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Property Rights Australia Inc feedback on draft renewables regulatory framework 

 

Property Rights Australia Inc. (PRA) is a not-for-profit, apolitical organisation which formed in 2003, 

to protect the property rights of landowners adversely affected by the actions of government, private 

companies and others who negatively impact on their properties and their right to do business. Our 

members are small, medium and large enterprises, mostly in Queensland and few are from other 

states. PRA strives for ecologically and economically sustainable natural resource management, 

whilst protecting private property rights. PRA wants to ensure government policies and natural 

resource management decisions are based on sound science and responsible economic 

management.  

 
Landowners have serious issues with renewables. They should NOT be asked to coexist with a sector 
which does not have environmental regulation to the degree that both they and resources are held 
by. Renewables have many unresolved issues that cut across safety, including fire safety, biosecurity, 
loss of production and land value, loss of high-quality agricultural land, distance of facilities from 
houses and effects on neighbours and their ability to use their property as they see fit with 
consequent loss of property values, and loss of amenity. Not least of all is the total non-existence of 
any requirement for proponents to pay into a rehabilitation fund and/or end of life disposal fund. At 
the moment it appears that the hosting landowner is responsible for decommissioning renewable 
infrastructure. Landholders asked to coexist with so much uncertainty is entirely unreasonable. 
 

PRA offers the following feedback to the four key consultation questions outlined in the December 

2024 discussion paper for the draft renewables’ regulatory framework.  

Question 1: 

Do these initiatives effectively contribute to the desired objectives including enhanced 

environmental outcomes, effective community participation, easy access to information, 

enduring landholder protections, and efficient industry facilitation? 

PRA’s response is NO, these initiatives DO NOT achieve the desired objectives. 

• There is no protection for remnant native vegetation. This is mandatory for all land users in 

Queensland and should extend to renewable energy developments leaving remnant 

vegetation alone on agricultural land use.  
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• Protect priority agricultural land, strategic cropping land and other productive land from 

renewable energy developments that impact on productivity and the right to use agricultural 

practices to farm. 

• There is no need to "explore other pathways for enhancing environmental outcomes". The 

government has these regulations in place for other land users. Just apply them to 

renewable energy developments (e.g. Environmental Relevant Activity ERA Standards). 

• "Updating the State code 23 for wind farm development" is very vague. No promises of a 

better outcome in that vague statement in the discussion paper. So far regional communities 

see no Code guided behaviour so what is the direction the updates would take? Only 

yesterday, on Friday 31 January 2025, Deputy Premier the Honourable Jarrod Bleijie 

announced wind farm developments will now be impact assessable, conduct compulsory 

public consultation and respond to stakeholder appeals1. This is a very positive step. Solar 

factories and energy storage facilities need to be code assessable too. 

• "Continuing bioregional planning" is applied through the lens of best for decisions favouring 

business. The bioregional planning is to protect bioregions as we understand it. 

• It is not clear how the Government’s $500M Land Restoration Fund can achieve carbon 

credits and nature repair outcomes, when renewable energy development sites cause major 

disturbance to habitat and landscape. Are any LRF project sites arising from the 80 

applications (received in 2020-20212) located on a renewable energy site, or within a 

renewable energy zone REZ? If yes, case examples need to be shared with community. There 

is low uptake of LRF projects, with approximately $13.2M of the $500M expended by June 

20233.  

• A circular economy regarding solar panel recycling will be led by small business. Government 

has no qualifications in this area. Instead, Queensland Government should be fully 

supporting the bioenergy circular economy associated with biofuels such as sugar cane in the 

Mackay and Burdekin districts. Biofuels are grown and used in Queensland. This is a 

sustainable outcome, rather than importing huge amounts of solar panels, batteries and 

wind turbines which are non-recyclable landfill. 

• Instead of "investigating a notification scheme for renewable energy RE projects " and 

"exploring the need for a comprehensive online portal with project mapping" Just do it. It 

should have been done at the start of this expansion. 

 

Question 2: 

What potential challenges do you foresee in the implementation of these initiatives, and what 

strategies or solutions could help address them? 

• The major challenge to any of these initiatives is the fact that twenty initiatives are headed 

by the words "explore, investigate, proactively consider, or seeking to understand". No time 

 
1 Queensland Government. Media Statement. 31 Jan 2025. Local community consultation rights made 
permanent on wind farm developments. https://statements.qld.gov.au/statements/101924  
2 Queensland Parliament, Question on Notice No 1405 (2022) 
https://documents.parliament.qld.gov.au/tableoffice/questionsanswers/2022/1405-2022.pdf  
3 Queensland Parliament, Question on Notice No 368 (2022). 
https://documents.parliament.qld.gov.au/tableoffice/questionsanswers/2022/368-2022.pdf  

https://statements.qld.gov.au/statements/101924
https://documents.parliament.qld.gov.au/tableoffice/questionsanswers/2022/1405-2022.pdf
https://documents.parliament.qld.gov.au/tableoffice/questionsanswers/2022/368-2022.pdf
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line, no demonstration of an incentive to change the present lack of planning. An action plan 

is needed to change these hollow promises to completed time-bound actions. 

• Initiatives and processes need to be transparent and evidence-based. 

 

Question 3: 

Are there any important issues or gaps that these initiatives have not yet addressed? 

• The lack of an overall plan for renewable project placement. Does the government support 

food security above an unregulated rollout of renewable energy RE? 

• There is no requirement for wind or solar factories to meet Reef Protection water quality 

requirements, as outlined in the Environmental Protection Act 19944 and Environmental 

Protection Regulation 2019. There are no regulatory requirements for minimum ground 

cover or sediment control measures imposed on renewable energy developments on 

agricultural land use, while the hosting commercial grazier is required to meet these 

regulatory standards underneath the renewable development, unless excised from grazing 

use. Regulatory ERA Standards should apply to all land uses that contribute to suspended 

sediment and nutrient runoff, if Queensland Government’s evidence-based Reef policy is 

focused on Great Barrier Reef protection. The Agricultural ERA Standards are under 

mandatory, five-year review during 2025. It is timely to include Reef Protection requirements 

onto wind and solar factories hosted on long-term leases across grazing and agricultural 

land. More than 100 existing and proposed renewable energy development sites and 

renewable energy zones are located in the GBR catchment (Figure 1). There is scope for 

Government to regulate renewable developments in the GBR catchment under Section 

41AA5 of the Environmental Protection Regulation 2019. 

 

• Clearing of land in Great Barrier Reef Catchments for areas greater than five (5) hectares for 

renewable energy developments should be required to obtain an Environmental Authority 

(permit), prior to commencing operational works, regardless if land has been previously 

cleared. Commercial cropping, commercial hay and horticulture farmers are required to 

obtain an EA for new or expanded areas (as per ERA13A Standard6). For Reef protection, 

these regulations should also apply to all the greenfield clearing associated with renewable 

energy development sites 

 

• Ensure a transparent and fair process for engagement. No more confidentiality clauses in 

negotiation documents provided by renewable energy developers to landholders. No more 

 
4 EPA 1994. Chapter 4A. GBR protection measures 
https://www.legislation.qld.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/act-1994-062#ch.4A  
5 Environmental Protection Regulation 2019. Section 41AA. Release of particular contaminants to GBR 
catchment waters and other waters https://www.legislation.qld.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/sl-2019-
0155#sec.41AA  
6 ERA13A Standard for new or expanded commercial cropping and horticulture in GBR catchment 
https://www.legislation.qld.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/sl-2019-0155#sch.2-sec.13A    

https://www.legislation.qld.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/act-1994-062#ch.4A
https://www.legislation.qld.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/sl-2019-0155#sec.41AA
https://www.legislation.qld.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/sl-2019-0155#sec.41AA
https://www.legislation.qld.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/sl-2019-0155#sch.2-sec.13A
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isolating vulnerable landholders or using intimidation techniques to force landholders to sign 

up to hosting renewable energy developments. 

 

 

Figure 1: Existing, proposed and under construction renewable energy sites across 

Queensland, as per November 2024. (Qld Govt. https://electricity-generation-

mao.epw.qld.gov.au ) 

 

• The initiatives do not address impacts from powerline corridor infrastructure. Landholders in 

Renewable Energy Zones REZ need to know they can say “no” to hosting renewable energy 

projects. Unfortunately, landowners do not have the same property rights to say no to 

powerline corridors and other infrastructure associated with transferring renewable energy 

into the power grid. Overhead, high voltage powerlines affect agricultural land use, impact 

on aerial mustering, reduce wildfire mitigation and can pose health and safety issues to 

humans, livestock and animals.  

• PRA is concerned that Queensland Government has decided to work with only one 

environmental body, Queensland Conservation Council, “to investigate opportunities for 

environmental benefits from renewable developments”. QCC represents 50 environmental 

groups campaigning for stronger federal nature laws, climate action, doubling Queensland’s 

protected area by 2030 and introducing laws to end forest and woodland clearing on beef 

grazing properties7. These QCC campaigns for the environment do not align with agricultural 

landholders. How can clearing by graziers be targeted by this group while supporting clearing 

by renewable energy developers over the same land area? 

 
7 Queensland Conservation Council. https://www.queenslandconservation.org.au/stand_up_for_nature  

https://electricity-generation-mao.epw.qld.gov.au/
https://electricity-generation-mao.epw.qld.gov.au/
https://www.queenslandconservation.org.au/stand_up_for_nature
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PRA recommends Queensland Government enable other relevant environmental bodies to 

be included in the investigation for environmental benefits from renewables. For example, 

Queensland Water and Land Carers QWaLC is the peak body for 500 groups of 62,000 natural 

resource management volunteers8. QWaLC advocate for ecologically sustainable 

development and conserving the environment. The landcare movement within QWaLC 

enable farmers, landowners and conservationists to work together. 

• Except for page 24 as a task for the Qld Renewable Energy Council, the consultation paper 

does not mention farm biosecurity risk anywhere! This is a major flaw and deficit in the 

entire renewable regulatory process. Biosecurity is an extremely high priority for agricultural 

landholders. There is a high risk of introducing invasive weeds, plant pathogens and other 

biosecurity matter from exploration, property visits for negotiation, site works and 

maintenance activities. This includes bringing materials such as gravel and fill onto a site and 

machinery movement. Other risks include animal and plant biosecurity matter from transient 

work crews or fly in-fly out workers travelling from overseas direct to work camps and onto 

agricultural properties (e.g. foot and mouth disease carriers, etc). PRA recommends elevating 

biosecurity guidelines into renewables regulatory requirements. 

 

• What are the guidelines for mitigating wild fires around sites hosting wind turbines and solar 

factories? Smoke and visibility of wind turbines may impede the ability to use aerial 

suppression of fire fronts. What is the insurance risk between neighbouring properties, if a 

wildfire spreads into a renewable energy site, or vice versa? 

 

Question 4:  

Do you have any specific feedback or suggestions regarding any particular initiative? 

• All landholder protection initiatives (as per points 4.1 to 4.5 in the consultation paper) should 

immediately be implemented by this government. 

 

In conclusion 

Property Rights Australia thanks Queensland Treasury for the opportunity to provide feedback to the 

renewable energy discussion paper. If you require clarification or further information on any of the 

points raised in this submission, please contact PRA Board member Dixie Nott by email 

(pra1@bigpond.net.au) or phone 0493 667 561. 

 

Yours sincerely 

PRA Board members – Dale Stiller, Dixie Nott, Joanne Rea, Jim Willmott, Anne Clarke  and Marie 

Vitelli 

Property Rights Australia Inc. 

 

 
8 Queensland Water and Land Carers https://qwalc.org.au/  

mailto:pra1@bigpond.net.au
https://qwalc.org.au/

