Sub # 121
Mr. David Lobweln

NANGWEE QLD 4407

Monday, 7 July, 2014

The Research Direcior

fgriculiure, Resources and Emvironmant Commitise
Parligman] House

Gaangs Strest

ERIZEANE QLD 4000

via emall; ARECHparliament qhl goy ay

Desar Sirfadam,
Mingral and Enargy Resources (Common Provisions) Bill 2014
Thank you for the apparunity ba provide submissions on the abovemenSianed Bill (the Bil)

This submession is made by David G. Lobwesin. Together wih Lyla N, Lobwein and Wayne A,
Lobwein we awn and opesate three grain growing propariies (approcrmabaly 45 kilomeden
south of Dadby), on some of the mast fertle land in Austraka. This proposed egislaton 5 of
grave concern io us 88 proposed aspects of the Bill have potential fo severely limet the
managamani oplions, Nexibdity and wabily of our cperaan o gs haghes! and best primary
produchion capacity.

As an owersl statement | would firstéy like to say thet the amendments proposed concem me
greatly as they seek to substanlialy aler long held principles and nghts of landholders in
Cuesnsland with vidually o banedits flessng back to us from the proposal The Gowernment
has made and continues fo make promisas that the sea of the reforms |8 1o harmoniss the
vasious pleces of legisiation and thal no landhalders will be warse off unless they agreed bo
be. | wery much like that idea but unforlenately | consider the progosals aimost antinely make
tamdhaldars warse off

In the first reading speach on § June 3014, the Honoralle AP Cripps states that the goad of
this Bill is [o “sphmize devsapmaent and wse of Quoansimnd's mineral and eRargy MaoATes
and o manage ovenraoping cosl and pelroleom authonbes for coal seam gas™. ARer
raviewing the Bill, | cannot help but come to the conciesion that achieverment of this goal has
oema at ihe axpanse of nol only Landhoiders, bud all Queensland ctizens.

Il minerals are, supposedly, a "ceamman resowrce” hald by the Crown, why ane the inlerssis
of the “common” beng ignared and silenced by this B#? i & abundantly clear thal these
“drsiny dévedoped relprms” (page 2, Explanatory Mobtes of the Bil) place the inemests of
mdusiry befora the nteresls of Ceesnaland citizens. | urge the Commitise 1o sddress tha
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imbadarce and not only acknowledge, but acively consider and apply the mberesis of the
citzens for whom the common resturce = held, rthes than ignore and silence them - as is
proposed by this B

Thi amendments 1o e EPA afectively mean that public notification will cnly be required for
sibe-spacihic Environmental Authorly applicationa’variations. Standard applicalions will mot
requing @y form of public nobibcation and, as a consequence of thal. @ submission canmal
b= made by 8 member of the public on such an application, regardiess of the impact that it
may have. Such a proposal i fundamentaily wnffair and ungust to Cusensiand cilzens. |
want {0 be able io object 1o make submissions on the Envronmental Authosity, oo objoct o
ils granting, & the proposal will affect me or the environmant regardiess of ils size.

It is & fundsmental community Aght to know what mines afe proposed in Queensland. Minas
by their vary nafure have a fundamental impact on communities and any member of the
community should be able to know whal mines ars proposed. It | will be affected, or aven if |
am ikaly to be atfected, by the decision to aporove an environmental authonty far @ mine,
shauldn't | have & nght b khow aboud the applcaton and have & say on the applicaticn
balare L is approved? The removal of notificatson for applications which ane nol sfe-3pecific
appacahons s & blatant densal of natural justice and degrades righis that | currently have. |
do not think the proposal can be jatified en the bass that if is just making it consistent with
i e relating 1o CSG matiers. | think $5G matiers should be brought in line with maning
mase matiars

Also | do not ke fhe idea of the Minster deciding whedher or nod applications thal propase io
wary an environmental authorty in & signiSeant way sre io be publically natified | do nod
urrderstand of sccept this proposal. i an environmental autharity 18 1o be wared and it s
likaly o affect me, | want 1o be able to have a say. Diherwise | am likely to ba progressivaly
affected and have no say in how | am being affecled. In all but cases imvolving minar
vanations, applications o vary environmantal authortties should be publcaily advenised and
people have a right to hawe 8 say in what oocurs

Thia nght to make subfmessions on, and consequently object to. the conditions of an
environmantal authority should not be removed To do so will place the interests of privala
enjerprise exiracling a Stabe held rescurce in frond of the rights of Queensianders

Objections to Mining Leases

The amendmants to section 260 of the Mo Rescurces Act 1889 (Oid) (MRA) are ameng
the most concermang to me. | again emphasise thal, wnder the MRA. minerats are the
propevty of the Crown and they iherefore cannot be held privataly by companies. By
resmsdving public cbjection rights regarding the granting of fenure o extract & Crown held
regurce, | will be denied an apporundly 1o participate i decisions which will mfluencs a
“coimeTsOn resourca”, All persona and groups should, as they are cumently enfitled to, be
efforded the opporunity to object io a proposed mining ledse

Fusther, under tha Bill, 3 person who lves next door o 8 proposad open cut coal mene and 5
liedy bo duthed impacts such as dust. light and noise disturbance. will have o ngis lo object
to the granting of the mining lease a8 they do mot fall within the definition of an “affecied
parsan”, | urge the commtiee 1o appropriaiely. consider this proposal — how can a parson
who suffovs the impacts of the mining lease (e a neighbor) nol be an “affecied person™?
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whan my rights jo object are beng diminishad. | feal like ths Ministar will have &8 tha say
and this concams me particulary when | haar whal has been ccouring recently in NSW. If |
chofs | wanl to b able lo have say and have thal say heard by an independent parson | e
e Land Couwt

it sagraces My nghis Snd places Swm befurd The neresis of indusiny

Furthar. the propoaal for restricted and a7mas o only 800l o ey 898 uiad & T Gma e
reCurce Suthonfy was Ongpnally granied o concermeng s oSschvely Claces B nghts of
Cltiend behind hose of e rieresis of pesons exiractng the ‘common nesowoe” Foe
examply. # | finowh bulding & residence teo sesks sfier an Authonty 1o Prosped is granied
and soma two () years Bier | am approached by the Nesourcs suthonty holder 10 uncertake
mmnrec SCOWRY Gh My land. the resoucs suthorly holder s permitted to undertake thal
Schwily b8 close |o my resioence &8 they wish as i wisl nol “in use” prior 1o the Auharity 1o
Prospect being granied. Such a proposal is unjusi fo landholders and is a degradation of our
righbs

Mlpo, the resincied land framework was Toutsd” &8 being & gresl "benelt” 1o landholders
who are affected by coal seam gas acbivity. It was nopresented by members of pafament
IFad landholdit wha se impacted by conl saam gas activity will inow have statutory nights o
anaure that actreity doss not take place near crucial arsss of impor@ance o their fasming
operaion. However, the reality of the situalion could nol be more diffierent to those
reprasardatons The sdditon of clauss 217 sffectively Mmaant thal a0 overwheiming magoriy
of landhglders wha are currendy afected by coal seem gas acinily will Bol s e "berefil”
of e redincied land Framewort 25 8 mapnly of T lenure for the cument copl seam gas
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projects has already been granted or applied for, This is yet anather example of govemmeand
niod fallowing threugh with s comméments

I do nat want the resincied land regime under the MEA b be altered except to.extend il 1o
land within ihe area of petrcioum and Gas tenuwres. Why not extend the current MRA
resincled land ragime 1o pelroleum and gas mathers? That would harmonse the different
fegimes and not dilute landholdar rights.

I am also very concamed with the proposal to amend the restncted land regime so far as it
refates o mining leases. Tha proposal hands far oo moch power to the Minister io decide
my faie. | am very concerned that the Minister will bo able 1o decikde whather or nol the
mining lease can cover whal would oltherwise be restricied land. It is vidually fuming the
situation imo one of compulscny acquisition by mineng companies of private land. | feal ke
the Minister will heve all the say and this concems me particulardy when | hear what has
bsen occwming recantly i Naw South Wakss. | believe landholders should be able to decide
whether or nol & mining ease B over their resincted land paroulary when our rights to
abjedd o the granting of that mining lesss have, in mosi cdrcumstances, been removed. The
current MRA resiricted land regime: allows only 8 modest amaunt of land to be resiricted and
| 'den't bebave those modest amounts shoukd be curladed — to have that happen will place
landfoidars at the meercy of resource authonty holdes.

It goes withoul saying ihat activity conducted pursuant fo 'a mining lease s by i very
nature, exiremely intensiee, Tha restricted land provisions curmently contained in tha MRA
are one of the very few protections landholders have against mening loase ectivities
aeeurring in areas of high impostance b heir ffestyle and bedness operation - such as their
homes, sheds, siockysrds, bores and waleding poinls. By notl requinng the rescurce
audharity hodder fo oblain a landholder's consent (o enter the resiricted land under a mining
lmase ihey will most Bkely be forced to agree and simply have the issue fall 1o
compansalicn

The propesal cunias andholders rights fo object to many mining keases and environmanial
authorities and substantially reduces ithe resiricted land regime. It also remowes an

indepandent person fom the decision making process and this is a triphe blow. Once again,
it &5 @ clear degradaon of landholder fighls and should be removed,

Leqislation by Requlation
Masny of the provisions contained in the Bill propose to move rumercus aspects of the

exisling rescurce acls nbo regulations. Given this proposal, | ask the lofiowing of the
Coammifiee:

1. How ame we b0 know what Aghis | will lose or whal righls will be amanded d the
requlations are not made publicly available unbl afler they ane passed?

2, How canl be asked 1o make valuable and considersd submissions when numsarous
crucial definitions and datails, which have the potenlial bo interere wilh our fights,
e bean laft 1o be prescribed by regulations?

3. How will | have a say in the contant of the Regulations?

1 am gespecially concarned with the fallowing matters which have been left for the regulations
o prascribe:

1. Clayse 38 = requirgments for an enbry natics;
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2. Clouse 40 = entry which will ba of a particidar "type’ and will not requine an enlry
mofce;

A Clause 43 — enfry of & pasticular type 1o carry oul an adwanced activity which will not
require any form of nolification or agreement;

4 Clause 45 — requeements of an opl-oul agreement:

B Clausa 54 = the paricd within which a notice after eniry to the land must be provided
1o Each awnes and oocupier;

B Clause 8T — aclivites which will be axempt fram the definiion of “prescribad acSivity®
and the definibon of “prescribed distanee™

T Clause 68 — areas which the restricted land provisions will not apply 1o
B Clause 81 - reguiremanis of a8 Conduct and Cosnpensation Agresment. and

B Chiuse B1 - reguiremanis of a Notica of Intention to Negobate.

The above 8 by no means an exhaustive fist of mattors which have been ket o be
prescribed by regulations. they are simply matters which | consider 1o be of concarm as they
Fiwe the potantial fo alfect my rights without any scruing of objeetion

Opt-out aqreemants

In my view, an “opl-out” agreement offers wery Istle benefit o a endhoider and provides httke
protection onee sigred. A landholder slready has ihe eplion 1o enber ino a Deferrsl
Agresment and | therefore question the inclusion of a further framewodk which provides yet
another avenud fof & résource authonty holder to avoid entering into @ Conduct and
Compensation Agraameant (CCA)L

Tha inciusion of the opt-out ramework suggests that govermmant has no real understanding
of the prassure, 1actics and tricks used by Land Access Representatives to get landhalde's
o sagn docurments whith aré, mos! aften, not in their bes? intarests. | am of the view that tha
first step in the negotiation between the landholder and the rescurce authonty holdsr will be
an alermpt 1o ged the landhoider bo “elect” o ender inbo 8n opl-oul agreamant, withoul
knowingly understanding the consequences of enfenng into such an agreamant. This
approach Bps the scales further in the direction of & ressurce aulhodsty holder n what is
already an uneven negoliatan,

Further, a CCA s effectively an insurance palicy — [&. when things go wrong, | am forcad bo
raly on ke terms of the CCA without it | have wvery litthe rights of recourse. Given tha
foregoing, the rescurce authonty holder should not be provided with ancther avenus ta
!WlﬂﬂﬂtﬂﬂlﬂmiﬂﬂﬁlﬂlmmhimndhumWWQm mccordinghy

Remediation of legacy borsholas

The majes probéem with this proposal s that the abdity to remedsate a bore of well is ned
snctly limited to “legacy borshales” Under the clause, anyone who s authorised by the
Chief Exacutive can remediate any bore which is emigling gas above the lower lammabiity
limit ~ Le. & waber bore used by 8 Landholder o waler 8 propeny. The clause peovides fod no

rights to compensabon of nabificaton, yel i efectively enables a perscn fo enber my land and
plug a bore thal & being used simply becausa it 8 emitting gas above the lower flammabikty
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Conclusion

| urge the Committea to carelully consider the proposed Bill and have particular regard to tha
shear volume of rights that are being remowved from Queensiand citzens. Many of the
amandments aré simply inapproprate. ill-considered and unjustified. Why must landhoiders
be the “sacrificial lambs" in advancing the imerests of mdustry? Wiy are the rights of citizens
baing put behind the interests of indusiry? Agasn, | urge the Commeties o act in the interesis
of the citmens when rewiewing this Bl

Sincerely

Dind Lobwain
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