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SUBMISSION

I 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 yet 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 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 via bility of myself,
the long-term sustainability of my business as well as attacks on fellow farmers.
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1. Removing High Value Agriculture and Irrigated High Value Agriculture from the Vegetation
Management Framework
Background

HVA and IHVA permits provide farmers in northern Queensland with the opportunity to grow
fodder and grain for supplementing in the dry season and finishing off stock for market.

The removal of HVA and IHVA is in direct conflict with the Australian Government White Paper
on the Development of Northern Australia. The Changes to the Vegetation Management
Framework will prevent indigenous and non-indigenous land holders from developing
agriculture projects.
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2. Re-introducing Reverse Onus-of-Proof | H-Ls2-P THRE LALD opwpell

Background

The inclusion of Reverse Onus of Proof in Queensland Government's Vegetation Management
Framework is a direct affront to the rights and liberties of farmers. Reverse Onus relegates
farmers clearing vegetation to a level below that of criminals, where they are denied common
justice under Section 24 of the Criminal Code: Mistake of fact. In Queensiand farmers will be
presumed guilty until they are proven innocent. They are also refused the defence in making a
mistake, despite known faults with the mapping layers.
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3. Including High Value Regrowth as an additional layer of regulation under the
Vegetation Management Framework on leasehold, freehold and indigenous land

Background

The re-inclusion of High Value Regrowth (HVR) as an additional layer of regulation on leasehold,
freehold and indigenous land is an overt grab by Queensland Government in search of targets
for meeting international treaties such as the Kyoto Protocol and more recently the 2015 Paris

Climate Deal.
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