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Q1

First name

Grantley

Q2

Last name

Ingram

Q3

Email

Q4

Can we contact you about your submission (if needed)?

Yes

Q5

Can we add your email to our mailing list for occasional
updates on this topic?

Yes

Q6

What best describes you?

I am a private land manager/owner.

Q7

What best describes your main regional interest?

South East
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Q12

Is there any other information about this topic you would like to share with us?

Strive to gain recognition with LLS clearing approval processes and state and federal biosecurity legislation, and

Recognise the impact of badly managed state lands on adjoining private landholders.  Our national parks are awash with deer, goats, 

pigs, dogs, foxes, cats, horses and full of weeds, African lovegrass, serrated tussock, Chilean needle grass, Hawkweed.  A tenure 
neutral approach is required together with stewardship payments across all tenures.  Consideration should also be given to reverting 

national park estate back to private land such that biodiversity can actually be managed.  The introduction of internal vermin fences 
within the national parks is proof positive that parks have accepted their own failure to protect nature.




