
The Committee Secretary 
State Development, Natural Resources and Agricultural Industry Development Committee 
sdnraidc@parliament.qld.gov.au 

22 March, 2018 

Dear Committee, 

RE: Submission to the Vegetation Management and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2018 
Parliamentary Inquiry 

It is well established that and clearing rates in Queensland have increased dramatically over the past 
five years, in particular after the changes in vegetation laws under the Newman government in 20131. 

I understand the proposed Bill would achieve the following key changes, and we provide brief 
comments on each: 

Removal of ‘High-Value Agriculture’ as an allowable purpose for broadscale clearing of 
remnant vegetation. 

Comment: This is a crucial component of the bill. Genuine high-value agricultural land has long since 
already been cleared in Queensland2,3. There is clear evidence that remaining remnant vegetation is of 
very high value as habitat for wildlife1,4, including many species listed as Endangered in Queensland 
and threatened nationally5, and provides myriad other services for people, such as carbon 
sequestration and storage, sediment retention and water quality and flow regulation1,6. 

Changes to the Self-Assessable Codes to restrict the circumstances under which self-assessed 
‘thinning’ and other clearing is allowed. 

Comment: Analysis of ground-truthed satellite imagery shows that a large proportion of vegetation 
clearing occurring from 2013-2016 has been done under self-assessable codes7,8. This makes it clear 
that this change is essential in reducing overall rates of land clearing. It is important that thinning is 
only permitted in circumstances in which the impacts of thinning on environmental values of the 
affected ecosystem are minimal. Ecological thinning, a process used in some very specific situations 
to improve vegetation condition (e.g. removal of individual stems by hand9), is a very different 
exercise to the ‘thinning’ that has been recently recorded to occur in Queensland under these codes, 
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which is ecologically damaging. If thinning is allowed in future, it should only be pe1mitted in places 
where it can be demonstrated that substantial vegetation thickening has occUITed, and only where 
thickening threatens the ecological functioning and biodiversity of the Regional Ecosystem at that 
locality10

. 

Protections of Wgh-conservation value regrowth older than 15 years and along streams in all 
GBR catchments 

Comment: For many extensively cleared ecosystems, the only way they can return to a non-threatened 
status is by allowing regrowth to mature to an age at which their condition approaches that of 
remnant. Therefore, older regrowth of such ecosystems needs protection to achieve this. Native 
vegetation, both remnant and regrowth, plays a vital role in stabilising streambanks and controlling 
sediment inputs to the Great Banier Reef, thus it is important that it is protected1

. However, it is not 
clear yet whether new self-assessable codes contained in the Bill will allow for additional clearing of 
this important habitat. We recommend amending this to clear·ly provide the protection of high­
conse1vation value regrowth. 

Expansion of exemptions, and approaches to 'lock in' new exemptions, from the new 
regulations for high-value regrowth, but no ability to reverse existing exemptions where they 
allow for further destruction of threatened ecosystems and threatened species habitat. 

Comment: A lar·ge propo1tion of existing clear·ing is done under exemptions7
. It is likely that a portion 

of the vegetation CUITently under exemptions are critical habitats for endangered wildlife and/or and 
provides myriad other se1vices for people, such as carbon sequestration and storage, sediment 
retention and water quality and flow. It seems sensible that all exceptions be reviewed and assessed 
against their CUITent environmental value before they are locked in ( especially conside1ing the impact 
of the eno1mous rates of land clea1ing that have occmTed in the previous decade). 

In summary, the new Bill contains provisions that appear· likely to reduce the damage cunently 
accumulating to Queensland's biodiversity, inland and coastal wate1ways, soils and climate. However, 
there remain elements that, if not carefully managed, will pe1mit ongoing losses of critically important 
habitats and vegetation. 

Thank you for considering my submission. 

Michelle Ward 
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