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Hello.

I’m a resident of the Yarra Valley in Victoria, and own a seven-acre bush block adjacent to the Kinglake National Park. I am very interested in protecting the bio-diversity of this region. It is threatened on a number of fronts, invasive species being a major issue. 

I’m not sure of the protocols for submissions such as this, but I would like to express some of my concerns and suggestions on the matter of invasive species control.

1. Many weed species need to be recognised as prohibited where they are currently viewed as environmental. I submit that a review of weed species take place with the purpose of re-categorisation, placing greater importance on the loss of bio-diversity as justification for declaring more weed species invasive and therefore prohibited. 

2. Environmental weeds are commercially available without restriction. I submit the unrestricted commercial sale of weed species be halted to prevent their spread.

3. Existing laws protect the removal of native vegetation in many parts of the country, but no laws prevent the introduction of environmental weeds to a property. I submit that laws be introduced which prevent invasive weed introduction by property owners. I further submit that zoning restrictions prevent weed introduction in areas of particular bio-diversity importance.

4. Funding for weed control is not prioritised to reflect the true cost of bio-diversity loss. For example, a great deal of funding in Victoria for weed control was diverted to bushfire relief. I submit that funding for weed control be separately budgeted as a priority, not as a discretionary measure. 

5. Awareness of the threat posed by weed invasion is still low in the community. I submit that a nationally based campaign be introduced via print and television media, promoting awareness amongst nursery owners and customers of the true cost of the sale of an invasive plant. I further submit that penalties be considered as a way to support behavioural change amongst the sellers and buyers of invasive weed species.

6. Weed invasion is considered the second biggest threat to bio-diversity in Australia, second only to land-clearing. As a matter of urgency, I submit that funding to weed research bodies be made consistent with the threat posed, and that a national focus be given to the coordination of weed-science through educational and related institutions. 

7. Property owners need to take responsibility for the invasive species’ activity that their use of their land promotes. For example, vineyard activities in the region, whilst providing enormous value to the community, are also a significant attraction to invasive exotic fauna. In particular, introduced bird species such as the Common Starling and Common Mynah use vineyards as food sources and habitat from which aggressive incursions are made into neighbouring bushland, displacing native species. I submit that vineyards be required to undertake activities to prevent the establishment of invasive bird species in their vines as well as activities to reduce the number of invasive birds that are supported by their presence. This would include netting vines more effectively year-round and ensuring unpicked grapes are not left as a food source for invasive birds. 

8. Planning permits, whilst attentive to native bushland removal minimisation, do not require developers to undertake the control of weeds that occur due to soil disturbance. Again, the cost of neglecting weed issues is as great as the cost of simple vegetation lass. I submit that planning controls be reviewed to incorporate the ongoing management of weed species where any rural development takes place. 

9. Many National Parks are battling, with very limited funding, several weed issues. I submit that all Parks be supported adequately to prevent the further degradation of bio-diversity in these areas under a declared commitment by government to the strategies of Park owners.

10. Activities in and around National Parks often contrast with the conservation values espoused by those responsible for their survival. Activity in and near National Parks such as roadside slashing, road re-surfacing and use of vehicles and horses causes severe long term management problems for Park employees. I submit that National Parks be served better by the introduction of legislation promoting more conservation-minded approaches to such issues, requiring entities such as local Shires to adopt more sensitive techniques when dealing with sensitive areas.

11. Many private landholders are limited in what they can do to assist because of the magnitude of the weed problem on their properties. Bodies such as Land For Wildlife and Landcare have, in the past, been of enormous benefit to property owners, but have seen nothing but cutbacks to funding and support in recent years. I submit the funding of such bodies be reviewed as a mechanism to support concerned property-owners.

Thanks

Robert Fallon

