
Attn: the Agriculture, Resources and Environment Committee 
By email: arec@parliament.qld.gov.au 

Dear Mr Rickuss and the ARE Committee 

Re: Submission to the Mines Legislation (Streamlining) Amendment Bill 2012 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these proposed changes to mining and petroleum legislation. 

Given the short time frame which was available to comment, we are unable to provide you with a detailed 
submission but we trust you will take into consideration the following points. 

1. Inclusion of Urban Restricted Area
Friends of the Earth Brisbane is disappointed to see that Urban Restricted Areas have been removed from 
this bill and recommend that they are reinstated with a 5km mining exclusion zone around towns with 
populations over 100 people. The previous iterations of this amendment bill provided protection for regional 
towns and communities across Queensland and went towards mitigating the detrimental social impacts that 
mining has had on regional Queensland. It is a significant step backwards to exclude this provision from the 
current bill and communities such as Wandoan, Taroom and Gowrie Junction will have an uncertain future as 
a result. 

2. Information on the online portal should be made publicly available 
In order to meet its stated objective of transparency in the assessment process,1 the online service delivery 
platform should be made publicly available. Authenticated customer access does not meet this stated 
objective as it provides no input for those who are not ‘customers’ to access information on the status of 
mining projects. The current online sources of information are often out of date and inaccurate. Public 
participation in decision making relies on access to reliable information. There is no compelling reason to 
limit access to such information.

3. The costs should be borne by the mining industry
All costs associated with the ‘streamlining’ of the application and approval process should be borne by the 
mining industry not the Government. These costs substantively benefit the industry in enabling a faster 
approval of their project and the Government should not be subsidising the mining industry by bearing the 
cost of the online system. 

Furthermore, we are disappointed that these substantive changes to the mining laws in Queensland have been 
created exclusively with industry engagement, overlooking the social, environmental and local concerns that 
other stakeholders might have with the proposed changes. Providing a one week comment period for all 
other stakeholders at the end of a three year process is inadequate. 

Kind regards, 
Yours sincerely,

 Shani Tager (41216822) 2 
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'I declare that these answers are my own work and I have not collaborated with any 
other person in the preparation of these answers'. 
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Shani Tager
On behalf of Friends of the Earth Brisbane

Climate change

Climate change is already impacting on matters of national environmental significance and is 
certain to significantly impact on matters of national environmental significance in the future.  The 
extent and severity of these impacts will be dependent on the level of greenhouse gas emission 
reductions that are made in the coming years. 

Coal is the leading contributor to greenhouse gas emissions, both in Australia and globally. 
Australian coal exports alone caused more emissions (625MtCO2-eq)  than all activities within 
Australia (576Mt CO2-eq) in 2006 .

The Galilee Coal Project will lead to significant carbon dioxide emissions. The 1.4 billion tonnes of 
coal that this project will produce will result in emissions of roughly 3 billion tonnes of CO2-e. This 
number is ‘rough’ because the emissions resulting from burning the coal - which is the sole purpose 
for the mining of this coal - were not included in the EIS. The atmosphere is global - it does not 
matter where the coal is burnt, the impact will be the same. Thus a full life cycle analysis of this 
project is necessary in order to fully understand its environmental impact. 

The contribution that this project will make to climate change and consequently  to environmental 
impacts on the Alpha surrounds is difficult to determine, but must at the very least be considered 
within the E.I.S. when discussing mitigation of the project’s impacts. 

Following section 75 of the Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Conservation (EPBC) Act 
regarding the impacts of an action, the assessment of the Wandoan Coal Project must consider the 
climate change impact and the consequential impacts on matters of environmental significance.

Precedent for the inclusion of such indirect effects of a development in its environmental impact 
assessment has been shown in Minister for the Environment and Heritage v Queensland 
Conservation Council [2004] FCAFC 190 (the Nathan Dam Case), and applied to coal mining by 
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal.

Therefore, despite being overlooked within the E.I.S. terms of reference, the inclusion of the effects 
of indirect emissions from the project must still be considered, outlined and mitigation measures 
offered. 

Shani Tager 
On behalf of Friends of the Earth Brisbane 

Friends of the Earth Brisbane
         20 Burke St 

Woolloongabba QLD 4103

1 Explanatory Memorandum, page 2. 
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