Mines; 
however, given the nature of these changes, Council has been directed by the State that 
these changes will not trigger further consultation. 
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