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'CSG sits on hands 
DESPITE Deputy Premier Jeff 
Seeney's warning that Powerlink 
Queenslandrequires a social 
licence to operate, minor policy 
changes are not changing the 
attitudes in regards to negotiating 
compensation. Minister, we have 
done the full circuit and are back 
at the start. Landholders requested 
change almost 12 months ago for 
resource infrastructure under the 
Acquisition of Land Act 1967, which has 
not kept pace with today's resources boom. 
The ALA 1967 is allowing the coal seam 
gas companies to sit on their hands and 
say we are merely customers of Powerlink. 
This infrastructure is not advancing the 
act's purpose under the Sustainable 
Planning Act 2009, and ensuring 
accountable consultation occurs or seeks 
to provide for equity between present and 
future generations in agriculture. 
Fast-tracking the resources sector may be 
a Queensland govemment priority, but to 
fulfil the four pillars of the economy, a more 
fair and equitable outcome is needed for 
rural Queenslanders and the productivity of 
their properties. 'Co-existence' and 'social 
licence' have meaning for agriculture 
at this time. Writing about the Regional 
Planning Interests Bill, Queensland 
Resources Council's Michael Roche in a 
major Brisbane 'newsPatler likened the 
current evaluation for resource develop
ment to of all things the family home, 
saying it provided an annual opportunity for 
neighbours to object to your house because 
they pon't like the way it looks. 
QRC is then quoted as saying: "So would 
you build your house and invest your . 
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family's funds in Queensland, or would you 
go and live in another state where you 
have certainty that as long as you meet all 
the necessary regulations, you can live in 
the house, observing the laws, for decades 
to come?" 
The trouble is that resource development, 
so flippantly called the 'family home', 
actually does impact on our homes. We 
liken the resources sector and Powerlink 
to having a public laneway in our back 
yard constantly being landscaped into an 
industrial Site and never knowing who or 
what will be there next. 
Landholders must have the right to object 
and negotiate..,c;ommercial compensation 
for the 80-year life of the projects. 
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Landholders at risk 
DEPUTY Premier Jeff Seeney is trying to 
hoodwink Queenslanders into believing he 
is standing up to the mining industry to 
protect landholders. The government's 
proposed Regional Planning Interests Bill 
does nothing to protect landholders, and 
Queensland's best agricultural land will 

. I 

continue to be overrun by ', 
mining. , '/ 
Jeff Seeney thinks he can ' 
hoodwink Queenslanders into" 

. thinking he is trying to protect ; 
them and their livelihoods, bUt' 
we all know this is rubbish. " 
Tne reality is the LNP is 
coJ)tinuing to allow open 

, sl~her to mining companies ; 
wanting to open-cut some of ' 

" the best farming country in the state. ' 
A clear sign that" report favours the ' 
mining industry is the fact that Michael ,i 
Roche of the Queensland Resources .,' 
Council is singing its praises. ' ; 
If the proposed bill is passed: ,; 
• The Strategic Cropping Land Act, which 
provides the only protection for the best 
cropping land in the state· from open-cut ' 
mining, would be dropped; ., , , 
• Mining would continue to be allowed 
near homes and towns and in 
environmentally sensitive areas; 
• Regional interests would be ignored and 
tourist icons could be mined; 
• Landhold~rs would be isolated from ' 
their commu'nities to fight against mining 
giants. 
In the rush to pass this bill, the 
ment is ignoring the fact that they 
finished mapping the 'priority 
areas' supposedly protected by it. I ' 
surprised if MrSeeney or anyone in his 
government read any of the landholders' 
many submissions warning about the 
ramifications of this bill. - Draw Hutton, 
;:ationai president, Lock the Gate, 
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