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Angela Moody 
Queensland Productivity Commission 
PO Box 12078,  
George St, Brisbane QLD 4003 
Email: enquiry@qpc.qld.gov.au 

 
Dear Commissioner, 
 
PIA’s response to Interim Report: Opportunities to Improve 
Productivity of the Construction Industry 
 
The Planning Institute of Australia (PIA) is the national body representing 
the urban and regional planning profession. We are dedicated to 
promoting sustainable, evidence-based planning practices that create 
resilient, inclusive, and prosperous communities throughout Australia. 
 
PIA appreciates the opportunity to provide this submission in response to 
the Interim Report. We strongly support the Queensland Productivity 
Commission’s (QPC) objective of lifting productivity in the construction 
sector. However, based on our extensive professional experience and 
analysis, we have significant concerns that some of the report’s findings 
overstate the role of planning regulation as a primary cause of 
productivity decline without sufficient evidence to support this claim. 
 
Following our productive discussion with QPC representatives, we were 
encouraged to provide recommendations that offer a constructive path 
forward.  
 
This submission, which reinforces PIA Queensland’s earlier submission to 
this inquiry dated June 2, 2025, addresses these matters by proposing 
actionable solutions to strengthen the Queensland planning system and 
enable better regulation. It focuses specifically on Part B – Improving 
Land Use Regulation of the Interim Report. 

 
This submission draws heavily upon and is consistent with PIA’s recent 
body of work on productivity and housing, including: 

PIA’s solutions in response to the Interim Report are:  
1. The need for an independent Growth Monitoring Authority to 

monitor where housing in getting stuck in the pipeline. 
 

2. An independent review of the planning and building 
regulation interface to streamline approval of low-risk 
housing. 
 

3. Addressing infill and density uplift in well-located areas 
through collaborative solutions, such as streamlined planning 
scheme amendments. 

 
4. Ongoing investment in long-term strategic planning with 

integrated infrastructure planning. 
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• PIA National submission to the Federal Productivity Commission and 

Economic Roundtable, 2025 
• PIA National position statement on the Planning for the housing we 

need 
• PIA Queensland submission to the SEQRP, 2023 
• PIA Queensland budget submission to the Queensland Government, 

2025 
• PIA Queensland submission on the draft Queensland Housing Code, 

July 2025 
• PIA Queensland joint letter with LGAQ and Master Builders, to 

Minister O’Connor June 2025  
 

This submission is structured into four (4) sections: 
1. Preamble and Context: An overview of core planning principles 

and key data. 
2. Analysis of the Interim Report: A detailed response to select 

matters. 
3. PIA’s Recommendations: Actionable solutions to enhance 

productivity through a strengthened planning system. 
4. Specific Responses: Detailed feedback on each of the Interim 

Report’s recommendations and requests for information. 
 

We welcome the opportunity to discuss these matters further at the 
Queensland Productivity Roundtable on Urban Land Use Reform in 
September. 
 
Please direct any further inquiries to Nicole Bennetts RPIA, State 
Manager, at  or  
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

 

Sean Cullen RPIA 
PIA Qld President 
 
Attachment A – Response to Interim Report  
 

 

  



  28 August 2025 

planning.org.au   Queensland 
ABN: 34 151 601 937   PO Box 295, Lowood QLD 
4311 

PIA’s Response to QPC Interim Report 
1. Preamble and context  

 
Planning is a profession focused on the public interest, aiming to create 
economically functional and thriving cities with a good quality of life. 
Planning is not a binary process but a complex balancing act of often 
competing needs, costs, and benefits across spatial and 
intergenerational considerations. Housing is one component of this 
complex system. 

PIA agrees with several points in the Interim Report, including the urgent 
need for more housing, the need for increased density in the right 
locations, greater transparency, enhanced data, and better community 
understanding of the system. PIA has continued to strongly advocate for 
reform in these areas.  

We welcome the QPC’s reinforcement of these issues but caution that 
construction productivity must not be viewed solely through the lens of 
deregulation and red tape, but through a broader understanding of the 
structure and performance of the planning system. Ultimately planning is 
an enabling framework and not a delivery mechanism.   

As PIA has consistently advocated, planning reform should not be 
pursued simply to remove perceived barriers, but rather to better 
coordinate land use, infrastructure and housing delivery and facilitate 
prosperity in an equitable, efficient, and sustainable manner. 
 
1.1. Lack of state-wide data measuring planning system performance 

While this submission is focused on the opportunities to improve 
Queensland’s planning system, it is important to observe there are 
significant delays to housing commencements that occur after land has 
been zoned and planning approvals are granted. 

A fundamental challenge to understanding Queensland’s housing supply 
is the critical data gap: there is no state-wide dataset for the number of 
homes that are zoned or have active planning approvals. 

This absence of data leads to widespread confusion, with many 
mistakenly interpreting monthly Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) 
building approvals figures as a measure of the planning system’s 
performance. In reality, building approval is a later-stage approval that is 
distinct from the planning process. 

According to the Queensland Government Statistician’s Office (QGSO), 
across Queensland, planning instruments have zoned sufficient 
broadhectare land for nearly 580,000 new homes1.  As of December 
2024, there are approximately 100,000 uncompleted residential lots with 

 
1 Queensland Government Statisticians Office (QGSO), Residential land development 
indicators, March 2025 – ‘Broadhectare’ tab, cell G65 
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active planning approvals, a number that has remained stable for over 15 
years2.  

Total stock of uncompleted residential lots within active approvals 
(Queensland) 

 
 
As extensively reported and evidenced, many housing projects stall due 
to factors outside the planning system, including workforce shortages, 
rising construction costs, infrastructure funding limitations, and 
constrained access to finance. This is to say, the planning system can 
zone and approve homes, but many will not proceed to construction due 
to factors outside the control of planning – yet this data is not being 
measured or understood. This lack of data means it is difficult to identify 
where planning has failed to zone and approve sufficient housing supply, 
or where the market has failed to deliver.  This is why PIA is advocating 
for a Growth Monitoring Authority to independently and consistently 
track housing supply from zoning to delivery.  

1.2.  Report Conflates Building Approvals and Planning Approvals 

In Queensland, our system has separated building and planning for more 
than two decades. This has allowed private certification to lead on 
"building work," while planners focus on land use and planning matters. 
These two distinct forms of development are separately defined in 
Queensland legislation, each with its own requirements and approval 
processes. The Interim Report’s conflation of the two is highly 
problematic and demonstrates a misunderstanding of the system. 

Planning Approvals are the first step, granting permission for a 
development to occur. They define what can be built and where, but they 
do not compel construction to begin. These approvals are valid for 
several years and are subject to public interest considerations. 

Building Approvals are a later stage in the process, typically secured 
after a developer's decision to proceed to construction. Unlike planning 
approvals, they ensure the proposed structure meets technical, 
engineering, and safety standards. A building approval is granted by a 
private certifier and signals that a project is "shovel-ready," provided 
financing and other delivery conditions are in place. 

 
2 QGSO, Residential land development indicators, 2024 – ‘RaL ClosingStock’ tab, cell CG62  
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Not all housing requires planning approval. In fact, most new homes 
proceed without requiring a planning approval. Since July 2017, 
Queensland’s planning legislation has: 

• Prohibited planning schemes from requiring an approval for a 
dwelling house or a dual occupancy, unless specific local matters 
(such as flood risk) apply. 

• Prohibited planning schemes from including building assessment 
provisions. 

• Required that planning instruments cannot be inconsistent with 
the Building Act 1975. 

While the separation of planning and building since 2008 has functioned 
well in some respects, PIA has advocated for an independent review of 
the interface between these two systems. 

1.3. The need for better regulation 

PIA supports a reform agenda that prioritises better regulation. We 
recognise that regulation is adopted to address specific public interest 
objectives, but ill-considered, ad-hoc regulatory reform is not an effective 
solution for complex systems. Such changes often create unintended 
consequences, add unnecessary complexity, and consume valuable time 
on retraining. 

Achieving a truly effective and productive regulatory framework requires 
a holistic approach that goes beyond legislative reform. More effective 
tools for achieving gains in productivity and a more responsive system 
include: 

• Collaborative and cultural shifts among all stakeholders. 

• Enhanced professional development and education across the 
industry. 

• Detailed guidance and worked examples to ensure clarity and 
consistency. 

• Stress-testing existing processes and reform options to identify 
potential issues before implementation. 

• Enhanced government agency support to facilitate smooth 
project delivery. 

Further, PIA stresses that any regulatory changes must be designed to 
be fit for purpose across the entire state of Queensland, not just for 
South-East Queensland. Ultimately, a focus on better regulation, 
supported by a robust and collaborative framework, will deliver 
meaningful and sustainable productivity gains. 
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2. The Interim Report 
The Interim Report attributes slow productivity growth to growing 
regulatory burdens and sub-optimal procurement practices. While we 
agree there are opportunities for improved regulatory efficiency,  we 
believe there are solutions that can deliver better regulation, and that a 
number of core planning concepts have been misunderstood or 
misrepresented in the Interim Report. 
 
 
2.1 That land use regulation is a primary cause of construction 

productivity decline 

PIA challenges the report’s finding that land use regulation is the primary 
cause or contributor to construction productivity issues in Queensland, 
as it lacks sufficient evidence. 

Critically, there have been no fundamental changes to Queensland's 
planning system since 2018, the year the QPC identifies as the start of a 
significant decline in construction productivity. The current system is 
fundamentally the same as it was pre-COVID-19. Contrary to the report’s 
claims, land use regulation has not become materially more complex or 
restrictive, nor have regulatory design and behaviour significantly 
changed during this period. No evidence is provided to support these 
statements. 

PIA considers that the Interim Report has inadequately distinguished 
between: 

• Systemic industry issues (e.g. lack of infrastructure, workforce 
shortages, lack of finance). 

• Process and performance issues (e.g. forms, lodgement, and 
monitoring). 

• Policy and statutory issues (e.g. schemes and regulations). 

The report's conclusions are based on a misunderstanding of how the 
planning system operates and its actual impacts on construction 
productivity. While there have been incremental improvements made in 
response to housing affordability and the COVID-19 pandemic, the 
Queensland planning system has maintained a consistent regulatory 
framework, unlike other areas where profound changes have occurred, 
such as with the National Construction Code or project trust accounts. 

PIA submits that any reform be grounded in evidence and must 
ensure the overall system becomes more simple (not adds more 
layers), and becomes more efficient, effective and transparent.  

 
2.2 The need for a streamlined assessment process.  

PIA supports streamlining development assessment to the greatest 
extent possible but has serious reservations about introducing a new 
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streamlined process for significant developments. The Planning Act 
already offers several approval pathways. 
 
In addition to the standard assessment pathways administered by local 
governments, the State Government has a suite of existing assessment 
pathways for state significant development, such as Ministerial Call-ins, 
State facilitated development, and Infrastructure designations. All of 
these provide different pathways for housing developments to progress 
through for State government consideration.  
 
Many local governments brought in ‘risk smart’ approval processes, 
guaranteeing a short approval turn around (e.g. 10 days) for simple 
planning approvals. These were in response to the mining boom, pre-
GFC, and many local governments went to considerable lengths to 
provide this service. This indicates that alternate approval processes can 
be introduced without any legislative reform.    
 
We also highlight that improving the efficiency of development 
assessment is not limited to regulatory reform but also involves policy 
and administrative action. "Fit for purpose" planning instruments and 
better allocation of resources within existing systems can deliver more 
timely and effective improvements. 
 
Further, PIA has reservations about enhancing the role of building 
certifiers to manage planning approvals without evidence of significant 
benefit. Any major changes to roles must be carefully considered to avoid 
unintended consequences, including a lack of transparency and 
accountability in the approval process. 
 
PIA submits that any opportunities for reform should be considered 
as part of a broader review of the planning and building interface. The 
focus of any regulatory reform should be on improving the existing, 
"mainstream" approval processes to deliver maximum benefit. 
 
Further, PIA submits there are opportunities to improve the statutory 
planning scheme amendment process to ensure planning instruments 
remain up-to-date and relevant.  
 
 
2.3 Impact of land use regulation 

The Interim Report claims that land use regulation is a significant 
impediment to productivity, citing issues like restrictions on housing 
density, limits on developable land, and delays. While PIA acknowledges 
that these are legitimate concerns, the report’s assertions reflect a 
superficial view that fundamentally misunderstands the nature and scope 
of Queensland’s planning system. 
 
The report’s statements that the system is "complex, difficult to navigate, 
inefficient, and lacks transparency" are vague and do not provide a basis 
for comparison. The property and construction industry is a multi-billion 
dollar sector, and given the critical role of the planning system to all 
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Queenslanders, a comprehensive regulatory framework is both 
necessary and appropriate, notwithstanding it can always be improved.  
 
PIA fundamentally disagrees that planning regulation is a major 
impediment to housing supply and disputes the assumption that housing 
productivity performs worse than other industries because of it. All land 
use and development are regulated in a similar manner. If anything, 
housing development often receives preferential regulation. 
 
The Interim Report Part B, goes further to say that: 
• Queensland’s planning system provides few opportunities for 

communities to be involved in decision making, other than to oppose 
development 

• Housing affordability has declined 
• Across SEQ most development is occurring on the urban fringe 

imposing significant costs and adverse impacts; and 
• The planning system is complex, difficult to navigate, inefficient and 

lacks transparency and accountability. 
 
The assertions that the Queensland planning system lacks opportunities 
for community engagement or lacks transparency and accountability 
ignore the comprehensive statutory processes around plan making and 
development assessment and the inherently political nature of policy 
setting and regulation by State and local governments. The Planning Act 
provides clear rules and timeframes for consultation, providing a higher 
degree of certainty than systems that rely on panel decisions at the end 
of the process. 
 
In summary, PIA does not agree that land use regulation is a 
significant impediment to productivity without further robust 
evidence that demonstrates a clear cause-and-effect relationship and 
shows that regulatory changes will lead to significant benefits for 
housing delivery. 
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3. PIA’s recommendations for reform to 
enhance productivity 

 
PIA’s four solutions for improving productivity include:  

1. The need for an independent Growth Monitoring Authority and 
investment in data, an evidence base, and technology. 

2. An independent review of the planning and building regulation 
interface to streamline approval of low risk housing. 

3. Addressing infill and density uplift in well-located areas through 
collaborative solutions, such as streamlined planning scheme 
amendments. 

4. Ongoing investment in long-term structure planning with 
integrated infrastructure planning. 
 

These solutions are detailed below.  
 
3.1 Investment in technology and an independent Growth 

Monitoring Authority   
 
The Interim Report notes that "regulators need to be more accountable," 
including through the publication of data on planning system 
performance. PIA agrees and has long called for enhanced investment in 
this area. 
 
Queensland has 77 different local government administering the planning 
system, making it a challenge to consolidate information. It is critical that 
the QPC’s recommendations clearly differentiate between the concepts 
of land supply, development capacity, density, housing targets, and the 
number of active approvals. 
 
3.1.1. Data Collection and Reporting 
The issues of what data is collected, what metrics are used, and whether 
systems are compatible all require separate examination. While the 
State’s Land Supply and Development Monitoring Report is a valuable 
resource, its release schedule is not regular, and the data can be 
outdated upon publication. While local governments have invested in 
their own systems, there is no common data collection system to provide 
consistent insights. 
 
3.1.2. Digitisation and Automation 
There is significant opportunity for improving lodgement and processing 
systems through investment. If a state-wide common system or 
dashboard is desired, the State should lead this initiative in consultation 
with local governments. 
 
3.1.3. Using Technology for Future Reform 
PIA agrees there is great opportunity for using technology and AI to 
enhance processes. Queensland is lagging behind other states in this 
regard. PIA's 2025-26 Budget submission called for investment in digital 
infrastructure for planning. 
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Solution: A Queensland PlanTech Strategy 
PlanTech is not just about better tools for planners; it's about 
empowering communities, accelerating housing and infrastructure 
delivery, and building sustainable futures. The benefits of a digitally-
enabled approach to planning include: 
 

• Accelerated housing and infrastructure delivery. 
• Reduced costs and improved efficiency. 
• Enhanced engagement and transparency. 
• A direct response to calls for productivity. 
• Demonstrating leadership toward the 2032 Olympic Games. 

 
PIA believes that this investment is a key area where the Queensland 
Government can contribute to meaningful acceleration and productivity 
to gain a state-wide picture of progress through data.  
 

 
3.2.      Planning and Building interface reform  
 
PIA has been advocating for a review of the interface between planning 
and building. The review will require clarity on scope and dedicated 
professionals in a taskforce style arrangement to stress test the various 
parts of the system. In May 2025 a joint letter from PIA, LGAQ and 
Master Builders Queensland to Minister O’Connor outlined the context of 
this request:  
 
“Queensland councils have already zoned broad hectare land for 586,779 
homes, according to the QGSO, as well as hundreds of thousands of 
apartments and townhouses, according to the Department of State 
Development, Infrastructure and Planning.  
 
Meanwhile, productivity in the housing construction sector has decreased 
by 53 per cent since 1995 and the total number of new dwellings 
completed in 2024 dropped by 8.9 per cent.  
 
It is clear that barriers exist to delivering new housing at a pace and scale 
which meet the needs of Queensland’s growing communities. The LGAQ, 
MBQ and PIA have identified that a key barrier to delivering quality 
housing in the timely manner is a lack of clarity, efficiency and 
accountability at the interface of Queensland’s planning and building 
frameworks.  
 

PIA calls for: 
State Government to take the lead, invest and provide funding 
streams for innovation in PlanTech for a better, more efficient 
planning system, 2025, including:  

• Develop PlanTech Strategy with a Digital Planning Taskforce 
• Launch the $20 million PlanTech Acceleration Fund 
• Establish the Growth Monitoring Authority 
• Develop the State-Led AI in DA Solution 
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This is contributing to project delays, inefficiencies, reduced housing 
supply responsiveness, and reduced certainty and confidence in the  
development/ building approvals process.  
 
Our collective view is that the relationship between Queensland’s Planning 
Act 2016 and Building Act 1975 is insufficiently integrated, resulting in 
inefficiency, regulatory overlap, confusion, and in some cases, direct 
conflict.” 
 
Importantly, the recent release of the draft Queensland housing code 
(QHC) does not resolve the tension between planning and building 
frameworks in Queensland. As we previously advised, our view is that the 
relationship between Queensland's Planning Act 2016 and Building Act 
1975 is insufficiently integrated, resulting in inefficiency, regulatory 
overlap, confusion, and in some cases, direct conflict. 
In our submission to the draft QHC (June 2025), PIA calls for a review to: 
 
• Be led by a qualified and independent planning and legal expert, with 

stakeholder credibility; 
• Deliver clear legislative and procedural recommendations to 

harmonise the two frameworks; 
• Include targeted consultation with local governments, planners, 

industry, certifiers, and other relevant stakeholders; 
• Be completed within a defined timeframe (e.g. 3 months); and  
• Not fetter the timely finalisation of the Queensland Housing Code. 
 
Solutions:  

 
 
3.3.      Unlocking density and infill development  
 
At a recent PIA-led event with developers, economists, and other 
stakeholders, we explored the challenges of ‘Making good development 
stack up. The session found that infill development is the most sensitive 
to feasibility challenges. Even small changes in design, access to capital, 
or planning provisions can render projects unfeasible. 
 
While many local planning instruments seek to attract higher density, a 
short examination of many planning schemes would likely reveal an 
oversupply of higher-density zoning that has not yet been converted into 
housing. The Interim Report's assumption that "increased development 
rights [upzoning] translates into more housing supply in greater density" 
is fundamentally incorrect. PIA notes that the NSW government has 
recently introduced a capital guarantee for this type of development to 
increase supply. 

PIA calls for:  
• The Queensland Government commits to an independent 

review of the interface between the Planning Act 2016 and 
Building Act 1975, to be completed by the end of 2025 
including establishment of a taskforce 
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Overwhelmingly, across the state, local planning instruments seek to 
attract higher density and housing forms other than single dwelling 
houses to improve infrastructure delivery efficiency and enable 
investment in high quality of life outcomes. PIA whole heartedly agrees 
with the discussion in the Interim Report (Section 10.1) that infrastructure 
delivery is more economic when used intensively, that well-located 
apartments are part of the solution, and that higher density may improve 
affordability.  
 
At this point PIA cautions on the overt reliance upon situations in isolated 
LGAs vs the broader housing and zoning equation across the State. The 
statement on page 162 “[the analysis] assumes increased development 
rights [upzoning] translates into more housing supply in greater density.” 
is not supported by evidence. A short examination of many planning 
schemes in Queensland would reveal a likely oversupply of higher density 
zoning without successful conversion to housing due to the sensitivity of 
delivery, especially lending practices and access to capital. PIA notes the 
NSW government has recently moved with a capital guarantee for this 
type of development to enable increased supply.  
 
The SEQRP ambitiously included ‘High amenity areas’ for the 
achievement of infill development, a concept PIA cautiously supported 
with reservations on the criteria and nomination of these. PIA’s SEQRP 
submission of 2023 called for:   
 
“The areas for development of higher densities are recommended to be 
identified by considering where people want to live, where development is 
viable and where existing infrastructure can support the planning intent to 
focus on well serviced areas. For High amenity areas to tangibly 
contribute to housing supply in the short term, these areas need to be 
mapped and the minimum densities applied in development assessment 
where a local government has not reflected the policy intent. Policy 
settings may be adjusted accordingly such as:  

• Identifying target areas and timing considerations  
• Identify the mechanism that will allow local instruments to be 

efficiently changed or overridden  
• Allow development of density in a variety of locations that are not 

necessarily major centres  
• Review car parking rates  
• Identify and provide funding sources and/ or resources to enable 

this concentrated planning to be delivered in the short term and 
address local infrastructure needs  

• Ensure regulatory controls are fit for purpose - everything under 5 
storeys is code assessable for example  

• Set minimum densities; and  
 Ensure development uncertainties are address such as call in 

powers where timeframes are not being met (deemed approval 
call in) which will require robust upfront planning. ” (section 1.3.5, 
p.17) 
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3.4.        The need for investment in longer term planning with 

integrated infrastructure  
 
Addressing Queensland’s unprecedented population growth, housing 
challenges, and increasing natural disasters require a proactive and well-
resourced planning framework. Adequate resourcing and investment in 
long-term strategic planning is of critical importance to the state's future. 
 
The state government’s ambitious program for regional plan renewal 
provides an ideal opportunity to address these challenges. This initiative 
should incorporate outcomes from the Local Housing Action Plans 
(LHAPs), provide essential support to Local Government Areas (LGAs) 
for implementation, and crucially, align infrastructure planning with 
growth expectations.  PIA has developed 8 Principles for contemporary 
regional plans  in anticipation of this agenda, one of which Principle 3 is 
for a connected and integrated plan:  
 

 
Figure 1: Principle 3 from 8 Principles for contemporary regional plans 

The government's immediate commitment of over $2 billion to the 
Housing Activation Fund underscores a significant bottleneck in the 
delivery of trunk infrastructure at the required pace. This investment 

PIA calls for:  
• LGAs and the State convene to discuss details of challenges 

across industry stakeholders to develop collaborative 
strategies to deliver diversity and density where it is needed. 
This can be in association with delivery of the LHAPs 
mentioned above. LGAs such as Cairns Regional Council 
which is currently undertaking growth planning, Townsville 
with its Federally backed City Deal or Mackay which has an 
excellent in-house growth model should be included as state-
wide representatives.   

• Exploration of funding guarantee – similar to the NSW 
government guarantee, to facilitate desired housing diversity 
to address financial burden and capital access challenges  

• Design pilots and compliant architectural plans or guidance to 
assist small developers; and 

• Infill infrastructure funding to LGAs to specifically uplift 
desirable or transforming areas (which PIA has previously 
advocated)   
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highlights that while funding is available, a lack of coordinated long-term 
planning has constrained the delivery of development-ready land. 
 
The role of planning in housing delivery includes  coordinating a pipeline 
of well-located housing with existing and planned infrastructure capacity, 
population trends, and housing preferences. By putting the right housing 
in the right place, planning ensures that long-term affordability is 
achieved without compromising the creation of quality, liveable 
communities. Investment in robust planning at the outset, through strong 
planning schemes and structured planning, provides market certainty and 
facilitates orderly investment. This is essential for the cost-effective 
delivery of housing and infrastructure needed to support long-term 
growth. 
 
To secure an ongoing pipeline of serviced land, PIA’s 2025-26 Budget 
submission called for dedicated funding to fast-track strategic and 
regional planning. Greater support, emphasis, and funding for 
collaboration and the integration of planning and infrastructure is 
required to deliver well-serviced, barrier-free land. 
  
Solutions  

 
 
 

PIA calls for:  
• Regional planning as an opportunity to identify and prioritise 

strategic planning, location of key infrastructure, plans for 
delivery of same and implementation of existing LHAPs and 
corresponding streamlined processes for planning scheme 
amendments; and  

• Enhanced funding for strategic planning as requested in our 
PIA Qld 25-26 budget submission. 


























