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The Rcsc:ll'ch Dirtctor 
S1a1c Dc1·elopmc11t, lnfrn~1111cturc amJ lnJumy Com111 i11ee 
Pnrliumcnt I l o11~c 
George Street 
BRISIJAN~ QLL> •IOOO 
sdih: @11orli:i111c111,i:1ld.t:l•V.1111 

Dc;ir Sir/M:ulam 

Re Slnlr Oe\'cl11111ncnt, T11frnstructurc nnd J11d11s11·y Committee co11sldrrnt1011 ol' the Stulc Ocrclop111r11t, 
lurrustructure nnd l'ln1111l11g (Red Tnpc Ucducliun) :tnd Othrt· Lci.il~lnllun ,\1111mclmc11t 11111 2014 

I write rci;urdini; the nl>o1·e I nl111iry. n111I wi~h 1hc following 10 ue aecepreJ u~ u forma l ~ubmis~ion to the 
Co111111i11ce. 

I oppo~e the ~cctions ul' the Sm11• /)rn•/opml'nt. /11ji·nstr11c11tre w11/ Pla1111i11g ( lted Ta1w Nc•d11c1i1111J and Other 
LcgM(llit111 A111C'11tl111c111 /llll 2014 (the Bill) at least to the extent that it seek~ to rcpcnl the IVih/ Rfrers Act ?005. 
~I)• summary t-cnsons for this urc that the Bill will lcatl 10 1hc removal of 1•itul river pro1cc1ions 1hn1 h:wc been in 
pl:tcc in Quct•nsland for the pa.~t um years. the cusc for such rcmovnl hm; 11ot been successfully mndc. nnd the 
nhcrnativcs cmrcntly proptlsed arc weak. complex anJ luck trunsparency. 

Q11censlanJ h lllc!l~cd 10 rc:t,\in ~omc of the last rc:m:iining. pristine or n~Jr pri~tinc \\atcrwnys lcn of the pl;mcL 
The need for ~rmng ~late lcgi~lntion protecting wild river~ in Queensland WM hmndly rccugni~cd and accepted 
n1111\: thun 11 clct·111lc ago. The \Vitti llfrrrs Act 2005 wn~ pa~scd with full suppo11 or rhc Q11ccn,l t111d l>nrlinmcnt. 

The Wild Ri\'et~ Act 2005. und its n~ociateJ \Viltl Ri\'U Declarations. ha1·e ~ought to p1011:c1 the ccolugicnl 
values of m:lll)' of these ncross the Stutc. Wild River Dccharation~ have ensured that 11cw dcstnu;tivc 
dcvck1pmcnt ~ud1 t1s mining. dam~ ;md intcnsi\'c irrigntcd :igrii:nllllrc ha~ l>ccn pl'<lhihitccl in the most sensitive 
p:ll't~ of the rcspccti1·c ril'cr ~ystcms. while allowing a wide range or cco110111ic. cuh11rnl, socinl 011<1 1•ecrca1io1ml 
ncri villc~ nml u~cs urc unaffected. Right~ under the Native Title i\ct were protcctcll, nncl n n11111bcr of 
conuncrcial enterprises. including Indigenous-run ones, hnvc opcn1tcd in Wilcl River tu·c11s unhindered. 

The nltcnrnti1·c 'Strmcgh: !;11\·iron111cnt11I Arca' (SEA) ;1ppro.1ch to ril·crs protection in Q11ccnsla11J hcing put 
fua w1tr<l hy the govcn1111cnt is too weak in i111 upproach 10 rcs1ricti11g minins n111l 01hcr Jcstru~·1ivc development in 
.scnsitil'e ril'cr a 1 en~. unJ loses the capucily under Wild l~ ivcrs 10 ensure compn:htn~i l'll 111a11ngemc111 of whole 
river sy.-1te1w •. 

The p1 opo~cJ SE1\ olte1 n:lth·ei; to Wild Ri\'e1 s nnJ the proccsse~ Jetnil ing alluwahlc nml restrich:d ar1ivi1ies arc 
also c111l>cddcd in n complex wcu of legislation and administrative i;ystcm~ and processes. 

l\h'l\t c1i1ically. thc prop(lscd SEA altcrnatil'cs tu Wild Rivers arc 11pc1110 a1bitrmy amendment nnd lack 1hc 
trnmp;ircncy a11d p1 ccbion that Wild Rin:r Declarations ha1·c provided in terms or geographic boundaries. 
Pnrlinmcnt ~h11uld retain the capacity to scrutinise l\•li11i~tcrially-c11<lorsed muppcd llrCtl\ 1>u11wning 10 pro1cct 
ri l'CIS. 

I m111111cknr 11 hy the gol'crnment is moring to rcpc;rl the Wild Rh·crs Act. when this was nel'cr fo reshmlowed in 
tl11.: Inst Stntc election. nor mooted in nny public policy di~cu~sions. No clear ca.;c IHI' Ileen made for this action. 
I llt'liel'e that Q11ee11~la11J's wiJJ ri1·c1.'l rue too ccologicnlly. c111t11rally and \otia lly imprn 1:101111 once again he 
exposed to de~tructh·c 1lcvclopmcnt threats. 

We uri;c tl1c C'on1111itt~t: ltl rccommcnJ ugainst the proposed rcµcul of the Wilt! Rivers 1\c1 ... ~ proposed in 1he 
Uill 11nclcr cx;11ninutiu11. 

Yours sinccrdy 

1 ·1 , f'> 1 ·r , 
\ " ~Q~ V ._,e_..1,o<J/"l r 

tSi1•11 .11111~J 
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