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Dear Chair and Committee Members 

Submission to Committee on Vegetation Management (Reinstatement) and Other 

Legislation Amendment Bill 2016  

The Rosewood District Protection Organisation Inc. (RDPO) is a group of local citizens which spontaneously formed 
in 2001 as a direct result of community concern about the negative impact on the Rosewood district from expanding 
open cut coal mining operations of New Hope Coal Group at Tallegalla (New Oakleigh mine) and Jeebropilly, and the 
continuing operation of the Idemitsu mine at Ebenezer. 

In 2002/3 RDPO spearheaded a large community action in the Lands and Resources Tribunal (over 50 submissions 
and 122 signatories)against the New Hope Coal Group’s proposed expansion of the West Pit open cut coal mining 
lease at the Oakleigh Colliery a short distance to the north of the Rosewood township. We won some concessions 
from New Hope in how they would operate, and in forming ongoing Community Consultation meetings. 

The case was based on the very real impacts on the surrounding native forest, rich farmland and close-settled 
community which preceded open cut mining in the area by over a century – blasting, noise, dust, light, water table 
loss, destruction of high value scenic amenity and endangered ecosystems. 

In 2004 the RDPO successfully lead a community action, with over 25 submissions and 280 signatories, that 
prevented New Hope’s closure of a key community access road with historical significance. The preservation of Urry 
Road also curtailed further expansion of the New Oakleigh Mine and reduced its lifespan by approximately an extra 2 
years. 

The New Oakleigh mine has now ceased production. And, we continue in positive participation with New Hope in the 
rehabilitation and restoration of the mine site. Our community consultation meetings with them will continue until such 
time as the mine is fully rehabilitated and the licence is surrendered. 
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RDPO maintains a strong presence in our region. Because of our direct experience of mining we readily support 
other community members in our region in their actions to prevent similar destructive impact from proposed or actual 
open cut mining imposed on our native ecosystems and productive rural environment. 

In 2012,RDPO were invited by the Centre for Social Responsibility in Mining (UQ) to address a visiting delegation of 
senior government and community representatives concerned with how best to handle and resolve community issues 
in mining from African, South American and Asian countries at a seminar in Queens Park Ipswich 

In 2013 RDPO we were invited to give a presentation to the Climate Change and Reef Action forum on board 
Rainbow Warrior, based on our experience of the impact of open-cut mining in the Rosewood region. And, currently 
we are involved in supporting the residents of the Coleyville region in their opposition to a Megaquarry (titled the Mt 
Walker quarry). 

 
We support the intentions of these amendments (e.g. reduce greenhouse gas emissions by limiting clearing that 
resurged since 2009/10, restores regulation of High Value Regrowth (HVR), restores protections for riparian areas 
and extends such provisions to all Great Barrier Reef catchments, reinstates environmental offsets for any 
developmental residual impact.) to the Vegetation Management Act (VMA) in correcting the detrimental effects of the 
previous government’s amendments (e.g. in the areas of Property Maps of Assessable Vegetation (PMAV) and Self 
Assessable Codes (SAC). However the amendments retain – 

 

Exemptions. 

There are to many exemptions and the Bill does nothing in respect of them. 

 
- Purpose tests should be replaced by ecological impact tests. It matters not for which purpose the land was 

cleared. The environmental / ecological / conservation effects are of prime consideration for example water 
quality, erosion, species diversity etc. 

- Exemptions should only be permitted if clearing is of small scale (< 0.1ha /property) and then only is outside 
of areas with threatened species, ecosystems or land degradation risks. 

 

PMAVs. 

 

Although the Bill reduces the HVR ‘deprotected’ by the previous government, it does not, if it was ‘locked in’ as an X 
on a PMAV. 
 

- ‘PMAV Xs’ imply a right where none should exist. Such PMAVs should act only as a device that reflects 
ground truth / accuracy of regulatory maps. 

- There should be no presumption that areas currently exempt, can never be subject to removal of such 
exemption if demonstrated environmental harm is significant. 

- With 27% (22million ha. of Qld.) already exempt (X) under VMA, 16% (13million ha.) not yet converted to 
non-forest uses (crops, plantations, sown pastures etc.), land is freely available to landholders to clear as 
desired. The proposition that the VMA stifles agriculture is a mythical one. 

 

SACs 

 

The Bill leaves amendments to the codes. Constraints need to appear in the Act and not left to the codes 
 

- SACs are not capped or otherwise constrained in any way to keep ecological risk within minimum 
boundaries. 

- A current broadscale clearing loophole of major proportions, permits ‘thinning’ of unlimited areas with 
bulldozers. 
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- SACs should only be available where clearing is on the modest of scales (50ha or 1% of property area which 
ever is lesser figure) and only if no threatened species, ecosystems or land degradation risks. 

-  

HVR 

 

The Bill retains static HVRs. 
 

- The definition of HVR using fixed year 1989 baseline fails to keep pace with advancing age regrowth now at 
20 years. A time factor needs to be introduced to the definition. 

 

Below are several recent examples of the effects of land clearing in the 

Bremer River catchment. 

 

An example of an effect of land clearing recently observed in Bremer Catchment, 
was a pollution incident recorded after a rain event. The photograph shows highly 
turbid water flowing downstream in Western Creek (a tributary of the Bremer R 
near Rosewood) on the 8th November after a rain event. The pollution originated in 
a ploughed paddock (private property) upstream of Rosewood and was a result of 
the absence of riparian vegetation. Indeed absence of riparian is evident along 
most of the Bremer River. 
 
Ill considered land clearing even up to 150 years still has ramifications - loss of top 
soil, increased organic matter and depletion of dissolved O2 often results in fish 
kills. 
 

 

 

 

 

An example of highly turbid discharge from the New Oakleigh coal mine north of 
Rosewood. The discharge flows under a culvert on Urry Rd. and happens each 
time there is a rain event. The installation of sedimentation ponds would have 
circumvented the problem during the mine’s operation of some 12 years. Flow is 
by an ephemeral drainage gully to Western Creek. 
 

Injudicious land clearing albeit from an industrial source, contributes to the 
increasing sediment load in local streams.  

 

 

 

 

Land clearing is, along side greenhouse gas emissions, perhaps among the most pressing of environmental 
problems even on a global scale. Its effects, almost wholly detrimental, must now be regulated for the guidance of all.   

Yours sincerely, 

 

Ursula Monsiegneur      Col Thompson 
President RDPO Inc      Technical Advisor 
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Colin Dannevig 
Secretary RDPO Inc 
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Appendix 

A Brief History of Land Clearing – The Rosewood Scrub. 
Land clearing began with the first Europeans to occupy the district in the 1830s at the expense of the local 
indigenous people (the Jaggera and Ugarapul). Prior to 1842 the colony was exclusively a penal one. Land clearing 
was limited to immediate requirements of the penal colony. With the 1842 declaration of an open colony came 
massive influx of Europeans requiring land. 
 
Serious land clearing in the Rosewood district commenced as early as the late 1840s with land being quickly 
selected to the south of the Rosewood Scrub by English and Scottish immigrants. The first of the Irish immigrants 
(resulting from the Irish Potato Famine of the 1840s) selected land to the north of the Scrub in the early 1850s. By 
the late 1850s when the major German immigrants arrived, the land most readily available was the Rosewood Scrub, 
an area of impenetrable Dry Vine Rainforest ‘discovered’ by Alan Cunningham and extending from Rosewood to 
Fernvale to Coominya to Lowood and south to Minden thence to Rosewood. A person let alone riding a horse could 
not walk through it. By the early 1890s the scrub was substantially cleared by the German immigrants. Land clearing 
lead to dry land dairying, cattle grazing, and cropping. 
 
The fragmented and remnant scrub existent today is around 1.2% of the original area. The major effect was severe 
saltation of the creeks flowing from the area of the Scrub and associated flood plains. Agriculture has been affected 
and from an environmental point of view species once common are now considered uncommon and rare. Agriculture 
from an economic point of view peaked in value in 1914 and has not achieved that value since. Other effects include 
severe erosion, rapid drying and compaction of soils, reduction of soil carbon content and accelerated runoff during 
floods. 
 
It is important to note the land use practices differences. Aborigines used cold fire burns in fostering a productive 
landscape with biodiversity. Europeans physically removed vegetation with destructive environmental effect e.g. as 
well as the effects mentioned above, saltation of creeks and flood plains of various catchments with biodiversity 
much reduced. 
 

 

 




