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Agriculture and Other Legislation Amendment
Bill 2019
Statement of Compatibility
FOR
Amendments during consideration in detail
moved by the Honourable Mark Furner MP
Prepared in accordance with Part 3 of the Human Rights Act 2019
In accordance with section 38 of the Human Rights Act 2019 (HR Act), I, Mark Furner,
Minister for Agricultural Industry Development and Fisheries, make this statement of
compatibility with respect to the amendments to be moved in consideration in detail (ACiDs)
for the Agriculture and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2019 (the Bill).
In my opinion, the amendments to be moved during consideration in details for the Bill are
compatible with the human rights protected by the HR Act. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.

Overview of the amendments
The Bill is an ‘omnibus’ Bill which addresses a number of impediments, identified over the
past several years, to the efficient and effective regulation of agriculture; animal management
and welfare; forestry; and fisheries. For convenience, the Bill also addresses two unrelated
matters - concerning the Racing Integrity Commission and threatened species classification.
The Bill also contains a number of specific miscellaneous objectives, including addressing the
risks posed by certain protest actions on farming land, or which relate to improving animal
welfare.
This Statement of Compatibility relates to the proposed ACiDs. The two most significant
amendments contained in the ACiDs, forming the basis for this statement, are the provisions,
which provide for the repeal of the Queensland Agricultural Training Colleges Act 2005
(QATC Act) and the provisions which amend clause 132 of the Bill, which relates the
amendment of the offence of unlawful assembly offence within the Summary Offences Act
2005.
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Human Rights Issues
Repeal of the Queensland Agricultural Training Colleges
Act 2005
Clause 5 of the ACiDs provides for the repeal of the QATC Act. The provisions also make the
necessary provisions for its assets, liabilities and other consequential matters.
The Clause achieves this by:
 repealing the QATC Act and providing transitional arrangements for relevant matters
including:
o transfer of QATC assets to the State so that these assets can be re-purposed as
appropriate;
o transfer of QATC liabilities, records and other obligations to the State;
o continuation of agreements made by QATC, such as agreements made pursuant
to the transition arrangements;
o agreed arrangements regarding the staff transition;
o consequential amendments to other legislation in Schedule.
Human rights relevant to the amendment (Part 2, Division 2 and 3 Human Rights Act
2019)
In my opinion, the human right under the HR Act that are relevant to this amendment is:
 Right to education (section 36).
Amendment 5 and 6 of the ACiDs insert clauses 128A and 128B into the Bill to provide for
the repeal, savings and transitional provisions for the QATC Act. The practical effect of this is
that the QATC board will be dissolved and the agricultural training colleges operating under
the Act will cease operation.
The repeal of the Act potentially limits the second limb of this human right discussed below,
as the repeal of the Act will result in the dissolution of the QATC as an educational entity and
potentially reduce access to vocational education of this kind.
If human rights may be subject to limitation if the amendment is passed – consideration
of whether the limitations are reasonable and demonstrably justifiable (section 13 Human
Rights Act 2019)
(a) the nature of the right
The right to education has two limbs, the first to provide the right of every child to primary and
secondary education appropriate to the child’s needs. The second limb provides the right to
have access, based on a person’s abilities, to further vocational education and training that is
equally accessible to all.
The right encompasses three key elements:
 availability of educational institutions and programs in sufficient quantity;
 accessibility of educational institutions, including physical accessibility of school
locations; and
 acceptability of the educational equality.
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This clause is modelled on article 13 of the International Covenant on Economic and Social
Rights. The provision is intended to be consistent with Education (General Provisions) Act
2006 and to provide rights in respect of the aspects of education service delivery for which the
State is responsible.
(b) the nature of the purpose of the limitation to be imposed by the amendment if enacted,
including whether it is consistent with a free and democratic society based on human
dignity, equality and freedom
The limitation on the right to education in this provision relates to the repeal of the Act which
dissolves the QATC as an educational entity. The closure of the QATC colleges on
31 December 2019 related to this repeal was administratively undertaken. This amendment
potentially limits the second limb of the right, as the dissolution of QATC as a training entity
will remove a vocational education provider and, therefore, reduce the accessibility of training
of this kind in certain locations.
The purpose of the limitation is to address the financial viability concerns regarding the
ongoing operation of the colleges. The evidence that supports the purpose of the limitation was
a review undertaken of education and training in Central and Western Queensland, which
identified that the QATC’s residential-based training model was no longer viable, as shown by
years of declining enrolments, under-utilised facilities and mounting financial losses,
notwithstanding substantial Government support. This purpose is one that has a legitimate basis
in a modern society, where there are competing demands for the resources of Government. The
limitations on this right are, therefore, consistent with a free and democratic society based on
human dignity, equality and freedom.
(c) the relationship between the limitation to be imposed by the amendment if enacted, and its
purpose, including whether the limitation helps to achieve the purpose
Limiting the right to education will allow the colleges to be closed, ending an educational
institution that is no longer financially viable or reflective of the demands of the market. This
limitation on the right to education, therefore, directly helps to achieve the purpose.
(d) whether there are any less restrictive and reasonably available ways to achieve the purpose
of the amendment
The limitation, resulting from the repeal of the QATC Act, is the only way to achieve the
purpose of the amendment. The review of the colleges concluded that there was no ability to
turn the situation around due to the changing nature of training requirements for agricultural
industries, including the increasingly competitive nature of the training market. For this reason,
there are no other alternatives which achieve the same purpose that would have a lesser impact
on the right.
It is further evident from the outcomes of the review that the low demand for education of this
kind in the format of a residential college does not justify the continued existence of the
colleges. In this sense, the effect in limiting this right is already minimal as those potentially
affected are presently pursuing alternative vocational education. Relatedly, the decline in
enrolments to the training colleges reflects that there are viable vocational education
alternatives for students in the absence of the QATC.
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The limitation on this right only extends to the closure of colleges operated under the QATC
Act, and other, alternative vocational education providers such as TAFES will still exist to
services the educational demands. Other training providers are available in the region, and new
operators are being engaged to re-start the provision of education and training services using
the former QATC facilities. It is expected that these new providers will be more viable,
providing a broader range of courses in a more flexible manner.
To mitigate the impact on the right to current students, all students who have not previously
completed their studies have been transferred to another education provider at no cost to the
students. Additionally, the department engaged with educational providers and stakeholders to
identify and address any training gaps arising from the closure of the QATC.
(e) the balance between the importance of the purpose of the amendment, which, if enacted,
would impose a limitation on human rights and the importance of preserving the human
rights, taking into account the nature and extent of the limitation
The limitation on the right to education in this provision relates to the repeal of the Act, which
dissolves the QATC as an educational entity. The closure of the QATC colleges on
31 December 2019, related to this repeal, was administratively undertaken. However, the
permanent dissolution of QATC associated with the repeal of the Act may reduce access to
vocational education of this kind and may limit this right.
Conversely, the purpose of these amendments to repeal the QATC Act and to dissolve the
colleges reflects the practical reality that the QATC education model was not financially viable
and that the colleges were undersubscribed in these communities as an education provider. The
ongoing operation of the colleges would only be possible with significant Government support,
which, in itself, would be an impost on the wider society.
For this reason, the limit on this right involves a balance between the rights of the limited
number of students affected against the broader policy purpose relating to the financial viability
of the colleges and the ongoing financial burden the colleges present to the State and its
citizens. Overall, when balanced against each other, there is greater overall benefit in achieving
the purpose of the amendment at the expense of a small reduction in this right. On this basis, it
is reasonably and demonstrably justified in the circumstance.

Amendment of Clause 132 (Amendment of s 10A (Unlawful
Assembly))
Clause 132, amends section 10A of the Summary Offences Act 2005 to provide (broadly) that
a gathering of three or more people on land used for specified purposes is unlawful if the
conduct of the gathered persons, taken together, would cause a person in the vicinity to believe,
on reasonable grounds, that the conduct is likely to cause economic loss to a business conducted
on the land or poses a risk to the safety of any person or food, or a risk to animal welfare or
biosecurity.
The objective of the amendments to clause 132 is to ensure section 10A of the Summary
Offences Act 2005, as amended by clause 132, is not broader than necessary to achieve its
intent, including to ensure it does not extend beyond conduct which is already unlawful and
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which actually disrupts a business or poses a risk to the safety of any person or food, or a risk
to animal welfare or biosecurity.
The ACiDs achieve their policy objective by amending clause 132 to impose a more direct
requirement that the conduct:
 unlawfully happens on, or unlawfully affects, the land; or
 poses a risk to the safety of a person or food, or a risk to animal welfare or biosecurity
or is likely to directly disrupt the operation of a business operated on the land.
The specifics amendments are:
 amendment 6, which amends clause 132 to remove the test that “if the conduct happens
on land in 13(1) that conduct… would cause a person in the vicinity to believe, on
reasonable grounds, that the conduct”… would pose a risk to the health and safety of a
person; pose a risk to the welfare of an animal; pose a biosecurity risk; or is likely to
disrupt business carried out on the land. The land referred to in s13 (1) includes land
used for agricultural activity, an animal husbandry activity, a holding facility, a food
production facility, or land used for the exhibition of animals (agricultural land). In this
case, amendment 6 narrows the offence so that it is not subject to what a person in the
vicinity might reasonably believe, but rather, what the conduct actually achieves; and
 amendment 7 which replaces the words “cause economic loss to” in the offence of
unlawful assembly to “directly disrupt the operation of” to narrow the offence to
conduct that only occurs direct and not potentially indirect economic loss.
Human rights relevant to the amendment (Part 2, Division 2 and 3 Human Rights Act
2019)
In my opinion, the human rights under the HR Act that are relevant to this amendment are:
 Freedom of expression (section 21); and
 Peaceful assembly and freedom of association (section 22).
Amendments 6 and 7 of the ACiDs amend the offence of unlawful assembly which is being
extended by Clause 132. The amendments being proposed by the ACiDs specifically provide
that, if the conduct of the three or more people taken together unlawfully happens on, or
unlawfully affects, agricultural land, it will be an unlawful assembly if the conduct directly
disrupts the operation of a business carried out on the land.
The amendment limits the right to peaceful assembly and the freedom of association as it may
undermine a person’s ability to exchange, give or receive information, to express views or to
conduct a protest or demonstration on this agricultural land. Equally, this amendment may limit
the ability of persons to join others to formally pursue a common interest on this land in
association with one another.
The amendments potentially limit the right to freedom of expression, as they limit the ability
of people to seek, receive and express information and ideas on agricultural land.

Page 5

STATEMENT OF COMPATIBILITY
Agriculture and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2019
Amendments during Consideration in Detail

If human rights may be subject to limitation if the amendment is passed – consideration
of whether the limitations are reasonable and demonstrably justifiable (section 13 Human
Rights Act 2019)
(a) the nature of the right
The right to peaceful assembly upholds the right of individuals to gather in order to exchange,
give or receive information, to express views or to conduct a protest or demonstration. The
right is expressly limited to peaceful assemblies that do not involve violence. It covers both the
preparing for, and conducting of, the assembly by the organisers and the participation in the
assembly. The right to peaceful assembly is modelled on article 21 of the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR). It covers both the preparing for, and
conducting of, the assembly by the organisers and the participation in the assembly. Not every
assembly of individuals is protected by this right. In international law, ‘assembly’ in this
context means the intentional, temporary gathering of several persons for a specific purpose.
The freedom of association protects the rights of individuals to join together to formally pursue
a common interest - for example, political groups, sporting groups and trade unions. It includes
the freedom to choose between existing organisations or to form new ones. Under international
law, the justifications for limiting the freedom of association must be based on real and not
hypothetical concerns. The right to freedom of association is modelled on article 22 of the
ICCPR. While it is important for political purposes and trade unions, it extends to all forms of
association with others. It includes the freedom to choose between existing organisations and
form new ones.
The right to freedom of expression protects the right of all persons to hold an opinion without
interference and the right of all persons to seek, receive and express information and ideas,
including verbal and non-verbal communication. This right is modelled on article 19 of the
ICCPR. Freedom of expression covers both the right to hold and express an opinion, through
speech, art, writing (or other forms of expression) and to seek out and receive the expressions
of others’ opinions. The right is central to the fulfilment of other rights such as cultural rights
and freedom of thought, conscience and religion.
(b) the nature of the purpose of the limitation to be imposed by the amendment if enacted,
including whether it is consistent with a free and democratic society based on human
dignity, equality and freedom
The limitation on the rights to peaceful assembly, freedom of association, and freedom of
expression concern the limitation on the right of groups to freely associate, assemble, and
express information and ideas on agricultural land if the conduct might disrupt the operation
of a business carried out on this land.
The purpose of the limitation is to address the risks posed by groups that have been entering
this land. The groups, upon entry, may directly disrupt a business carried out on the land, as
the amendment specifically relates to, but may also pose risks to, human safety, animal welfare,
biosecurity and food safety. These other concerns are captured by clause 132 but are not
amended by the ACiDs.
Though the amendments legislate against the type of conduct the rights would otherwise seek
to preserve, this limitation will only apply on private land and relate to particular conduct. The
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limitation on the right is only associated with actions that may cause harm and is, therefore, no
wider than necessary to achieve its purpose.
The purpose of the limitation, from ensuring businesses can operate without disruption to
ensuring the safety of humans and food, is consistent with a free and democratic society based
on human dignity, equality and freedom.
(c) the relationship between the limitation to be imposed by the amendment if enacted, and its
purpose, including whether the limitation helps to achieve the purpose
Limiting the rights to peaceful assembly, freedom of association, and freedom of expression
will minimise the economic impacts of unauthorised entry by groups on agricultural land, as
well as other adverse effects related to human safety, biosecurity, animal welfare and food
safety.
(d) whether there are any less restrictive and reasonably available ways to achieve the purpose
of the amendment
The limitation on the rights is the least restrictive away to address the specific adverse actions
associated with the assembly of people on agricultural land that disrupt business or result in
other outcomes. Current laws do not address the behaviour of groups once they enter the land
or the economic and safety risks associated with their actions once on the land.
For this reason, the amendment to unlawful assembly presents the most targeted and least
restrictive approach to dealing with these actions. The extension of the offence only relates to
land where the risks posed by unlawful assembly are exacerbated and only relates to adverse
actions that have a real, and not remote, chance of occurring because of the action. Similarly,
the intention of the specific amendments in the ACiDs to clause 132 further narrows the offence
to ensure that the conduct being regulated is no wider than necessary to achieve the intent. For
example, the substitution of the words “cause economic loss to” in the offence of unlawful
assembly to “directly disrupt the operation of” will ensure that this offence is narrowed to avoid
indirect economic loss being captured by this offence.
It is an important factor to note that the land to which the offence relates is private land, and
that it is presently unlawfully to enter, or remain in, such land. For this reason, it is presently
unlawful for assemblies and associations of this kind to occur on the land that is the subject to
protest action. On this basis, the amendments only seek to further regulate that which is already
unlawful.
(e) the balance between the importance of the purpose of the amendment, which, if enacted,
would impose a limitation on human rights and the importance of preserving the human
rights, taking into account the nature and extent of the limitation
The extension of the offence of unlawful assembly to conduct on agricultural land that, among
other results, directly disrupts the business operating on that land limits the right of peaceful
assembly, freedom of association, and freedom of expression for those who engage in this
conduct. This amendment, therefore, reduces these persons’ ability to assemble or associate on
this land to potentially promote or protest about a legitimate cause or concern.
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Balanced against the limitation of these rights for individuals in these groups is a number of
legitimate and competing concerns that emanate from certain protest actions. These include
more private concerns like the disruption of the business activities to the business operating on
the land or the potential protection of families and children that could be harmed as a result of
the protest action. However, the limitation of the right through the amendments also protects
the broader public interest by ensuring that animal welfare, biosecurity and food safety are not
compromised by the protest action. When the limitation of the right is balanced against the
myriad of public and private benefits from regulating this activity, it is my opinion that the
amendment is reasonably and demonstrably justified in the circumstance.

Conclusion
In my opinion, the ACiDs to the Agriculture and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2019 are
compatible with human rights under the Human Rights Act 2019 because they limit human
rights only to the extent that is reasonable and demonstrably justifiable in accordance with
section 13 of the Act.
MARK FURNER MP
MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURAL INDUSTRY DEVELOPMENT AND FISHERIES

© The State of Queensland 2020
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AGRICULTURE AND OTHER LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT Bill 2019

Statement of Compatibility
FOR
Amendments during consideration in detail to
be moved by the Honourable Mark Furner MP
Prepared in accordance with Part 3 of the Human Rights Act 2019
In accordance with section 38 of the Human Rights Act 2019, I, Mark
Furner, the Minister for Agriculture, Industry Development and Fisheries, make this statement
of compatibility with respect to amendments during consideration in detail to be moved to the
Agriculture and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2019.
In my opinion, the amendments to be moved to the Agriculture and Other Legislation
Amendment Bill 2019 are compatible with the human rights protected by the Human Rights
Act 2019 (HR Act). I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.

Overview of the Amendments
The amendments during consideration in detail to be moved to the Agriculture and Other
Legislation Amendment Bill 2019 (the Bill) address the following:
•

to meet the critical timeframes in which to commence urgent work to lower a spillway
of Paradise Dam to address unacceptable dam safety risks, amendments are required
to the Water Supply (Safety and Reliability) Act 2008. These amendments exempt
activities involved in carrying out the urgent works from relevant approvals required
under relevant State Acts. The exemption from obtaining these approvals will avoid
delay of several months and enable commencement of works for Paradise Dam by the
end of the 2019-2020 wet season to make the dam safe for the Bundaberg community
prior to the 2020-2021 wet season.

Human Rights Issues
Amendments to the Water Supply (Safety and Reliability) Act 2008
Human rights relevant to amendments to be moved to the Bill (Part 2, Division 2 and 3
Human Rights Act 2019)
In my opinion, the human rights that are relevant to the amendments to be moved to the Bill
relating to the Water Supply (Safety and Reliability) Act 2008 are:
•

Right to life (section 16 of the HR Act);
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•
•
•
•

Right to take part in public life (section 23 of the HR Act);
Property rights (section 24 of the HR Act);
Cultural rights – Aboriginal peoples and Torres Strait Islander peoples (section 28 of
the HR Act); and
Right to liberty and security of the person (section 29 of the HR Act).

I consider that the property right (which provides that a person must not be arbitrarily deprived
of their property) is not limited by the amendments as all existing water allocations will be
maintained. Water allocations are a form of authorisation to take water under the Water Act
2000.
I also consider that the right to life and right to liberty and security of the person is promoted
by the proposed amendments. This will be discussed in further detail below, as part of the
discussion in respect of the other human rights that are limited by the amendments.
If human rights may be subject to limitation if the amendments to be moved to the Bill
are enacted – consideration of whether the limitations are reasonable and demonstrably
justifiable (section 13 Human Rights Act 2019)
(a) the nature of the rights
Right to take part in public life
The right to take part in public life affirms the right of all persons to contribute to and exercise
their voice in relation to the public life of the State. It ensures that all persons have the
opportunity to contribute to the political process and public governance.
The amendments may limit the right to take part in public life, as they remove the requirement
under relevant State Acts to obtain approvals for activities related to the urgent works to lower
a spillway of Paradise Dam to address unacceptable dam safety risks. For example, approvals
required under the Planning Act 2016, Water Act 2016, Nature Conservation Act 1992 and
Fisheries Act 1994.
In some cases, public consultation with interested persons is required prior to granting
approvals for various activities associated with carrying out the works and would form part of
the normal administration of some these Acts.
By removing the application of these State Acts for the works, the public are restricted in their
ability to participate in the consultation process and will not have the opportunity to have their
concerns taken into account. The amendments only relate to the urgent works required to
address the unacceptable risk to downstream communities, while longer-term upgrades are
planned and delivered. Those long-term upgrades will be delivered in accordance with the
usual processes (that is, the amendments will not apply to the long-term upgrades).
Cultural rights – Aboriginal peoples and Torres Strait Islander peoples
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples are recognised as having a rich and diverse
culture. There are many hundreds of distinct Aboriginal Torres Strait Islander groups in
Australia, each with geographical boundaries and an intimate association with those areas.
Many of these groups have their own languages, customs, laws and cultural practices.
The distinct cultural rights of Aboriginal peoples and Torres Strait Islander peoples are
protected under section 28 of the HR Act. Relevantly, the right ensures that Aboriginal peoples
and Torres Strait Islander peoples are not denied the right to maintain and strengthen their
distinctive spiritual, material and economic relationship with the land, territories, waters,
coastal seas and other resources with which they have a connection under Aboriginal tradition
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or Island custom. The right also ensures that Aboriginal peoples and Torres Strait Islander
peoples are not denied the right to conserve and protect the environment and productive
capacity of their land, territories, waters and other resources.
The right is potentially limited by the amendments as by removing the application of the State
Acts in that Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander People in the area will not have the formal
opportunity to be consulted on any potential impacts to the natural environment such as turtle
nesting sites, native fish and other wild life habitat. This could possibly limit the cultural rights
of Aboriginal peoples and Torres Strait Islander peoples by limiting their right to conserve and
protect the environment and productive capacity of their land and water and other resources.
(b) the nature of the purpose of the limitation to be imposed by the amendments to be moved
to the Bill if enacted, including whether it is consistent with a free and democratic society
based on human dignity, equality and freedom
The overarching purpose of limiting the rights in the way set out above, is to meet the critical
timeframes to commence the works required to address unacceptable dam safety risks and to
protect public safety in the event of another extreme flood event like ex-tropical Cyclone
Oswald in 2013. It is imperative that these works are able to commence immediately following
the end of the 2019-2020 wet season. The works will involve a diverse range of activities
necessary to lower a spillway of Paradise Dam.
Paradise Dam structural and stability issues were identified by investigations carried out by
Sunwater and confirmed by independent experts. The expert technical reports were released to
the public on 29 November 2019.
To address immediate safety concerns, Sunwater (the dam owner) reduced the storage level of
Paradise Dam to 42 per cent of its full storage capacity. Sunwater has also engaged with the
Bundaberg and surrounding community on emergency management procedures.
The amendments will address the immediate safety risks by enabling site mobilisation for the
works to commence by the end of the 2019-2020 wet season to make the dam safe for the
Bundaberg community prior to the 2020-2021 wet season. .
The structural and stability issues of Paradise Dam present an immediate risk to the people of
Bundaberg and surrounding areas of the potential failure of the Paradise Dam in the event of a
significant rainfall event.
By enabling the works to commence as soon as practically possible–that is, following the end
of the 2019-2020 wet season–the amendments also protect the right to life and security of the
person. The right to life is protected by section 16 of the HR Act and imposes substantive
obligations on the State to take appropriate steps and adopt positive measures to protect life.
The right to security of the person is protected by section 29 of the HR Act and places positive
obligations on the State to take all reasonable steps to ensure the physical safety of those who
are in danger of physical harm.
(c) the relationship between the limitation to be imposed by the amendments to be moved to
the Bill if enacted, and their purpose, including whether the limitation helps to achieve the
purpose
The amendments will enable urgent work to address unacceptable Paradise Dam safety risks,
and in turn protect public safety and life, to be undertaken as soon as practically possible. It is
critical the urgent works commence with site mobilisation following the 2019-2020 wet season.
Without the amendments, the commencement of the lowering of a spillway would be delayed
by several months as various approval processes are undertaken by a number of different State
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Government agencies. This would cause unacceptable delay to the commencement of the
lowering of a spillway that is necessary to protect public safety. That delay would mean that
the safety of the dam would not be able to be improved for the Bundaberg community prior to
the 2020-2021 wet season.
(d) whether there are any less restrictive (on human rights) and reasonably available ways to
achieve the purpose of the amendments to be moved to the Bill
No other less restrictive, reasonably available, ways to achieve the purpose of the amendments
have been identified.
Alternative options considered involved developing streamlined approval processes under the
various State Acts. However, after internal consultation with relevant State Government
agencies and stakeholders, it was confirmed that even the streamlined approval process would
not meet the urgent timeframe in which to commence the works at the end of the 2019-2020
wet season.
Therefore, other than exempting activities involved in carrying out the works from various
approvals required under relevant State Acts, there is no other way to ensure the works required
to address the unacceptable dam safety risks can commence following the 2019-2020 wet
season.
The amendments are confined and limited to the works for Paradise Dam only and include a
sunset clause further limiting the provision. Further, the amendments will not apply to any
future longer term work that may eventually be carried out for Paradise Dam.
To ameliorate the impact on the rights, and in acknowledgement of the significant public
interest in the Paradise Dam issues, Sunwater has established a Paradise Dam Community
Reference Group to facilitate information sharing and discussion of matters with the public
relating to Paradise Dam spillway works.
(e) the balance between the importance of the purpose of the amendments to be moved to the
Bill, which, if enacted, would impose a limitation on human rights and the importance of
preserving the human rights, taking into account the nature and extent of the limitation
On balance, it is considered that the importance of undertaking the works to Paradise Dam in
a critical time period, to prevent a serious threat to life and to protect public safety, outweighs
the negative impact on the human rights.

Conclusion
Amendments to the Water Supply (Safety and Reliability) Act 2008
In my opinion, the amendments to be moved to the Agriculture and Other Legislation
Amendment Bill 2019 are compatible with human rights under the Human Rights Act 2019
because they limit human rights only to the extent that is reasonable and demonstrably
justifiable in accordance with section 13 of the Act.

HON MARK FURNER
MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURAL INDUSTRY DEVELOPMENT AND FISHERIES
© The State of Queensland 2020
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