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Design and Building Practitioners Regulation 2020 

Stakeholder Feedback Template Form 

This template has been designed to help you make a written submission as part of the public 

consultation on the Design and Building Practitioners Regulation 2020. 

The template contains three sections to guide stakeholders to providing feedback on: 

• Regulatory Impact Statement 
• Draft Design and Building Practitioners Regulation 2020 

• Draft Continuing Professional Development Guidelines for Prescribed Practitioners 

• Draft Continuing Professional Development Guidelines for Professional Engineers. 
 
 
 

You don’t have to give feedback on all sections and can feel free to choose which questions 

or fields that would like to fill in. 

Submissions close 5:00pm 11 January 2021 
 

 
Your Name: Rod Brown 

Organisation Name: Various organisations (responding as an individual today) 

Date: Nov 25th 2020 

 

About you 

Please share information about yourself or the organisation that you are responding 

on behalf of. This information helps us work out what various groups think about the 

changes and how they will be affected. 

If the reforms will affect the work you or your organisation does, please tell us what 

that work is. 

If you think you will need to be registered as a Design Practitioner, Principal Design 

Practitioner, Building Practitioner or a Professional Engineer, please share details of 

your qualifications and experience. 

If you are a member of the public, please share the reason you are interested in 

these reforms and how you learnt about them. 

Please feel free to share any other details you think will help us develop these 

reforms. 
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Regulatory Impact Statement (RIS) 

Please use this section to provide feedback on the RIS. The questions from the RIS have 

been reproduced here for convenience. Page numbers in brackets refer to the section in the 

RIS. 
 

Scope of reforms (page 15) 

1. Do you think the reforms should be expanded to other types of buildings over time? 
 
 

No, the reforms should not be expanded to other types of buildings. 

Why/Why not? If so, which types of buildings do you think should be next? 

Should not be expanded to other types of buildings because: 

• Other types are covered by extensive regulatory control, often tailored to the 

building type. 

• If reforms are to be considered, they should not attempt to use the reforms 

which we understand are targeted at class 2 building, or a building containing 

a class 2 part. 

• Existing and proposed reforms for multi-residential developments are 

excessive and impractical. Underlying challenges should be addressed before 

embarking on the proposed reforms. 

 
 
2. Do you agree that the reforms should only apply to existing arrangements where the 

Complying Development Certificate or Construction Certificate has been applied for on or 

after 1 July 2021? Why/Why not? 

 

 
No - the reforms should not apply until sufficient time has been allowed to properly test the 

practicalities. As an interim measure, action should be taken against only the developers 

already listed by the Commissioner as being irresponsible. 

 

Regulated design (page 17) 

3. Are the proposed exclusions from ‘building work’ appropriate? Why/Why not? 

Exclusions should be further considered. 
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4. Are there other works that should be exempted? Please provide the basis for the 

exemption and when the exemption should be effective (for example, a description of the 

works or threshold of the value including the reason for that value). 

 
 
 
 

Registration of Compliance Declaration practitioners 

(page 23) 

5. Do you support the proposed classes of Design Practitioner? Why or why not? 

No – further consideration is required 

6. Are there other types of Design Practitioners that should be included or any that should 

be removed? If so, what are they and why? 

 

7. Do you support the proposed qualification, skills, knowledge and experience 

requirements for each class of practitioner? Why or why not? Please make suggestions 

for additional or alternative requirements. 

 
 

Proposed requirements are admirable but unrealistic. Of my peer group, I may be the 

only practitioner who would meet the requirements. 

 

 
8. Other than qualifications, skills, knowledge and experience requirements, are there any 

other eligibility criteria that applicants should meet to be eligible for registration? 

 

Ability to act in manner that is conducive to sustainable development, in terms of societal, 

economic and environmental sustainability.  The reforms potentially distract practitioners 

from more important priorities. 

 

9. Do you agree that practitioners should be required to have 5 years of recent and relevant 

practical experience? 

 

Minimum should be 10 years, and subject to the condition stated above. 
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10. Some classes of practitioner have been proposed with authority to work on low and 

medium rise buildings? Do you support this approach? 

 

No.  Small projects are occasionally of higher risk, for example if not managed by Tier 1 

developers/constructors. 

 
 
 

 
Registration of Professional Engineers (page 29) 

11. Are there any other areas of engineering that should be captured for the purposes of 

designing or constructing a class 2 building, or a building containing a class 2 part? 

 
 
 
12. Do you support a co-regulatory approach for the registration of engineers? 

 
 
 

13. Pathway 1 will require an engineer to satisfy certain qualifications, skills, knowledge and 

experience requirements. Are there any other eligibility criteria that engineers should 

meet before being registered? 

 
 
 
14. The Regulation proposes recognition of Washington Accord accredited qualifications. Do 

you think this is appropriate? If not, what alternative approach do you suggest? 

 
 
 
15. Under Pathway 2 what criteria do you think the professional engineering body should 

satisfy to be eligible to perform their function? 

 
 
 
16. Would you be supportive of professional bodies developing a PSS for Pathway 3 to be 

available? 

 
 
 
17. Do you agree that Professional Engineers should be required to have 5 years of recent 

and relevant practical experience? 
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18. Do you support the proposed generic list of skills and knowledge requirements for all 

classes of engineering (excluding fire safety)? If not, please outline what you think the 

specific skills and knowledge for each class of engineer should be. 

 
 
 
 

Compliance Declaration Scheme: practitioner 

requirements (page 38) 

19. Do you support the proposal that all construction issued regulated designs must be 

lodged before any building work can commence? Why or why not? 

 

No – unless industry wide underlying challenges are resolved. 
 
 
20. Do you support the Building Practitioner being primarily responsible for lodging regulated 

designs on the NSW Planning Portal? Why or why not? If not, who do you think should 

be responsible at the different lodgement points? Please explain your answer. 

 

Portal should not exist.  It is too vulnerable to misuse. 
 
 

21. Do you support the matters covered in the Design Compliance Declaration? Why or why 

not? 

 

No – there is a need for further consideration. 
 
 

 
22. Do you consider any other matters should be included in the Design Compliance 

Declaration? 

 
 
 
23. Do you support the proposed title block? Are there any other matters that should be 

included in the title block? 

 

No – there is a need for further consideration. 
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24. Do you support the title block being available in a .dwg format? 

No – there is a need for further consideration. 

 
 
 
25. Do you support the proposal that varied regulated designs be lodged within 1 day of the 

building work being commenced? Why or why not? 

No – there is a need for further consideration. 
 
 

 
26. Do you support the proposal that the Building Compliance Declaration, regulated designs 

and variation statements be lodged prior to the application for the Occupation  

Certificate? Why or why not? 

No – there is a need for further consideration. 
 
 
 

27. Are there further matters that should be included in the Building Compliance 

Declaration? If so, what are they? 

Yes– there is a need for further consideration. 
 
 

 
28. Are there further matters that should be included in the Principal Compliance 

Declaration? If so, what are they? 

Yes– there is a need for further consideration. 
 
 
 
 
 

Insurance (page 51) 

29. Do you support the approach proposed for insurance requirements for Design 

Practitioners and Professional Engineers? Why or why not? 

 
 
 
30. Do you consider additional insurance requirements should be prescribed for Design 

Practitioners and Professional Engineers? If so, what? 



7  

31. Do you support the proposed transitional arrangements that exempt Building 

Practitioners from being insured for issuing Building Compliance Declarations? Why or 

why not? 

 
 
 

 

Continuing professional development (CPD) (page 54) 

32. Do you support the proposed CPD requirements for Design and Building Practitioners? 

Why or why not? 

Yes, but good practitioners already meet the standard. 
 
 
 

33. What types of training, education or topic areas would be relevant for the functions 

carried out by Design and Building Practitioners? 

Only those which include sustainable development as part of the curriculum. 
 
 
 

34. Do you support the proposed CPD requirements for engineers under pathway 1? 
 
 
 
 

35. Do you support the mandatory CPD topic areas? Why/why not? Please make any 

suggestions for amendments and explain why they are necessary. 

 
 
 
 
 

Penalty notice offences (page 57) 

36. Do you support the proposed penalty notice offences and amounts proposed in 

Appendix 1? Why or why not? 

 

No – the industry is not sophisticated or strong enough to survive such a regime 
 
 
 
 
37. Do you think the proposed penalty notice offences and amounts are fair and reasonable? 
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Fees (page 59) 

38. Do you support the reasons for the proposed fees? Why or why not? 
 
 
 

No – these proposals are completely out of touch with commercial reaility. Cowboys will be 

appointed to more projects. 

 
 
 

 
39. What do you think NSW Fair Trading should consider in determining the fees? 

 
 
 

Logical realism. 
 
 
 
 

40. Are you interested in being involved in targeted stakeholder consultation on fees? 
 
 
 

yes 
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Proposed Design and Building Practitioners 

Regulation 2020 

Please use this section to provide feedback on the proposed Regulation. Headings have 

been included to assist you in providing feedback on particular topics covered in the 

Regulation. 

 

1. Part 2 – Regulated designs and types of work 
Requirements for regulated designs and compliance declarations, building work and 
professional engineering work 

 
 

 
2. Part 3 – Requirements for designs and building work 

Lodgement of designs and compliance declarations, requirements of principal design 
practitioners and building practitioners 

 
 

 
3. Part 4 – Registration of practitioners 

Applications and conditions of registration and registration obligations 
 
 

 
4. Part 5 – Recognition of professional bodies of engineers 

Applications and requirements for recognition or registration scheme 
 
 

 
5. Part 6 – Insurance 

Insurance for design and principal design practitioners, professional engineers, 
building practitioners and adequacy of cover 

 
 

 
6. Part 7 – Record keeping 

Record keeping for design and principal design practitioners, professional engineers, 
building practitioners 

 
 

 
7. Part 8 – Miscellaneous 

Authorised and penalty notice officers, exchange of information, transitional 
arrangements for insurance for building practitioners and qualifications for fire system 
designers and work done under existing arrangements. 
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8. Schedule 1 – Classes of registration 
Classes of registration for practitioners and scope of work 

 
 

 

9. Schedule 2 – Qualifications, experience, knowledge and skills 
For building practitioners, design practitioners, principal design practitioners and 
professional engineers 

 
 
 
 

10. Schedule 3 – Continuing professional development 
CPD for prescribed practitioners and CPD for professional engineers 

 
 

 
11. Schedule 4 – Code of practice 

Code for prescribed practitioners and code for professional engineers 
 
 

 
12. Schedule 5 – Penalty notice offences 

 
 

13. Schedule 6 – Forms 
Design Compliance Declaration 

 
 

 
14. General feedback 

Any other comments you would like to make on the proposed Regulation. 
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Proposed Continuing Professional Development 

Guidelines (CPD Guidelines) 

Please use this section to provide feedback on the proposed CPD Guidelines. There are two 

Guidelines we are seeking feedback on: 

1. CPD Guidelines for prescribed practitioners (design practitioners, principal design 
practitioners and building practitioners) and, 

2. CPD Guidelines for professional engineers. 
 

Questions have been included to assist you in providing feedback. 
 

CPD Guideline for prescribed practitioners 

1. Do you consider that requiring practitioners to undertake three hours of CPD activity is 

appropriate? Why or why not? 

 
 
 

 
2. Do you support that CPD activities must be from the approved platforms? If not, please 

explain why. 

 
 

 
3. Do you support the guidelines prioritising technical CPD activity (i.e., improving 

knowledge and understanding of the National Construction Code and Building Code of 

Australia) over other CPD activities? If not, please explain why. 

 
 
 

 
4. The Department is working with industry to develop courses that would assist 

practitioners. What courses or topic areas should be developed and available on the 

Construct NSW Learning Management System? We are particularly interested in 

providing courses that cover gaps in current learning content. 

 
 
 

 
5. Are there any other general comments you would like to make on the Continuing 

Professional Development Guidelines for prescribed practitioners? 
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CPD Guidelines for professional engineers 

1. Do you support the proposed CPD structure and allocation of points? Why/why not? 

Please make any suggestions for amendments and explain why they are necessary. 

 
 
 

 
2. Do you support the mandatory CPD topic areas? Why/why not? Please make any 

suggestions for amendments and explain why they are necessary. 

 
 
 

 
3. Are there any activities that should be included/not included as: 

a) Formal education and training activities? 

b) Informal education and training activities? 
 
 
 
 

 
4. Structured training courses available from Construct NSW Learning System and from the 

Australian Building Codes Board are proposed to count for 2 CPD points. Do you support 

this approach? 

 
 
 

 
5. The Department is working with industry to develop courses that would assist 

professional engineers. What courses or topic areas should be developed and available 

on the Construct NSW Learning Management System? We are particularly interested in 

providing courses that cover gaps in current learning content. 

 
 
 

 
6. Are there any other general comments you would like to make on the Continuing 

Professional Development Guidelines for Professional Engineers? 


