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by Alex Colley

GEOFF MOSLEY’S COMMITMENT
to conservation originated in Eng-
land. He was born and bred in the
Peak District, which after a 20 year
campaign by conservationists,
became Britain’s first national park.
In Australia he has been with the
ACF in one capacity or another for
nearly 40  years. He has served on
the governing body of the Interna-
tional Union for Conservation of
Nature and been a member of the
IUCN’s World Commission on Pro-
tected Areas since 1979. In his con-
servation career he has seen many
successes, such as the protection of
the Great Barrier Reef and Antarc-
tica, the protection of wilderness
areas and a moratorium on whaling,

but he has also seen many failures,
such as the drowning of Lake Pedder,
devastation of some of the world’s
tallest forest for woodchips and a
uranium mine in Kakadu. From the
failures we need to learn that this
society, which “puts growth above all
other goals.” is responsible for the
general deterioration in the earth’s
environment. He considers that his
greatest failure over a 30 year period
was to  persuade the ACF to expand
its role to tackle the fundamental
problem of society’s preoccupation
with economic growth. The ACF
accepted the recommendations of
Task Force 2005 that the Foundation
should expand its role in this way,
but did nothing except have annual

Geoff Mosley
Targets Growth

In a talk given to the Waringal Conservation Society
entitled “The Future Role of the Conservation Movement,”
Dr. Geoff Mosley expresses his belief that the  environment
movement can contribute far more to the welfare of
humanity than it is currently doing.  Unfortunately space
does allow the reproduction of the whole talk, but the
following is a precis.In this issue…
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MEETING DATES
Meetings will be held in
our Kent St. office at 2

pm on March 24th,
April 7th and 2lst and

May 5th and 19th.
The ANNUAL GENERAL
MEETING will be held 

on April 21st.



“talkfests.” He wants the environ-
ment movement to tackle the causes
(society’s basic goals) as well as deal-
ing with the symptoms or effects of
these goals as we do now.

The types of action by environ-
ment groups he classifies in two
main groups. The first is “Defen-
sive/Reactive Environmentalism,” as
when a particular threat such as a
road or a plan to log a forest is
opposed. This he describes as
TRENCH WARFARE – almost
entirely reactive. The second is
“Proactive/Offensive Environmental-
ism,” which is when, “anticipating
threats, we try to get in first with a
proposal that involves securing pub-
lic recognition of an area’s environ-
mental values.” The Franklin was
stopped because the movement
suceeded in having the area given
world heritage status. “This type of
environmentalism involves getting
out of the trenches and attempting
to STEAL A MARCH on the enemy,
but it does not tackle the basic cause
of the threats.” An example is the
opposition to the use of fossil fuels as
a means of reducing global warming,
but we are “essentially dealing with
a symptom of  our society’s growth
obsession.”

There is a third possible type of
action for environmental groups –
taking action for social and eco-
nomic change – which could be
called CONTROLLING THE HIGH
GROUND. This is the role that the
groups have so far tinkered with.
There are three role choices for the
movement, but first we must con-
sider the generally hostile nature of
the world we live in. The quality of
the environment is degrading
rapidly, a matter that the environ-
ment movement spends vast
amounts of time documenting. The
affluence that the people of the west
enjoy is made possible because soci-
ety in general and the developed
world in particular is using up the
the natural resource capital of the
past. Though we have not yet
exhausted it, many of us live in
poverty… “all this is happening
because of the expansionist nature
of our society. Ours is a culture

which equates progress with growth
in economies and population. We act
as though there was no limit to
resources.” The agents of growth are
mainly the corporations making
profits for their shareholders. The
corporations seek to stimulate
growth through advertising and
encouraging population growth. In
this they are supported by govern-
ments,  which continue to promote
higher populations, and these need
and demand more land, more
energy, more water and more com-
modities of every sort. An alternative
to this would need to be worked out
by the people. “It would be a society
that gives the highest priority to
seeking ecological stability through
sustainable use of resources not
growth.” 

The main role of the environment
movement is as “a catalyst for social
and economic change helping to
bring this about through ideas and
education.” It can begin by building
on the movement’s success stories.
Changes in individual habits such as
recycling and reduced energy use are
helpful “but they do not address the
basic problem of the growth philoso-
phy that is the cause of the problem
of our degrading earth.”

In conclusion Geoff quotes John
Stuart Mill, who wrote in 1948, in
his Priniples of Political Economy: 

“If the earth must lose that great
portion of its pleasantness which it
owes to things that the unlimited
increase in wealth and population
would extirpate from it, for the mere
purpose of enabling it to support a
larger, but not a better or a happier
population, I sincerely hope, for the
sake of posterity, that they will be
content to be stationery, long before
necessity compels them to do it.” ■

Colong started with the Colong and Boyd cam-
paigns as a “defensive/reactivist.” It became a
“pro/active environmentalist” when it adopted
Myles Dunphy’s “Greater Blue Mountains
National Park” plan in 1975. It started the
rainforest campaign as a defensive\reactivist
with the Border Ranges campaign, but soon
became pro/active when it became a cam-
paigner to save the rainforests. Our overall
objective has been to save the remnants of the
natural environment. This is an important
element in the “control of the high ground.” It
embraces biodiversity, catchment protection,

wild rivers and erosion control, but this is only
a section of the high ground. The responsibility
for “giving the highest  priority to seeking eco-
logical stability through sustainable use of
resources” rests with the organisations work-
ing for the preservation of the whole environ-
ment, such as the Australian Conservation
Foundation, the Nature Conservation Council,
the Total Environment Centre and Greenpeace.

The above precis of Geoff Mosley’s talk
is only an outline which omits his sup-
porting data and reasoning.  We will be
pleased to post a copy of the talk to any of
our interested readers for a charge of $5, or
a copy of my paper “The Growth Obses-
sion” for $10.
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Geoff Mosley Targets Growth
continued from page 1 RADIATA

PLATEAU
THREATENED

AGAIN
The combined western, eastern

and southern aspects of the Radi-

ata Plateau induce micro-climates

which encourage substantial bio-

diversity. It contains heathland,

swamp communities, open forest,

fragile escarpment, wind swept

rock platforms, wide ranging flora

and fauna and endangered

species.

In the 1970s the Transcendental

Meditation Organisation bought

305ha. on the Plateau. In the

1990s it proposed to build a 416

bed academy on the land. The

proposal was opposed by Colong,

TEC.,NCC, NPWS and the Blue

Mountains City Council. Both

state government parties

promised to bring the Plateau

into public ownership. This was

never done, though the Develop-

ment Approval lapsed. The TMO

now wants to subdivide and sell

its land. The Save Radiata Plateau

Group, supported by the above

organisations, is staging an ener-

getic return of the 1990s cam-

paign. It calls on supporters to

write to Messrs Carr and Debus.

Glen Humphries on 4782 5471

will provide information.



SUBMISSION GUIDE

Support the Plan’s provisions
for:
❐ Management with principles
commensurate with the Park’s role
as part of the comprehensive, ade-
quate reserve system set up under
the National Forest Policy; 
❐ Management for restoration of
natural forest values and recovery of
impacts from past logging opera-
tions, with conservation having pri-
ority over public use;
❐ Low key recreational use focused
on the periphery of the Park;
❐ Liaison with adjacent land man-
agers, both public and private, to
conserve biodiversity and water
catchments across the region’s land-
scape, including retention of native
vegetation;
❐ Fire regimes designed to maintain
ecosystems;
❐ The operation of the precaution-
ary principle in management deci-
sions;
❐ Monitoring of ecological impacts
of management and adaptive man-
agement to reduce negative impacts.

Call for:
❐ Increases in closure of roads.
Many of the former logging roads

are only accessible by 4WD vehicles.
The NPWS Vehicle Access Policy
states that there will be “no special
provision for trail bike and four
wheel drive vehicles” (p2). Plenty of
opportunities to enjoy the Park exist
when in 2WD vehicles. Extensive
4WD and trail bike opportunities
exist outside the Park. 

❐ Further research into horseriding
opportunities outside the Park on
land tenures where nature conserva-
tion is not the priority. Provision for
horseriding on all Category A Roads
is not ecologically sustainable and the
draft Plan needs review in this area.

FOR THE COOLANGUBRA
WILDERNESS
❐ Support the management, accord-
ing to wilderness principles, of the
identified Coolangubra Wilderness,
including closure and rehabilitation
of all roads not essential for essen-
tial management purposes such as
fire and pest control. 
❐ Call for the declaration of the
Coolangubra Wilderness Area under
the NSW Wilderness Act. The decla-
ration will ensure that future man-
agement will allow its restoration in
perpetuity. ■
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POST your submission to
The Regional Manager
NPWS, PO BOX 656

Merimbula, NSW, 2548
FAX your submission to

02 6495 5055
EMAIL your submission to

farsouthcoastregion
@npws.nsw.gov.au

ABOVE Protesters in areas that are now
part of the SE Forests National Park

EXPENSIVE F.O.I.
by Alex Colley

Freedom of Information is far from
free. It is in fact very expensive. In
Britain an FOI Act, promised by the
Labour Government in 1974, has
recently been enacted. The informa-
tion is usually free, except for the
cost of copying and postage unless
the costs of retrieving and collating it
is more than £600. In NSW none of it
is free.
Perisher Blue has lodged a devel-
opment application for a large

scale urban development in
Kosciuszko National Park. The con-
servation of the State’s small alpine
area is a matter of widespread con-
cern. The views of the developer
and the departments involved
should be freely available to the
people of the State. It cost $105 to
photocopy the development appli-
cation. The costs of FOIs for copies
of correspondence involving vari-
ous NSW Government Depart-
ments (Commerce, DIPNR and
DEC) and Perisher Blue Pty Ltd has
been ascertained at approximately

$5,900. This cost includes a 50%
reduction due to the Foundation’s
status as a Charity and that the
FOIs have been requested in the
public interest.
While the individual FOI offices have
been extremely helpful in their deal-
ings with the Foundation, such
charges are beyond our resources. In
view of the conservation significance
of Kosciuszko and the infrastructure
costs of the proposal, the FOI costs
are, indeed, trivial. The public should
not have to pay to find out what its
servants are doing. ■

April 22 deadline approaches
for SE Forests submissions

The Foundation reminds its members that the submission date for the draft 
Plan of Management for the South East Forests National Park approaches. 

Deadline: Friday 22 April 2005



Don Cameron

SUSTAINED, soaking rains have
rejuvenated the bush in the Greater
Blue Mountains World Heritage Area.
Fresh new growth abounds. Trees
hard hit by the prolonged hot and dry
spell are rapidly replacing their
denuded foliage.

Protection of the Blue Mountains
and its myriad of ecosystems did not
happen by chance: a deliberate choice
was made in favour of nature conser-
vation over development.

Choice is also at the heart of ongo-
ing protection of the Blue Mountains
and other areas of bush. Professor Ian
Lowe, President of the ACF (Earthbeat,
18.12.2004) wants to build on the
increased public awareness of
environmental issues that has been
achieved “to people seeing the link
between our lifestyle choices… and
the pressures that puts on the natural
systems of Australia”.

The focus on lifestyle choice moves
beyond local cause and effect. It takes
into account the cumulative impact
that choices have on total resource con-
sumption and waste production, and
the correlation of these parameters
with degradation of natural systems. 

Market forces – skilfully manipu-
lated – are now arguably the most
important influence on lifestyle
choices. And a major reason for this
influence is that acquiescence to mar-
ket forces has proliferated beyond the
traditional domain of the commercial
sector. This phenomenon hinders
progress on contemporary environ-
mental issues. It is most evident in the
push for ski resort expansion in
Kosciuszko National Park (KNP).
Government acquiescence to market
forces shifts its approach to issues: a
striving for impartial assessment is
replaced by advocating for commercial
interests. 

So much for the considered choice
to set aside KNP for nature conserva-
tion. Priority is now given to lifestyle
choices, supported by an economics
discourse that all but ignores the pres-
sures that lifestyle choices impose on
natural systems. 

An alternative guiding force for
lifestyle choices is what John Ralston
Saul, the Canadian writer and
thinker, terms responsible individualism
(On Equilibrium) This is when choices
are primarily guided by ethics. Such
an approach limits the erosion of
nature by reining in extravagant con-
sumption. 

A discussion of ethics is beyond the
scope of this article. The following
observation by Saul is, however, illu-
minating: ‘No other (human) quality
is almost unanimously recognised as
being of great importance and yet
equally thought to be inapplicable in
the real world’ (On Equilibrium).

Responsible individualism alone
will not be enough to steer lifestyle
choices towards more sustainable set-
tings. Government also has an impor-
tant role to play, a view well articu-
lated in the article “Climate Crisis Is
Our Joint Duty”: ‘The solution to cli-
mate change will be collective and the
result of democratic intervention.’
And the above strategy ‘brings the
bonus of an added argument for
equality as extravagant consumption
by a few imposes not just a financial
cost on themselves but an environ-
mental burden on everyone else’
(“Climate Crisis Is Our Joint Duty”). 

Wilderness declaration is a form of
democratic intervention that
emanates from a decisive choice to
make the interests of nature para-
mount. An inevitable consequence of
this choice is that wilderness areas
provide the best refuge from the storm
of market forces.

Shelter from the storm of material-

ism is, however, incomplete. Even the
Wollemi, the largest patch of wilder-
ness in NSW, is being affected by the
flow on effects of market forces. The
most serious example is increased rate
of climate change. Unfortunately,
market forces are resilient to changes
in natural systems, and they continue
to escalate sales of large 4WDs and
their resultant contribution to green-
house gases.  Already qualitative
observations suggest that bird popula-
tions are being fragmented in
response. Research to quantify the
changes is warranted to increase our
knowledge of this and other changes
within wilderness areas, although,
given knowledge of existing and pre-
dicted impacts, the precautionary
principle, enshrined in NSW law,
should prevail. 

I wonder how well the early
wilderness advocates were able to
imagine the significance of wilder-
ness in the environmental landscape?
Would they have envisaged a more
sustainable relationship between con-
temporary society and nature? Or
would they have understood that
society is infuriatingly slow to
respond to challenges that go to the
heart of how it functions?

Regardless of the answers to the
above questions, wilderness protec-
tion remains the best way to maintain
the integrity of natural systems. Fur-
ther, the value of wilderness – large
natural areas – continues to increase
in the face of escalating degradation
of natural systems. Conservation on
other land tenures is, of course, also
essential. However, it is more about
the protection of select groups of
species and incomplete ecosystems. 

Only in wilderness areas can suites
of interconnecting natural ecosys-
tems continue to unfold their evolu-
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Lifestyle choices and
why wilderness is more

important than ever

continued on page 5



Edited by Jenny Goldie, of
Sustainable Population
Australia, Bob Douglas of
Australia 21 and Bryan
Furness of the Nature and
Society Forum 

Available from  CSIRO
Publishing GPO Box 1139,
Collingwood ,Vic 3066. 

RRP (incl pph) $29.95 

Reviewed by Alex Colley

THIS book consists of articles by
16 leading environmental authori-
ties. The main threats to environ-
mental sustainability, such as popu-
lation increase, land and ecosystem
abuse, water use, climate change
and urban design are described.
These threats are summarised in the
chapter on “Achieving a Sustainable
Future” by Professor Ian Lowe AO,
Director of the 1988 Commission for
the Future and Chairperson of the
Advisory Council which produced
the first State of the Environment
Report.

Perhaps the most relevant contri-
bution is Jenny Goldie’s Population –
the  great multiplier. In the introduc-
tion she writes that population is
central to all thinking about sustain-
ability, that the earth is believed to be
already 25 per cent beyond its regen-
erative and absorptive capacity and
that population is often overlooked in

the sustainability debate. It has been
overlooked by all but three of the
writers in the book. Already over a
billion people do not have access to
potable water and the number may
rise to  five billion in 25 years. The
water problems of Australian cities
are already well known and will
intensify as population rises. The lim-
itations of the inland rivers will mean
that future population growth will be
on the coast with further deteriora-
tion of coastal habitats and marine
ecosystems. As world population
grows so does the potential for con-
flict between the 300 nations living
on rivers which cross their borders.

Australia’s total energy consump-
tion (mostly provided by fossil fuels)
rose 23 per cent between 1988–89
and 1990–91.

Although 1 million people in Aust-
ralia are unemployed or under
employed (see article by Burgess and
Connell), 61,000 skilled workers are
imported rather than being trained in
Australia. Given the evidence of the
social and environmental damage
caused by population increase, Jenny
Goldie’s conclusion that the level of
immigration should be debated
(rather than opposed) is not in
accord with the rest of her article.

The need for cessation of land
clearing, revegetation and the
restoration of native vegetation is a
frequently recurring theme through-
out the book. These objectives have
for long been adopted by the Colong
Foundation. 

Perhaps the most relevant article
is that entitled The Transition to a Post-
Growth Society by  Clive Hamilton and
Richard Denniss, Director and
Deputy Director of the Australia
Institute. They believe that: 

“…we should not fall for the hoary
argument that capitalism is the inevitable
expression of the selfishness and greed of
‘human nature’. Selfishness and greed are
socially conditioned (and, as it happens,
make their bearers miserable)… Yet the
claim that any particular policy proposal
designed to improve the environment, or
people’s quality of life, will reduce eco-
nomic growth, is in contemporary politi-
cal life, a killer blow…. Intellectual and
creative energy needs to be diverted, at
least temporarily away from considering
what is to be done and towards developing
a strategy to implement the measures
already accepted as necessary.”

They  give a list of environmen-
tally desirable policies, which after
years of discussion have yet to be
implemented for fear they will
reduce the rate of growth. The list
includes implementing a carbon tax,
ending land clearing, ending old
growth forest logging and abolishing
import duties that ensure 4WDs pay
a lower rate of tax than small pas-
senger vehicles. Some fuel tax reduc-
tions have been made while the GST
has been imposed on public trans-
port. Hamilton and Dennis’s article
is very timely in view of the growth
obsession of the major political par-
ties, which reflects the view of the
majority of voters.

The search was not a success. No
sustainability was found, but unless
it is achieved, our future is bleak. As
Ian Lowe writes at the end of the
book:

All around the globe, people are striv-
ing to develop social and institutional
responses that will enable the transition to
a  sustainable future. A naive faith in
markets will not bring it about. We have
to change our values, recognising that we
share the Earth  with other species and
hold it in trust for all future generations.
This is our moral duty to those future gen-
erations, our own descendents.  ■
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BOOK REVIEW

In Search of Sustainability

tionary latency, their inherent poten-
tial for new manifestations of nature,
free from the stifling influence of
humans.

I am savouring the rejuvenated
state of The Greater Blue Mountains
because the long term trend bodes
poorly for the integrity of nature in
the area. It is unlikely that our baby
daughter will have the opportunity to
experience the bush at its best. The

closest that she will come to it will be
in large tracts of wilderness: the prin-
ciple of intergenerational equity has
human faces. ■

References
Alpine Resorts Plan, Issues Paper. p.24 (2003) 
“Climate Crisis Is Our Joint Duty”, Guardian
Weekly (December 17-23, 2004), p.11 
John Ralston Saul, On Equilibrium (Camber-
well: Penguin Books, 2001), p.65

Lifestyle Choices
continued from page 4
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AS the Minister says in his mes-
sage, the Government is committed
to “conserving and protecting
unique natural and cultural values
while ensuring sustainable and
culturally appropriate visitation to
our precious parks.....visitors come to
parks to experience the environ-
ment...the best visitor facilities are
those that are unobtrusive.” These
themes are repeated in the Introduc-
tion, which describes the “Vision”
that “visitors enjoy, experience and
appreciate our parks while park val-
ues are conserved and protected.”
The conservation of nature, the Prin-
ciples of Ecologically Sustainable
Development, and the protection
and conservation of natural values,
are also stressed in the Vision. In the
description of the parks system it is
stated that “people visit parks pri-
marily to enjoy and experience
nature.” This is not in accord with
the expectation of “a range of set-
tings, experiences, facilities and ser-
vices.”

These settings, facilities and ser-
vices are not specified. It is wholly
appropriate that visitor centres
should inform visitors about what to
see and where to see it,  though the
centres should be at park entrances
rather than within the park, where
they will degrade the natural
environment. But despite the aim of

“avoiding, wherever practicable, seri-
ous or irreversible damage to the
environment”, there is no provision
for vehicles and horseriders to be
confined to maintained roads, or for
the exclusion of resorts and enter-
tainment facilities. The reason for
this is the acceptance by the NPWS of
the Alpine Resorts Plan as a model
for inclusion in park Plans of Man-
agement. In Appendix 1, describing
the Kosciuszko Alpine Resorts, it is
stated that “The Principles of Ecolog-
ically Sustainable Development” will
underpin decision making. The aim
is to ensure that visitors can enjoy a
“range of recreational activities.” If,
as clearly acknowledged in the paper,
parks are created so that people can
enjoy the natural environment, only
facilities for such enjoyment should
be provided. It is inevitable that some
such facilities will degrade the nat-
ural environment. Resorts and their
associated infrastructure should be
located outside the park. Ensuring
that development will be carried out
in an ecologically sustainable man-
ner is an oxymoron. Only the natural
environment can be developed and
developed areas are not ecologically
sustained.

If, as the inclusion of Appendix 1
infers, Kosciuszko is a model for
future park management, the parks
system faces a degraded future. ■

Submission on
Living Parks

by Alex Colley

“Living Parks: a draft sustainable visitation strategy for
NSW national parks” is on exhibition for public 

comment until 8 April 2005. 

The Living Parks document can be found on the NPWS website. 
http://www.nationalparks.nsw.gov.au/npws.nsf/Content/living_parks
_draft
Submissions may be –
emailed to:
livingparks@environment.nsw.gov.au;
or posted to:
Living Parks Project Manager 
Policy, Planning and Programs Section
Department of Environmnet and Conservation
PO Box 1967, Hurstvillle NSW 2220

Blue Mountains
Groundwater
Quality Threatened

In the February issue of Hut News

Brian Marshall writes:

Because groundwater in the Blue

Mountains is generally good, the

principal threats are climate change

(a universal problem) and environ-

mentally unsustainable extraction

(very much a local problem). Think

about this local problem when you

see golf courses, sports fields and

some household gardens proudly

proclaiming their use of bore water.

Think about it when you hear that

Blue Mountains groundwater is

being extracted at little cost and bot-

tled as high-cost mineral water.

Think when you read that local

coalmines tap certain aquifers to the

tune of tens of megalitres (a megal-

itre is the volume of an Olympic

swimming pool) per day. Think

when you next see hanging swamps

stressed by groundwater depletion,

springs drying up, and greatly

reduced flows in creeks and rivers.

And think once again when water

costs increase, your use is restricted,

your garden is dying and Sydney’s

dams are falling! Yes, the use of

bore water (i.e. groundwater) has

consequences: the user gets the

benefit but we all bear the costs

(environmental degradation,

reduced and costly water access,

falling reservoirs). Simplistically they

steal water as it enters the dam; we

pay to get it from the dam.

Another Win for
Friends of Durras

After a battle of nearly 10 years The

Friends of Durras  have succeeded in

having 290 hectares of State Forest,

containing on of the largest known

spotted gums, to the Murramarang

Park which now contains more then

12,000 hectares.



by Keith Muir

ALMOST 4,000 hectares of state
forest will be added to the Deua
National Park, securing the entire
catchment of the Deua River from
further logging. In addition, a fur-
ther 3,000 hectares of magnificent
forest will be added to the Monga
National Park near Briadwood. The
full extent of the park additions are
shown on the adjoining map, and
include parts of the Illawarra Escarp-
ment and the catchment of Jervis
Bay. Unfortunately new wilderness

reserves were not included in this
announcement.

These reserve announcements,
however came at a cost. According to
State Forests in its journal Bush Tele-
graph Summer edition 2004, a 20-
year supply agreement to boost south
coast timber industry accompanies
the park announcement. Under the
agreement, Forests NSW will supply
Davis and Herbert Pty Ltd with
72,000 cubic metres of sawlogs a year
for 20 years. Davis and Herbert oper-
ates three mills at Narooma, Bate-
mans Bay and Nowra. This would

also result in about 200,000 cubic
metres of woodchip a year being gen-
erated as a consequence of the inten-
sified logging.

The tradeoff was a consequence of
a 2003 negotiated decision in the
north-east forests of NSW where log-
ging was intensified and a further
65,000 hectares of parks created. The
logging industry sought a level play-
ing field throughout the state and the
long term resource security for Davis
and Herbert is a result of these delib-
erations on the South Coast. 

A smaller addition to Murrama-
rang National park, which includes
the campaign’s 500 year old icon tree
‘Old Blotchy’, and completes the final
piece in the long standing proposal to
protect all State forests east of the
highway. All forests from Ulladulla to
Bateman’s Bay east of the highway
will now be protected in National
Parks.

While the decision promises to
protect some vital areas such as the
upper Deua and Monga State forests,
the Government is neglecting other
significant icon forests of the Eden
region and important catchment
forests such as Badja in the Tuross
Wilderness. The area to be protected
is small in comparison to the
65,000ha of north east forest reserves
created by the Carr Government in
March 2003. 

It is also worrying that no addi-
tional reserves were considered for
the Tumut Region, which was
neglected in reserve discussions. The
Colong Foundation understands that
this region will be subjected to inten-
sified logging regimes. This will
include the area of wilderness around
Big Dubbo Hill, which was part of the
Kosciuszko Park until 1967.

The Colong Foundation for
Wilderness congratulates the South
East Forest Alliance, and particularly
The Wilderness Society, for these
additional reserve outcomes. Thanks
to Clare McVeigh, Forest Campaigner
for TWS for all her hard work and
constructive approach. ■
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By Christine Austin

ON Thursday December 16th
2004, I attended a vigil in Franklin
Square, Hobart. Gunns Ltd. has
sued the Wilderness Society, five of
its staff and 14 other groups and
individuals (including Senator Bob
Brown) for what it alleges are a
series of wrongful acts dating back
to 1999. Gunns Ltd. claims that the
Wilderness Society and other
defendants: engaged in a campaign
against the company; constituted a
conspiracy to injure it by unlawful
means; and illegally interfered with
their trade and business, thus caus-
ing economic loss.

These claims arise from forest
actions at Launceston, Hampshire
and Triabunna mills, in the Styx
Valley, from shareholder and corpo-
rate activism and actions in rela-
tion to Gunn’s nomination for the
Banksia environment award. There
are also claims of trespass and
defamation/vilification against
some of the defendants.

The 216 page writ was filed in
the Victorian Supreme Court of
13th December 2004 seeking total
damages of $6,360,483. The total
claim on the Wilderness Society
and its employees exceeds
$3,500,000.

The vigil, on a calm and beauti-
ful day in Hobart, commenced with
speeches by Duncan Kerr, Member
for Denison, and author Richard
Flanagan. The defendants  were

introduced and their mouths taped.
Their quiet bravery stood in sharp
contrast to the outrageous allega-
tions against them. Next the
assembled group was asked to raise
their keys and rattle them – a sym-
bolic gesture used in the 1980s Vel-
vet Revolution in Prague. The vigil
dispersed at 11.30 and we talked to
the defendants. There was no
doubt about the seriousness of
their situation and their concern
was felt by everyone. The Wilder-
ness Society and other defendants
will face enormous costs in money,
time, stress and worry. This situa-
tion will place increased pressure
on already limited resources. The
following day an article entitled “Is
this the end of dissent in Aust-
ralia?” by Martin Flanagan
appeared in the Melbourne Age. He
wrote: “Once again I am urging
Australians to become more inter-
ested in what is happening in Tas-
mania. In Shakespearian terms,
Tasmania is the play within the
play, it always has been. Tasmania
is now a corporate state. It has a
supine government and an opposi-
tion that is in opposition in name
alone.”

The Wilderness Society has been
heartened by the overwhelming
public support for the defendants.
About 200 people have filed papers
in the Victorian Supreme Court
outlining their intention to contest
the multi-million claim against
them. ■

Vigil at Franklin Square

have done for the environment
movement?  Typesetting some
great books. Especially the most
recent – Blue Mountains World Her-
itage. I am very proud to have been
involved in the production of that
one. And it’s ironic that the other
Blue Mountains World Heritage book
was actually my very first book (the
typesetting in that one is a bit
embarrassing now – I think I’ve
learnt a little bit since then!)
Do you have any favourite arti-
cles?  Anything by Alex about how
we have to get over our obsession
with economic growth.
What do you do in your spare

time? What’s that? Ride my bike.
Walk in the bush. Talk politics. 
What drives you to continue
your work for the Bulletin?
Habit? No, it makes me feel good
that I am doing something to help
with the great work Colong do. The
BMWH book reminded me of all the
hard work that had been going on
for years. I am proud to be able to be
involved in some way and to be able
to look at Henry’s pictures and feel
that I have contributed to saving
some of it. 
And of course I love Alex (and his
bushwalking and chicken coop build-
ing stories). ■

A tireless worker
for Colong
by Fiona McCrossin

I first met Jenni Gormley in 1990, as
she sat in a tiny space in the TEC,
then housed in the Arglye Arts Cen-
tre. She was putting together a very
complex table for use in the South
East Forests Campaign. As well as
doing the layout for the Colong Bul-
letin and many of our other publica-
tions over the years, Jenni is  cur-
rently Secretary of Sutherland Shire
Environment Centre, a member of
the Australian Bicycle Council and
the new editor of Push On (“the
voice of Bicycle NSW”). I sent her a
few questions about who she is and
what she believes in.

When did you first begin to
work for the environment?  Not
really until 1988 when I started work-
ing for Envirobook although, my
mother had taught me to appreciate
the bush and had been involved in a
number of conservation issues dur-
ing my childhood. 
What are your favourite places/
walks/ rides?  As Henry discovered
during the work we did on the
BMWH book, I particularly love
shady, mossy creeks and dark mys-
terious rainforests. I don’t really care
where they are. 
Riding – I just love to ride. Even in
the city. I love the feeling of freedom
from regulation, the anarchic feeling
of being on the bike. I love that it
doesn’t require a license or registra-
tion and that it’s all happening sim-
ply because I am pushing the ped-
als. Complete control! 
I love riding in the country with the
sheep and the cows and the dust
from the dirt roads. 
And I love riding through the bush
(on fire trails of course). You see a
lot more nature because the birds
and snakes and wallabies don’t hear
the thump of your feet. My ride
home from Sutherland to Grays
Point includes a couple of kilometres
through the Royal National Park and
I often get to say hello to a wallaby
or a lyre bird on the trip.
What are your most memorable
memories about the work you


