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SUBMISSIONS

This document contains the questions posed by the Commission in its Discussion Paper and on which it invites submissions. Respondents are invited to use this document as a template for submissions on any or all of the issues raised in the Discussion Paper.

Submissions should be sent to:

	Email:		lawreform.commission@justice.qld.gov.au
	Facsimile:	(07) 3247 9045
	The Secretary
	Queensland Law Reform Commission
	PO Box 13312
	George Street Post Shop  Qld  4003

An appointment to make an oral submission may be made by telephoning:
	(07) 3247 4544

Closing date: 10 August 2015


PRIVACY AND CONFIDENTIALITY

Any personal information you provide in a submission will be collected by the Queensland Law Reform Commission for the purposes of its review of the Neighbourhood Disputes (Dividing Fences and Trees) Act 2011 (Qld).

Unless clearly indicated otherwise, the Commission may refer to or quote from your submission and refer to your name in future publications for this review. Further, future publications for this review will be published on the Commission’s website.

Please indicate clearly if you do not want your submission, or any part of it, or your name to be referred to in a future publication for the review. Please note however that all submissions may be subject to disclosure under the Right to Information Act 2009 (Qld), and access applications for submissions, including those for which confidentiality has been requested, will be determined in accordance with that Act.
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	3-2 	Should there be any changes to the current exemptions in respect of the State and/or local governments?
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	3-3	Should the definition of land ‘affected by a tree’ in section 46 of the Act be changed in any way?
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	3-6	Should the Act expressly deal with questions of liability arising from a person going onto a neighbour’s land pursuant to a notice under section 57 of the Act?
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	3-8 	Is the prescribed maximum contribution of $300 appropriate?
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	3-14 	Should section 66(3)(b)(ii) of the Act be changed to limit its operation to a view that existed no longer than five years, or some other period, before the application is made?
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	3-18 	Should section 75 of the Act be changed to include a further matter QCAT may consider for interference which is an obstruction of sunlight or a view, namely when the obstruction / interference arose?
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[bookmark: _Toc424642641]Other matters
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	3-26 	Are there any other matters that you wish to raise in relation to how trees are dealt with under the Act or under any other Act or law?
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	4-4 	Should all agreements about dividing fence and tree disputes reached at DRB mediation be enforceable in QCAT? Or should such an agreement be enforceable in QCAT only if the neighbours agree in writing that it be enforceable?
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