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Whilst | have many concerns about the inequity of the Vegetation Management Act and
particularly the High Value Regrowth Legislation | accept that this Government is committed
to bringing back all of its previous draconian provisions. However what has surprised me
when | have now looked into it is not the proposed Legislation but the fact that the
bureaucrats have taken the opportunity to massively increase the areas to be classified as
Category C, High Value Regrowth.

A cursory look at existing and proposed Regulated Vegetation Management Maps shows
very extensive areas that were classified as Category X in 2011 (before the changes
introduced by the LNP Government) are now proposed to be classified as Category C.

I am sure that this bureaucratic action will have widespread devastating effects throughout
the State but | will cite below examples of properties owned by my companies in the Cairns
Region.

1. Goldsborough 1 and 2

These properties were bought in 1989 as part of a large aggregation which was zoned Rural
Residential and the price paid reflected this zoning. Because of the depressed real estate
market in Cairns since then, development has been slow but we have managed to develop
and sell over 300 Rural Residential Lots of 4,000 sq. m. or more. Almost all of the land was
formerly used for cane farming but some areas that we haven’t kept slashed have had
saplings regrow on them.

I am confident that, unless there is a change to the definition of High Value Regrowth, we
can prove that the areas shown circled in red on the Maps should not be Category C. In fact
when High Value Regrowth Maps first came out we protested about a large section of the
area marked Goldsborough 1 and the Department finally agreed that that section should be
removed, which it was. Now the Proposed Vegetation Management Map shows that
Category Cis to be imposed on this land again. We should not have to go to the cost of
again proving that designation does not stand up.

A similar situation applies to the land shown as Goldsborough 2 except that those areas
were never previously designated Category C.

The areas circled on Maps Goldsborough 1 and 2 have been the subject of applications to
develop and subdivide with the Cairns Regional Council for some years but have not yet
received final approval. Whilst | understand that these applications can still be considered



under the old legislation, if we cannot reach agreement with Council and have to lodge a
new application it will presumably not be approved thanks to the land being now classified
Category C.

This effectively wipes out virtually all of the previous value of the land as it becomes, at
best, one house site.

I understand, but cannot be sure because of all the different authorities and red tape
involved, that Urban land for development is exempt from the prohibitions of Category C
but we were previously advised by the Department that Rural Residential land is not
considered to be Urban.

2. Skyrail and Tjapukai land

These lands currently have some sections classified as Category X and some as Category B.
Now, on the Proposed Regulated Vegetation Management Maps, a large area of both
properties that was previously Category X will become Category C. The only change to the
vegetation on the Skyrail land has been the considerable amount of tree planting that
Skyrail has undertaken to improve the environment and attractiveness of the property. We
should not now be penalised for this by having Category C, with all its attendant restrictions,
imposed over the property.

Summary

The above are specific examples of properties owned by us and we only became aware of
them this week when | decided to check on the existing Regulated Vegetation Management
Maps to see if they had changed. | also note that significant areas of other peoples
properties are to be Category C when they were previously Category X.

This is grossly inequitable as if, as the bureaucrats will no doubt argue, these areas have
now got more regrowth vegetation on them than previously it will only be because the
owners have deliberately or negligently not kept the properties slashed to prevent
regrowth. In other words they have done the right thing and are now to be severely
penalised because of that.

Whilst this submission is not directly commenting on the proposed new Bill, the Parliament
should be aware that the bureaucrats, and presumably the Minister, are using the
smokescreen of the new Legislation to greatly expand the areas classified as Category C. At
the very least they should be instructed that areas classified as Category X when Labor was
previously in power s‘hould remain so.
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