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To whom it may concern,  

Re: Vegetation Management (Reinstatement) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 
2016 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the Vegetation Management 
(Reinstatement) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016.    

The Far North Queensland Regional Organisation of Councils (FNQROC) represents 10 
member Councils being Cairns, Cassowary and Tablelands Regional Councils, Cook, 
Croydon, Douglas, Etheridge, Hinchinbrook and Mareeba Shire Councils, and Yarrabah 
and Wujal Wujal Aboriginal Shire Councils.  Member Councils cover more than 250,000 
square kilometres with a total population of approximately 267,000.  Our large 
environmentally diverse region encompasses two world heritage listed areas; the Wet 
Tropics and the Great Barrier Reef.  We rely on our environment and economic growth to 
work hand in hand, without one the other will degrade. 

We welcome the opportunity to provide comment on the proposed amendment. As an 
organisation representing 10 local governments in Far North Queensland it is important we 
provide comment on matters which have direct or indirect influence on councils.  

We must note upfront that it is difficult to provide a great level of detail due to: 

• The complexity of unpacking and understanding the outcomes of the proposed
changes and the multitude of scenarios in which they will be applied.

• The length of time provided for comment and the degree of consultation for the
complexity of the matter could have been more substantial to entail appropriate
discussion; and

• the timing in relation to local government elections was not useful for an
organisation such as ours to consult our members in detail. We are also mindful
of the diversity of the perspectives and requirements in regard to vegetation
management of our member councils and their constituents.
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As such we have provided an overall commentary on elements most relevant to councils 
being; 
 

a. the day to day operations of councils by way of strategic planning and 
infrastructure management and;  

b. the regional economic development considerations in which councils are 
engaged. 

The proposed amendments align with the purpose of the act, however as with any 
legislation many of the practical implications are unable to be unpacked until the 
supporting regulation are available or developed. We believe it essential for detailed and 
ongoing consultation with local government in relation to this matter. 
 
Cyclical uncertainty in relation to vegetation management laws is not conducive to either 
economic development or the environmental outcomes detailed in the purpose of the Act. 
Although the VMA was introduced with a degree of bi-partisan support, since it’s adoption 
has become something of a political football with considerable amendments ensuing each 
change of office. Without an adequate solution being reached where a workable balance is 
met, ongoing uncertainty will continue to complicate the context appropriate management 
of vegetation.  
 
We acknowledge that the scale and diversity (economic, social, environmental and culture) 
of the state of Queensland offers little by way of simplifying the task of attaining a one size 
fits all framework for vegetation management. The concept itself is further complicated by 
the often uncomplimentary requirements of realising both public whole-of-environment 
benefit and economic sustainability. This is aptly exemplified in this region by our dual 
economic reliance on both agriculture and tourism (land based and GBR) which both relate 
directly to the allocation of land-use and the management of these. 
 
With these considerations in mind we question whether more emphasis should be placed 
on future investment in appropriately scaled and consulted regional instruments which 
better define nodes for agricultural or other intensive land uses and as such provide a clear 
path for investment or a more considered and economically viable mandate for land 
stewardship. 
 
Comments on proposed changes 

1. Reinstating the protection of high-value regrowth on freehold and 
Indigenous land (category C) –  
a. As per our above comments on public benefit versus economic sustainability 

the reinstatement would be well supported by more accessible stewardship 
incentive or economic imperative for landholders to retain or sustainably 
manage regrowth vegetation. This is particularly relevant for remote and 
regional communities where there is often little opportunity for income 
generation from lands within their charge yet an ongoing expectation it will be 
managed in a particular way.  

 
A stop-start policy environment has done little to enable diversification of the 
regions land use to take advantage of alternatives to clearing vegetation. A 
significant policy investment with stronger alignment to regionally driven 
economic development planning may enable this to be presented as an 
opportunity, rather than a threat to landholders. Direct economic strategies 
which support landholders with proportionate incentive for personal income to 










