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Groundswell Gloucester Submission - Independent Planning Commission (IPC) review 

 

Groundswell Gloucester has had direct experience with the Planning and Assessment Commission 

(PAC) (predecessor of IPC) with the Planning Assessment Commission Meeting held in 

Gloucester on 14 & 15 November 2017, in its consideration of the Rocky Hill Coal Project.  

Groundswell Gloucester and many community members presented and made submissions to this 

PAC in opposition to the Rocky Hill Coal Project. 

 

In this instance the PAC determination agreed with the Department of Planning’s report as follows: 

 

NSW Planning and Environment’s Report: STATE SIGNIFICANT DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT 

Rocky Hill Coal Project (SSD 5156)  

“the Department does not consider that the amended project is able to or should be approved, and the 

Department does not recommend that the Commission approve the development.” 

 

NSW Planning Assessment Commission Determination Report Rocky Hill Coal Project (SSD 5156) 

• The creation and operation of an open cut coal mine in this proposed location within the RU1 

and E3 zones of the Gloucester Local Environmental Plan 2010 is in direct contravention of 

each zone’s objectives 

• The residential visual impact of the mine would be significant throughout all stages of the 

project; and 

• The project is not in the public interest 

“For the reasons set out above, the Commission has determined to refuse consent to the 

development application”. 

 

Groundswell Gloucester’s submission is that the public interest is best served by retaining 

the Independent Planning Commission in its present, but strengthened form, because: 

• The IPC is perceived by the community to be free from political influence, whereas the 

community feels that political decisions are often influenced by such things as political 

donations and political allegiances. 

• It provides an important safeguard against corruption in the planning system, something which 

has been recognised by ICAC. 

• The IPC is a particularly crucial check on developments classified as ‘state significant’ which 

don’t require concurrence from any other agencies or from local government. 

• The Department of Planning provides little transparency in relation to the details of meetings 

with proponents or other government agencies, whilst the IPC provides transcripts of all 

interactions with proponents and agencies. 

• IPC is able to hear the concerns of the community, as community members and groups have 

difficulty procuring meetings with NSW ministers.  

• Communities in mining-affected regions have little trust in the Department of Planning or 

political representatives to take a balanced approach to managing land use conflict, and rely 

on the IPC for an independent and objective consideration of highly damaging and 

controversial mining projects.  






