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I rise today to speak in support of the Vegetation Management Framework Amendment Bill 2013.
This bill is a significant reform bill that will achieve the dual purposes of growing the agriculture
sector to assist Queensland double our food production by 2014 whilst reducing red tape on
landholders, businesses and government whilst at the same time retaining key environmental
protections.
I will repeat that last point for emphasis because I think it is an important point that has been lost on
many opponents of this bill. This bill retains key environmental protections.
The opposition to this bill—and I have seen a fair amount of it through my email inbox in recent
weeks—has often been nothing short of misguided hysteria. It is hysteria that has been whipped up
in many instances by the Labor Party and by the extreme green element of our community. If we
needed any more evidence of it we need only listen again to the speech of the member for
Bundamba in the chamber this afternoon.
If members think I am going too far with those characterisations I will read from one of the emails I
received in recent days that was being distributed to local koala rescue organisation members in my
area. The email in part reads—
If Campbell Newman’s new bill goes through it will mean that anyone will be able to clear land
anywhere, anytime and every single koala in Queensland will be under threat of annihilation
because nowhere, not even the national forests, will be protected from land clearing for
development or logging.
That is extreme, unfounded hysteria. As we heard the member for Burleigh state earlier, we had
someone from Logan City Council attend the committee’s hearings on this bill. When they were
asked about koala protection they were very specific in saying that they already have protection over
koala habitat at the local government level. Again I say it is extreme, unfounded hysteria that is
being spread by the Labor Party and extreme greens. It is not only the extreme environmentalists
who are pushing that line, it is also Labor members in this House who are still obviously working
hard to lock in their green preferences ahead of the next election who are peddling the same
extreme line.
I found a comment from the member for South Brisbane that was taken from an article on the news
website, and that article appears to have originated directly from the Office of the Leader of the
Opposition. The member for South Brisbane is quoted as saying, ‘LNP laws will open the door for
indiscriminate land clearing in high-conservation areas and a return to the forest wars of the last

century.’ Again I say it is that sort of hysteria that has been whipped up by the Labor Party and by
some environmental activists who are taking arguments to a ludicrous extreme that have proven to
be very unhelpful in being able to have a sensible debate on this legislation.
So whilst Labor would contend in their dissenting committee report that it is the government who are
undermining any chance of constructive engagement with the environmental movement, I would
certainly argue that Labor and extremists within the environmental movement have no desire
whatsoever of constructively engaging with our government on this piece of legislation. Labor want
to lock up the land and they want to lock in their green preferences. They do not even want to allow
landholders to maintain their land—just lock it up and do not touch it.
In fact it reminds me of Labor’s policy on national parks. For many years that policy was: do not
touch them, do not do anything with them. So now we end up with national parks where firebreaks
are not properly maintained, where noxious weeds and plants are out of control in places, and
where in many instances they are just generally poorly maintained. So they have form here: lock up
the farms, lock up the national parks, do not touch anything—extremist views from a party who are
only interested in environmental issues because they know they need those extreme green
preferences to get themselves over the line.
Labor have no interest whatsoever in trying to achieve a sustainable balance. In fact I think you
could take the term ‘sustainable balance’ and put it in a bucket with some other terms that Labor do
not understand. Those terms would include ‘budget surplus’—there is one that Labor do not
understand—‘long-term planning’, ‘fiscal responsibility’, ‘fully funded’. Throw them all in a bucket—
things that Labor do not understand. It has become obvious in this debate that they just do not
understand what it means to be able to get a sustainable balance between environmental
conservation and proper use of our land.
But in spite of the hysteria that has been whipped up, it appears that there might be dissention in the
ranks even amongst the environmental movement and not everyone believes the hysteria that Labor
are trying to pass off as constructive argument.
As has been mentioned by a couple of my colleagues this afternoon already, during the public
hearings held by the State Development, Infrastructure and Industry Committee on 17 April, the
member for South Brisbane tabled a section of the State of the Environment Queensland 2011
report, which shows the average annual clearing rates for remnant vegetation from 1997 to 2009,
which quite clearly showed a peak of clearing rates in 1999-2000. Upon tabling the report extract,
the member for South Brisbane asked the national manager of WWF, Mr Nick Heath ‘... is it WWF’s
contention that if these laws go through we will go back to vegetation clearing rates similar to the
1999-2000 clearing rates as they are there?’ to which Mr Heath replied, ‘It is not, no. No, we do not
feel that those rates will return ...’ So even though the member for South Brisbane has tried to
invoke the spirit of Chicken Little and wants to claim that the sky is falling, even the WWF admit that
clearing rates are unlikely to return to the peaks of late last century. So rather than the sky falling in,
it sounds to me a little bit like Chicken Little is being a little bit Goosey Loosey with the truth.
So let us put some of the myths to bed. The Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation
Act 1990 and the Nature Conservation Act 1992 will still continue to apply to threatened species
including koalas. If any development is likely to have a significant impact on threatened species, the
proponent must refer their development to the Australian government for assessment.
Threatened plant and animal species will continue to be regulated under the Queensland Nature
Conservation Act. Importantly, particularly for residents and koala advocacy group members in the
Pine Rivers electorate, habitat protection for koalas in South-East Queensland will continue through
the Sustainable Planning Act.

This bill will not allow a return to broadscale vegetation clearing in Queensland. Impacts of
assessable remnant vegetation clearing on watercourses and wetlands; endangered, of concern
and threshold regional ecosystems; and connectivity of vegetation across the landscape will
continue to be considered. Compliance provisions will still be in place and prosecution will still apply
where compliance provisions are not followed.
One other myth that needs to be dispensed with is the myth that landholders are chomping at the bit
to raze every last bit of vegetation on their properties. It is absolute nonsense to suggest that
landholders are even considering such an approach. In fact I would go so far as to say that for the
vast majority of landholders it is completely offensive to be described in such a way. Yet the member
for Bundamba (st)-4ands in here today on her green high hor
se and rubbishes farmers as if they are out
to destroy the world.
Again, as has already been quoted today, Mr Arthur Dingle in appearing at the committee’s public
hearing summed it up perfectly when he said—
... 95 per cent of people are wanting to improve their country and leave it in a better state than what
we first started with when we first bought it. People forget that that is our biggest asset we have ever
owned, so why would we want to destroy it?
As outlined in the committee’s report, Mr Dingle also told the committee that he conserves half of his
property and earns a living from the other half. Now I would suggest to the environmental extremists
that they should actually be applauding the vast majority of landholders and working with them to
build on the environmental conservation activities that are already taking place on their land and that
have been in place for years and decades. It is a myth to suggest that landholders are not
concerned with environmental conservation on their land, yet it is a myth that the extremists and the
Labor members of this House seem to continue to want to spread.
Once we dispel these myths and we can establish through meaningful debate and a consideration of
the facts that environmental protections will be maintained, that we will not be seeing a return to
broadscale vegetation clearing and that the sky indeed is not falling, then we can also consider the
imporstt benefits of this legis lation to Queensland’s economy.
As I have already stated, this bill will significantly contribute to a strengthening of Queensland’s
economy through allowing opportunities for our agriculture sector to grow and assist Queensland to
double our food production by 2040, whilst also reducing red tape on landholders, business and
government.
One striking example of the ridiculous red tape that this bill addresses was raised by Mrs Laurie
Taylor in her appearance before the committee. Mrs Taylor stated in her own words—
We have had the instance in the Daintree area where we reported quite a large tree had fallen in the
creek to the council ... I think that was 2003. Ten years later, the tree is still there, because we just
gave up in the end. The tree is still there and half the paddock has gone. So this is how this
Vegetation Management Act has affected people in our area, and this is only one tree.
When asked further about the land that had eroded because of that one tree, Mrs Taylor stated that
it was probably about two or three acres that had been lost. The current act is inefficient, it
consumes landholders and governments with unnecessary red tape and it hinders the ability of
landholders to properly manage their property.
There were many other examples of the inefficiencies of the current Vegetation Management Act
and other issues that this new legislation deals with. They include the issue of inaccurate mapping,
which is an absolute Pandora’s box that needs to be addressed in some manner and which other
members have already spoken about.

The value of these legislative changes were outlined well by AgForce in their submission to the
committee. They stated—
The Vegetation Management Act in its current form restricts sustainable development on rural land
and is punitive rather than incentivising for landholders in the management of woody vegetation
cover.
They also point out in the executive summary of their written submission that AgForce’s views were
confirmed by the Queensland Competition Authority’s Office of Best Practice Regulation review into
red-tape reduction, which recommended that the Vegetation Management Act be reviewed as a
matter of priority.
This legislation is important for Queensland. This legislation restores sustainable balance to
Queensland’s Vegetation Management Act and will allow landholders to sustainably use their land in
a way that provides economic growth and development while still maintaining appropriate
environmental conservation standards.
So while Labor seem intent on continuing to spread scurrilous myths about landholders, land
clearing and environmental protection, the Newman government is once again showing that it is
possible to balance economic development with environmental conservation.
We live in a great state with great opportunity, and this legislation will provide more opportunity for
our agriculture sector as we work together to build a strong four-pillar economy. This is sensible
legislative change to a bill that, thanks to Labor, had more holes than a block of Swiss cheese. I am
pleased to commend the bill to the House.

