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Mr ELMES (Noosa—LNP) (9.35 pm): I rise to make a very short contribution to the Natural
Resources and Other Legislation Amendment Bill (No. 2) 2010. 

Government members interjected.

Mr ELMES: I knew I would have the approval of the House with that. For the first time this sitting
week we have before us a misnamed omnibus bill under the auspices of the Minister for Natural
Resources, Mines and Energy and Minister for Trade. I am always more than a little suspicious of ‘Dodgy
Brothers’ and ‘Slinky Sisters’ over there and suspect their motives when something which is complex but
appears innocuous is whipped into the chamber at five minutes before midnight on the last sitting week of
the year. I know this legislation is being rushed. No less a body than the Queensland Law Society points to
it. It intimated in its submission to the Scrutiny of Legislation Committee that there appeared to have been
no consultation on the proposed amendments to the Environmental Protection Act 1994. Accordingly, the
society expressed concerns about a number of aspects of clause 17, including that it may not have paid
sufficient regard to the rights and liberties of individuals and, in particular, common law rights of individuals
and that it was ambiguous. The committee also had similar concerns in relation to clauses 5-8 and 11-4
which it regards as clumsy. 

It is incumbent upon me to remind the House of the Bligh Labor government’s lack of respect for the
Nature Conservation Act 1992 which it seeks to amend with this bill. The following public comment has
been attributed to the Minister for Climate Change and Sustainability. Her words were ‘To do what the
Auditor-General wants would take 60 million and 30 years.’ She was speaking in the context of the
shamefully damaging Auditor-General’s report to parliament No. 9 for 2010, Sustainable management of
national parks and protected areas. The Auditor-General highlighted that the department responsible for
managing the burgeoning national park and protected areas estate in Queensland, which presently
numbers some 576 such areas—

Mr ROBERTSON: Mr Deputy Speaker, I ask you to give consideration to relevance in terms of the
member’s contribution to this debate. It appears to me that, whilst he has referred to the Nature
Conservation Act, in terms of the Auditor-General’s report it is stretching relevance in the extreme to
consider that that is relevant to this particular bill. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Kilburn): I would ask that the member sticks to the objectives of the bill. 

Mr ELMES: Certainly, Mr Deputy Speaker. The Scrutiny of Legislation Committee then takes
umbrage at clause 32 in amending the Mineral Resources Act 1989, which it says fails to treat all people
equal before the law. In particular, the clause seeks to limit possible damages for landowners against
miners. So there you have it. By sweeping in an omnibus bill, the minister is trying to hide the real intention
of the bill. First and foremost, it is to ensure that this minister does not have to act responsibly. After the
horse has bolted he is doing two things. Firstly, he is banning the use of chemicals in coal seam gas
extraction, which arguably caused contamination in the underground aquifer which forms part of the Great
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Artesian Basin. In the main, these are chemicals that we do not even use. Secondly, he is preventing land
managers who may be impacted by such use previously from accessing proper compensation. But thirdly,
all of this is a smokescreen to cover up the failure of the Labor government. 

The liability for reporting water contamination under this bill rests with the perpetrator. Yes, the fines
have skyrocketed, but are they a deterrent against contaminating, a deterrent against reporting or a
deterrent against monitoring? The minister and his government are very slow learners. Where an
unproven technology is being used it is incumbent upon the minister to ensure by his own monitoring that
the process is safe before allowing its general use. It is cavalier of the minister to be risking the Great
Artesian Basin in this particular manner.

I am genuinely perturbed that the responsibility for our greatest natural resource, our water, and in
particular the underground water, which belongs to all of Australia and not just Queensland, should be put
at risk because the minister responsible was asleep at the wheel and refuses to admit his failure and fix a
problem of his own making. 
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