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SUBMISSION
@)
| provide my submission in support of the continuation of the
Current Vegetation Management Act 1999 and rejection of the
changes proposed in the Vegetation Management
(Reinstatement) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016
(“the Bill™).

My overriding issue with the Bill is that its introduction in the
Queensland Parliament on 17* March represents yer another
variation to the Vegetation Management Framework, which
has been amended over 18 times since its introduction in
1999. This constant change in legislation severely impacts on
the ability of farm managers to plan and implement effective
long-term property and business management decisions.
Ecological processes work in much longer timeframes and can
be severely compromised when mismatching, constantly
changing regulations are enforced. Farmers have long called
for certainty with the vegetation management regulatory
framework. With the Bill being introduced when farmers are
on their knees with over 86% of Queensland in drought
conditions, it should come as no surprise that | am totally
opposed to continued uncertainty and attacks on the viability
of myself, the long-term sustainability of my business as well
as attacks on fellow farmers.

In providing this submission | refer directly to the key
provisions of the legislation which the 2016 Bill intends to
amend.

I Removing High Vidue Agricultare and limgated High Vadue Agncultare from the
Management | ramework

removal of High Value Agricultare (HVA) and irrigated HVA (IHVA) affects
n regions differemtly, with thine in the north particularty hard hit
northern Queensland energy and protein become miting in cattle diety
the dry seasnn and this can cause farmens bsoes with stockh survival and wellare
years of devught HVA snd 1HIVA permits provide farmens in northern
with the sppurtunity 1o grow fodder and gram for supplementing in the
searon sud fimnbing off stock for market




removal of HIVA and THVA bs o direct conflict with the Australian Government
Paper on the Development of Narthern Awstralia. A current example of this b
million being spent tu upgrade rusds 1o communities acrom Cape York, but
Sate Government Vegretation Management | rumeworh is preventing
snd non-indigenous land bolders from des eboping agriculture projects

contral and southern Queessland, HVA and HVA provides opportunity for farmers
drosght-proel properties and stabilise production and income over vartable climatic
market conditions. Sustainable chearing for refatively small pockets of high valwe
enable agricultural production 1o impruve continuity of supply to foed
and mert the increaving reqairrments of internationsl markety and
s Free Trade \greemenis

development s particularty compromised Iy the re-inclusion of High Valee
(HVR) as well as the stripping of the right to develop traditional lands s
‘A or THVA, For example, lndigenous lsadowners on the Gilbert River s northern
preparing to sobmit [HVA spplications have aww been denied the
of vabilising beef praduction and eomploy ing community labour oo their

Y Re-mtroducing Reverse Omus-of -Proof’

|Hachgroand

The inclusion of Reserse Onus of Prosl ia Queenstand Government's Vegetation
Framework i a direct affront te the rights and liberties of farmens.
Onus redegaies farmens clearing vegetation tu & bevel below that of criminak,
they are demied commaon justice under Section 24 of the C riminal Code: Mistabe
fact In Queensland net anls are farmers presumed guilty until they are proves
but they are rvfused the possibiliny of making » mistake.

5 Thaet oo compensation will be payable to HVA, IHVA sad Property Map of
Ancvable Vogatanon (PMAV) applicants durimg ranutional smamgsesents

——

propesal that compensation will net be available for HVA, THVA or PMAV
durtng the Hill tramsition peried may be 3 tactic to prevest panic desring,
the imphications for compensation for vegetation masagement in the hroader semse
quite slarming.

W the comaation of broad wake laad-clearing, compensation fur Landholden 1o offset
conl. bost development potential snd decreased properts valoe has been »
aminsien from the \rgrtation Mansgement Regulatory Framework. The e
compensation has been debated heavily by federal and vate begilaton, bewever a
war st bry the Beattie Government in 2004 with provision of $150 millien
£ years to offset landhalder lovses doe to the removal of their rights to clear. This




compensating carbon dioride abatement fur bews than 31 & toane’

the 2016 Nill transition period the stuation i quite different 1o what it was in 2004,
threst to remove HVA and [HVA from furmeny’ potential to develop property

2003 C ommonwralth study mentioned ahave did not include nocth or went

Lacal Cusernment Arvas and comsejuently grosaly underestimated the

0 be comsidered fur compensation. Another change since 2004 is the free market
of the value of carbon abatement with the recent suction of the Emissons
Fend seiling carbon st $12.2% per toase. The Quecandand State Government
5 recugming the fact that 1hey are robbing the rights of farmens to develop
HVATHVA land sustainably snd that the area for development and value
carben are much grester than they werr in 2004

4 Incledmg High Vidue Regrowth as an additional layer of regulation wnder the
Vegetation Managemant | ramework on lemsebold, frechold snd indipenous land

|Backhground

The re-inclusion of High Valoe Regrowth (HVN) as an additivas! layer of regulation en
freehold and indigenous land v 20 overt grab by Queensland Goverument in
wl targets for mevting mfernstnasl treaties sach o the hyoto Protocnl and
recently the 2015 Parks Climate Doal In 2009 when initially intreduced, this HVR
was prepared hastidy in 3 ‘desk-tap’ mapping crercine with swocisted erron
arems of pon-aative vegetation (sach s archards) sod bare exrth, I
imvestigations of ses eral properties it appean that the accurscy of the 2016
s no better than that in 2009,

the free market places a value of $12.2% per toune va carbon, what is the extimated
value of “High Value Regrowth ™ snd where is the Quecasland Goverament's
for farmens and indigesous land hobders®

5. Incresmng Catogory R vegetation 10 nclude the Burdelom, Mackay,
Whitsunday s Wit Tropees Grest Rarmer Roef catchments and additional
catchments Bament Many, Lastern Cape York and Frtoroy

rcerens

This incremse in Category R provivieas s & ferther restriction on development in

. Quernaland, which i in stark contrast 1o the devclopment imperatives
with the White Paper on Developing Northern Austrabia

In fact, 2 study conducted in Quernsland and published in 2016 shows that

The schencr s completely unprosen sn the necowity 1o nclude >40 metre buflers alung
bnummw“-”mumm



current bleaching of the Great Barrier Reef is not caused by high nutrient runoff from

agricultural lands.

6. Other matters relevant to the Vegetation Management (Reinstatement) and
Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016 that the review committee
should consider appropriate and worth some consideration

Signed:

Address:

Date:

2] 4]ré:





