GAS WATCH 218.
"Abbott backs farmers' right to say NO"
“Miners should not go onto farms if they’re not wanted. It’s very wrong and they shouldn’t
be going onto land where the relevant land owners don’t want them.” – Tony Abbott 2/5/13.
We asked Joel Fitzgibbon and Michael Johnsen:
“Whilst we are all aware that the State Governments grant Mining Licences and CSG Licences, how
do you see a Federal Government legislating to establish a landholder’s right to ay “no”; how would
you define farmland; when in the first term of Government would this take place; any available
detail as to how such legislation would operate.
BOTH CANDIDATES:
Johnsen based his response on “CSG is seen as a transitional energy source and is proven to be less
emitting of carbon dioxide. It is also potentially more efficient”. Unfortunately Johnsen has obviously not
considered the science which says that CSG is likely to be a dirtier fuel than coal and that the CSG industry
has underestimated methane leakage from wells by 62,000,000 tonnes over 3 years ( www.tai.org.au ) and
that the huge issue of disposal of contaminated water is unresolved.
Fitzgibbon takes delight in having been wooed by AGL Energy which appears to have convinced him that
diluting salt contaminated water and putting that salt contaminated water onto pasture is a good thing. It
doesn’t matter how much you dilute it, the salt is still there and must eventually contaminate the ground.
This speech was before the knifing of Julia Gillard and before Fitzgibbon was Rudd’s Minister for
Agriculture. Perhaps he’s now changed his mind.
Make up your own mind. Not much comfort from either of them. Fortunately the O’Farrell Government has
bound itself to legislating CSG exclusion zones in the Hunter Valley and around residential areas in the
State, so any reliance on the Federal Government in our area will be somewhat mitigated.

Michael Johnsen:
“The Nationals at a federal level have a position on CSG that it would take to the table in the further
development of an energy policy, where it relates to CSG.
The points are;
• No coal seam gas development should proceed where it poses a significant impact to the quality of
groundwater or surface water systems. It must be absolutely clear that no coal seam gas development
should occur unless it is proven safe for the environment;
• Prime agricultural land is an increasingly important natural asset. It must be protected from activities that
destroy its capacity to deliver food security – not only for our nation, but for a hungrier world, for
generations to come;
• Coal seam gas development must not occur close to existing residential areas. People who have bought
homes, with a reasonable expectation of being well away from mining operations, must not be thrown into
turmoil by coal seam gas operations springing up on their doorstep;
• Landowners are entitled to appropriate pecuniary returns for access to their land. Remuneration for
landowners should not be merely compensation; and;
• The regions that deliver much of the wealth from coal seam gas developments deserve to see a fair
share of the generated revenues reinvested in their communities. There is an opportunity to grow our
nation and encourage a lasting legacy from coal seam gas developments.”
Joel Fitzgibbon:
This candidate didn’t address the questions, but merely sent a copy of his speech to the House of Reps on
21st March, 2013. A copy of his speech is attached.
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