
STATUS REPORT: PLANNING PROFESSIONS ACT: AMENDMENT BILL 

 
Members will recall that the Department of Rural Development and Land Reform (RDLR), in collaboration 
with the South African Council for Planners (SACPLAN), conducted a Stakeholder Engagement Process 
during the latter part of 2015 and the early part of 2016 pertaining to the proposed amendment of the 
Planning Professions Act, 2002 (Act 36 of 2002). 
 
The SAACPP has been informed that, although the draft amendment bill has been prepared and has been 
made ready for presentation to Parliament, it has been withdrawn as a result of ongoing discussions 
between the Minister of Rural Development and Land Reform and the Minister of Planning, Monitoring and 
Evaluation (DPME) concerning the possibility of the South African Council for Planners being “reallocated” to 
DPME and to no longer fall under the auspices of the Department of Rural Development and Land Reform. 
DPME was established in 2014 via the merging of the National Planning Commission Secretariat in the 
Presidency with the then Department of Performance, Monitoring and Evaluation. 
 
One of the DPME’s objectives is to translate the National Development Plan (NDP) into medium term 
strategic frameworks, so-called 5 year “building blocks”, to achieve the NDP Vision 2030. 
 
Although no final decision has been taken with regard to the possible moving of the planning profession to a 
different department, there is some concern that the proposed amendments to the Planning Professions Act, 
2002 (Act 36 of 2002) should not be finalized by the DRDLR when the possibility exists that it is may find 
application in a different department, in time to come. 
 
The timing of this matter remains entirely unclear, but is not expected to be brought to a final conclusion 
within the next 1 to 2 years. 
 
Part of the “fallout” of this new challenge facing the planning profession, is the associated delay in finalizing 
the regulations to the Planning Professions Act, 2002 (Act 36 of 2002), with particular reference to the 
identification of work to be reserved for registered planners. Members will recall that the draft Regulations in 
this regard were published some time ago (for comment), to which various objections were raised, mainly by 
colleagues from the land surveying profession. Again, the current department (Rural Development and Land 
Reform) is loath to take further steps with regard to the aforesaid Regulations against the background of the 
uncertainty described above. 
 
In the recent past, there has been a growing voice of discontent from within the profession, suggesting that 
the Department of Rural Development and Land Reform is not necessarily the most appropriate “home” for 
the planning profession. Whether the Department of Planning, Monitoring and Evaluation fits the bill will only 
become clear in time to come. In the interim, planners, proverbially, are at sea in what appears to be a 
rudderless ship, seeking a friendly port from which to further advance their cause. 
 
Further reports will follow as and when the Association becomes aware of new developments. 
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