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Queensland reserves of copper, vanadium, cobalt, rare earth elements and other strategic 
resources position us to support renewable energy, advanced manufacturing and emerging 
technologies. 

They also present opportunities for investment, regional employment and long-term economic 
growth. 

This Bill seeks to modernise the legislative framework by introducing new facilitation powers 
for projects of state significance, updating planning arrangements and streamlining existing 
approval processes.  

Legislation should evolve as industries, technology and community expectations change. 
Where regulatory processes have become unnecessarily complex or duplicative, 
governments look for ways to improve them. Queenslanders expect a system that is efficient, 
consistent and transparent, and proponents deserve timely and predictable decision-making. 

Queenslanders also want investment and jobs and for regional communities to prosper. At the 
same time, they deserve decisions to be made with communities properly consulted and 
environmental protections to remain robust. 

Communities are more likely to support projects when they understand how decisions are 
made and that the processes used have integrity. When consultation occurs early and often, 
and when their natural, economic and social assets are given appropriate weight.  

Many regional communities’ welcome developments that create employment and strengthen 
their economies.  

However, they also experience the pressures major projects place on their housing, roads, 
health services, water and infrastructure.  

Local governments such as Scenic Rim in their submission said that streamlined approvals 

alone would not unlock investment without corresponding infrastructure delivery, and that the 

key constraints to industrial growth was not land availability or investor interest, rather 

limitations relating to water, power and transport infrastructure.  

As legislators, our responsibility is not simply to support economic development or 
environmental and social protection in isolation. It is to ensure that objectives can be achieved 
together through legislation that is fair, transparent and proportionate.  

So, does this bill achieve that? 

Submitters against raised concerns that the Bill unnecessarily centralises powers to deal with 
Queensland land in the hands of the Minister and Coordinator-General. Some argued the Bill 
lacks a genuine rationale and will result in less transparency and proportionality.  

The EDO submitted the proposed powers “will be broadly used to fast-track developments 
without adequate consideration of public interest issues, such as the environment and future 
generations.” 



The Save our Darling Downs Group forum in Toowoomba heard significant community 

concerns including about property rights, agricultural land use protections and environmental 

safeguards.  

In my own electorate, concerns on and offline include what the powers centralised in the 

Coordinator General means on the ground. For example, could government determine a site 

such as a recent off-market lease sale in National Park at a substantial amount of money 

having state significance for eco-tourism? 

This is not an unfounded fear. The Urban Development Institute of Australia noted the Deputy 

Premier has indicated publicly that the provisions may also extend to other sectors, including 

ecotourism, hence I submitted a Question on Notice regarding. And then, with dam building 

an election commitment and fears that the Mary Valley catchment could be revisited, could 

this see the voices of communities further diluted? 

In response to concerns regarding modifications, the concentrated power, and lack of 
guidance around what is considered of ‘state significance’ the department assured that 
projects and tenures will always remain subject to their original statutes and processes, and 
that many of the decisions would require parliamentary scrutiny. However, as I have raised for 
years and is well documented, parliamentary scrutiny is flawed. 

Mr Speaker, as these reforms are implemented, which they will as there is no avenue to 
prevent or amend, it will be important that the recommendations from the LGAQ are included 
with local governments embedded as partners in planning, infrastructure coordination and 
decision-making processes, as well that new executive powers, particularly modification 
orders, have clear governance, transparency and accountability mechanisms. 

Finally, whilst I support the intention of the bill and appreciate assurances, I have genuine 
concerns on behalf of Queenslanders. This especially as I will say again, the flaws within our 
parliamentary and committee processes and systems as should government not adhere to the 
commitments made through assurances, Queenslanders have no avenue to overturn this 
legislation or prevent it being used in a way that communities oppose, hence I will not be 
supporting.  

My thanks as always to the committee members and secretariat, and all who submitted for 
their work on this inquiry. 

Thank you 

 


