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Community Participation in Planning – 
draft comments from HWCV 

HWCV draft comment is in the boxes – other sections are quote from documents. 

The introduction outlines that the purpose of community engagement is  

Community to Participate in the decision, processes and projects 
Working with the community 
Want to ensure a high level of dialogue with target audiences 

Comment 1. 

These three intentions don’t seem to be fully reflected by the plan as the only participation indicated 

is seeking comment on proposals and Das, with no commitment to discuss, or consider the 

comments received by the community. 

 

The CPP specifically applies to:  

 Plan making and Strategic Planning: this includes Local Strategic Planning Statements, 
amendments to the Local Environmental Plan, Development Control Plans, Local Infrastructure 
contributions plans and planning strategies  

 Development Applications 

 Community Participation Plans 

Comment 2 

Does it apply to tourism plans? Settlement strategies, growth strategies etc? 

 

State guidelines: The purpose of a CPP is to provide a single document that clearly states how the 
community can participate in planning matters. It will combine council’s existing community 
engagement approach and the minimum public exhibition timeframes of the legislation for planning 
functions. 
 

The draft CPP says: 

Whilst this plan does not cover all forms of engagement or participation processes undertaken by 

Council, it does specifically focus on planning functions under the Act and it is the first step in 

creating a more integrated and up to date Community Engagement Framework for the organisation. 

Comment 3 
We advocate that the document continues to be developed to encompass all forms of engagement 
and/or be clear about what sorts of engagement is not covered 

 

Whilst the CPP says that it is built upon Core Values of IAP2 – the Core Values of IAP2 are. 

1. Public participation is based on the belief that those who are affected by a decision have a 

right to be involved in the decision-making process. 

2. Public participation includes the promise that the public’s contribution will influence the 

decision. 
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3. Public participation promotes sustainable decisions by recognising and communicating the 

needs and interests of all participants, including decision makers. 

4. Public participation seeks out and facilitates the involvement of those potentially affected 

by or interested in a decision. 

5. Public participation seeks input from participants in designing how they participate. 

6. Public participation provides participants with the information they need to participate in a 

meaningful way. 

7. Public participation communicates to participants how their input affected the decision. 

Comment 4 

The core IAP2 value of “Public participation includes the promise that the public’s contribution will 

influence the decision” is not included in the SCC CPP, but to achieve the CPP aim of greater 

community ownership the community will need to trust that their input will influence where it is 

possible and appropriate to do so. 

Draft CPP: 

The aim of community engagement is to:  

 Enable council to obtain a diverse range of views, opinions and ideas on the community’s 
needs and wants 

 Identify shared values, benefits and outcomes and how Council and community can work 
together to realise Council’s goals and meets community needs 

 Manage risks by understanding and anticipating issues before they escalate 

 Enable Council to be open, transparent and accountable 

 Create greater community ownership, understanding and acceptance of Council decisions 
(for this to happen the community need to feel that their views may influence the decision) 

 Achieve legislative requirements that are set for Council for community engagement and 
consultation processes.  
 

Comment 5 

We would like Council to include in their aims of community engagement that community input 

will/may? influence the final decision  - the EPA Act says that the CPP 

“Should … provide meaningful opportunities for community participation in planning” “community 

should be given opportunities to participate in strategic planning as early as possible to enable 

community views to be genuinely considered” 

 

Draft CPP 

Notifications must include:  

 The decision  

 The date of the decision  

 The reasons behind the determination as required by the Act/Regs 

 How community views were considered in making the decision. 

Comment 6 

We commend the Council for providing reasons for decisions, and how community view were 

considered. 
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The Draft CPP says: 

Certain development and/or activities, based on the site’s circumstances, are also considered minor 

in nature if they are unlikely to adversely affect other property owners. P12 (and therefore no 

notification relating to these) 

Comment 7 

Can they give an example of what might be included here – rather scary to leave it as open as this. 

Basically up to discretion of staff / Council whether to consult or even inform 

 

Comment 8 

SCC to be more specific about where:  

           -Complying Development and  

           -Section96 Consent Modifications  

sit in relation to this clause 

 

Comment 9 

What about a commitment that any project of a sensitive or controversial nature will have an 

extended consultation period – perhaps to double that mandated. Just saying that you might extend, 

there is no commitment.  The only commitments Council is making are what they have to by law. 

 

Comment 10 

Local Strategic Plan – is of such significance should be longer – community doesn’t have benefit of 

having seen document developed over months – they have just 4 weeks to get their heads around 

the document and implications. 

 

Comment 11 

Notification timing should start when the community – property owners, CCBs and advertising 

occurs – otherwise community does not really have 28 days to comment. 

 

Comment 12 

Community consultation matrix mentions Diag 1a and 1b but these have not been included in draft 

 

Comment 13 

In the table can they please clarify what the Examples are of? Example of what is expected to be 

included in the different levels of notification?? 

 

Comment 14 

Consultation matrix 

Add CCBs to Level 1 notification as it may impact on character of neighbourhood, and may have 

environmental impacts 

 

Draft CPP: 
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Engagement can be undertaken in a variety of ways and within a scale ranging from informing 

(low level of engagement) through to collaboration (high level of engagement). Council adopts 

the IAP2 spectrum in the development of engagement planning and processes. In most cases 

engagement with Council will sit between Inform and Consult. In some cases Council also 

collaborates directly with the community where the ability to partner in the decision making 

process can be achieved. 

There is no ‘between’ – the CPP needs to consider the situations where Council is prepared to be 

more collaborative, and outline how this will happen. Regular Community Forums (see Indigo 

Shire) 

 

Comment 15 

Consultation matrix considers notification, or using the IAP2 framework represents informing or 

consulting only and not the other engagement practises such as involving, collaborating and 

empowering, which might include face to face engagement, surveys, workshops, citizen committees 

 

Comment 16 

If an application raises significant environmental issues it should plain and simple be rejected – you 

don’t the community to tell you that! Let alone if it raises ‘major environmental’ issues 

 

Notifications must include:  

 The decision  

 The date of the decision  

 The reasons behind the determination as required by the Act/Regs 

 How community views were considered in making the decision. 

Comment 17 

This latter point – get all the CCBs to keep a record of how their view was considered?? 

 

Evaluation 

Comment 18 

No detail has been provided in the CPP regarding Evaluation. Council needs to be more specific here 

as otherwise evaluation is not likely to occur. It would be useful to collect some data that allowed 

comparison across different projects. At the very least you should know how you will evaluate for DA 

consultation and planning consultation as you have mapped out how this will occur, now is the 

appropriate time to map out how you will monitor and evaluation.  

 

NB – no comment has yet been made regarding the Appendix 


