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This submission acknowledges and respects the Aboriginal first human occupation of this
land, and respects the care and learning their culture acquired over some 40,000 years for
Tasmania and 60,000 years for other parts of Australia.lt acknowledges Palawa leaders past
, present and emerging and their efforts towards justice. It also aknowledges the good intent
of the current state government in attempting to move on from past injustices to past Palawa
people and to look for a constructive way forward to a inclusive contemporary Palawa
culture.

It is widely accepted that Aboriginal culture did not accept the notion of private and exclusive
use of land, beyond local community duty and care of custodianship of land; as evidenced
by the some 750 language groups at first settlement, and extensive cultural practices of
acknowledging and respecting occupation and stewardship and sharing of resources.

All current claims and handbacks have been on the basis of rights developed originally
under British common law, and while the prevailing Australian culture of the moment accepts
them as right and just under these assumptions; exclusive use of one racial group was never
the intent of Aboriginal Lore or practice; witnessed by the many instances of hospitality and
sharing towards first settlers.A relationship breaking down quickly with the cultural clashes
being the source of early conflict, disposession and other injustices, that through this
process we seek to minimise in future.

This being the defacto Aboriginal concept of ownership, any future concept of Indigenous
land ownership for both cultural, moral and ecologically practical reasons, must accord with
this concept.

It can be accepted that initial handbacks of Land with outstanding cultural and historical
values were important symbolic step to restoration of Aboriginal culture, and helped vitalise
its recovery as far as possible. To go further towards any model that is exclusive to all
current indigenous Tasmanian that are not of Aboriginal race or genealogy , would put it into
conflict with the long held Australian Aboriginal culture of inclusion and respect of difference.

The defining feature therefore for contemporary Tasmanian aboriginal land ownership,
should be a differentiation on cultural grounds, rather than racial grounds.This avoids the
demographic challenges posed by intermarraige going forward.

Membership of the Aboriginal Land Council of Tasmania, therefore should be on the basis of
knowledge and proven respect for aboriginal culture, as determined by stewards of cultural
and ethical knowledge of the community. Stewards who also have lived experience on
country and are trusted by the community. Candidates for stewardship could be selected by
a Blind independent panel, and elected by members. Preselected perhaps, by the
Tasmanian Electoral Commission.

This approach addresses the practical reality,of the fact of interracial marraige and its
consequence on all indigenous born Tasmanian/Palwa.



Regardless of the defacto legal precedents, ecological persistence of humans in Tasmania is
the accepted goal of social organisation. Whatever institutional arrangements that are made
must serve this goal. The last fifty years or science with the aid of paleoecology, computing
and genomics have overturned many of the earlier assumptions about sustainable human
land use.

Mans substantial impact on planetary ecology began with the extinction of the megafaunal
herbivores and the predators hundreds of thousands years ago, and with them the extensive
temperate grasslands they created.. With their extinction came regrowth of the forests and a
warming of the planet as the area and albedo of the grasslands declined . Ref Retallack G
2013.

Because humans evolved on the Savannah grasslands, gathering plant and animal foods,
their response to this loss of grassland was to manage the regrowth. To manage it with what
tools they had; principally fire and their knowledge of seasonal fire ecology.

Whilst issued an era of generally stable ecological flux for 100, 000 years, it was at a
reduced level to that existing in the Pleisostocene, pre megafaunal extinction. Due to
simplified vegetation structures and its effect of biodiversity and hydrology. According to
articles in the PNAS journal biomass has declined to some 20% of the Pleiostocene.

The significance of this carbon mobilisations on climate warming was the first major impact
on climate, the combustion of fossil fuels the next.

The point here being that even Aboriginal management of the country is less than ideal. The
ideal being complex vegetation structures managed by roving mobs of large herbivores
(moblie high speed composting machines), mammals, birds and marsupials. All also
transporting microbial life into every ecosystem to maximise the cooadapted biodiversity and
its capacity for life. Broadscale tillage and the use of biocides have now found to be harmful
to soils and the wider ecosystem and of limited use in regeneration.

Where this new knowlege fits into our current social ecosystem and the issue of restoring
and applying Aboriginal cultural values, is that it offers people of Aboriginal heritage the
opportunity to apply their cultural values of caring , sharing and cooperation to rebuild the
ecosystem beyond its productivity at colonisation and by restoring the natural ecosystem
engineers benefit both themselves and all of humanity.

To do this involves removing the shackles of historical technology limited aboriginal
practices at colonisation and move forward with the benefit of both the benefit of ecological
science and the caring sharing ethic and proven psychosocial governance of Aboriginal
Culture.Ref. Managing narcissism, “Sand Talk”, Tyson Yunkaporta. Accepting that time
proven elements of Aboriginal culture may be reintroduced from elsewhere , where gaps in
culture may exist locally; such as, but not limited to.cultural burning.

Implementation steps.

Revise the Tasmanian Aboriginal Lands trust deed:

1. To incorporate more inclusive , but culturally qualified membership rules. Independently
overseen.



2.To allow aboriginal land management practices consistent with the best proven ecological
science.

3. Consistent the new regenerative economic use, provide for equitable levies for the
maintenance of government services; both state and local. Such as rates and land tax.

4. Establish an independent board of ecologists to ensure best practice is applied.

5. To allow the ALCT to sublet the land to tenants of independently assessed ecological
competence, subject to periodic blind review.

6. Bring all land gifted both publicly and privately into this culturally guided system of land
use.

7. Ensure balance of powers principles are applied at all levels and locations of
administration, with reasonable and equitable member rights to petition for change.
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