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by Keith Muir

LAST year, the NSW Ombudsman,
in a detailed 60 page report, found
that the Department of Conservation
and Environment (National Parks
and Wildlife) had acted unreason-
ably in 2002 in its reporting on the
submissions and recommendations
made to government on the South-
ern Wilderness Areas in NSW.

The Ombudsman reported that
‘the NPWS approach to recommendation
decision-making inherently favoured sub-
missions that called for constraints on
wilderness declaration.’ … ‘Out of the

26,545 submissions, 73 mappable issues
were extracted from 193 submissions.
Mappable issues from pro-wilderness sub-
missions, including the Wilderness 2000
Protection Plan were, however, omitted
from the analysis thereby reducing the
scope for the analysis to be a balancing of
competing views.  This meant that anti-
wilderness issues taken from only 0.7% of
submissions were considered as having
the greatest relevance for placement of
final declaration boundaries.’

In October 2002 NSW environ-
ment groups made a complaint to
the Ombudsman that National Parks
and Wildlife did not consider their

detailed wilderness proposals. 
The Southern CRA Wilderness

Assessment involved a major public
consultation process involving 16
separate areas. In response to these
initiatives the NSW Environment
Groups prepared the Wilderness
2000 Protection Plan. The wilderness
proposals by environment groups
were supported by 18,316 submis-
sions, but were not considered by
National Parks and Wildlife in fram-
ing their recommendations, that
were subsequently adopted by
Government. For instance, there was
no place in the Department’s analy-
sis of submissions for consideration
of proposals for advancing nature
conservation and self-reliant recre-
ation through wilderness declara-
tion.

From its investigations, the Foun-
dation understands that the Minister
relied solely on the unreasonable
advice from the NPWS and acted on
the report’s recommendations, which
only protected half the identified
wilderness. The Government
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announced in September 2002 that
122,000 hectares of wilderness would
be declared in the state’s South, and
so far about 110,000 of the
announced area has been declared. 

The NSW Ombudsman recom-
mended that DEC expedite the
assessment of future wilderness pro-
posals made by environment groups
in relation to the southern wilder-
ness areas.

Why Wilderness in Southern
NSW is being revisited

Just half the area identified in
2000 as wilderness by the National
Parks and Wildlife was declared in
2003 under the Wilderness Act, 1987 in
southern NSW. The area protected is
only a quarter of that proposed by
NSW Environment Groups for pro-
tection (see the table above).
National Parks and Wildlife has left
the wilderness estate within national
parks vulnerable to development and
inappropriate use. Based on the data
in the Wilderness 2000 Plan there are
over 340,000 hectares of wilderness
unprotected from Sydney south to
the NSW border.

Since the wilderness decision in

March 2003, National Parks and
Wildlife has advanced plans of man-
agement processes that promote high
impact recreation and commercial
access development plans for the
Tabletop wilderness in Kosciuszko
National Park;  the Deua and Monga-
Buckenbowra wilderness areas, as
well as the Tantawangalo Creek
catchment where trail bike riding is
being promoted by the Department.
The proposed management will frag-
ment wilderness areas for the benefit
of off road vehicle users and horse
riders. In the Deua, Monga, South
East Forests and Kosciuszko National
Parks there are over 1,850 kilometres
of roads that fragment wilderness
areas. Most of these remote roads are

suitable only for 4WD vehicles. 
The loss of wilderness is the

biggest threat facing national parks.
When these areas lose natural condi-
tion; ecological pressures such as
national park development, over
burning and introduced species
increase. These impacts are magni-
fied by the on-going development in
the surrounding region that are
causing the biological isolation of
national parks. Taken together these
forces mean that national parks
without wilderness are becoming
degraded landscapes without
wildlife.

The table above shows the total
percentage wilderness declared per
proposal and identified areas. The
wilderness areas at serious risk are:
■ Western Deua (no protection out-

come);
■ Deua River headwaters - forest

icon (no protection outcome);
■ Donalds Creek (also part of Deua -

no protection outcome);
■ Tabletop (poor identified bound-

ary and no protection outcome);
■ Brindabella (no protection out-

come);
■ Tuross (poor boundary - Badja

forests and Brassknocker Valley
omitted);

■ Big Dubbo Hill forest icon (no
park or wilderness protection out-
come);

■ East Ettrema (no declaration out-
come)

■ West Ettrema (poor boundary and
poor protection outcome);

■ North Ettrema (poor boundary in
the Yerranga Creek area, promised
outcome still in limbo after three
years of waiting);
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Total percentage wilderness declared per
proposal and identified areas

Note: Only wilderness proposed, identified or declared 
as part of the forest process are shown below.

Name Wildernes
s 2000
Prot. Plan
Area (ha)

NPWS id.
Wilderness
Area (ha)
(Dec. 2000)

Wilderness
Decl. (ha)
(Mar. 2003)

Percentage of
NPWS
identified area
declared

Percentage of
W2000 area
declared

SOUTH COAST
TOTAL

257,200 101,255 51,794 51 20

KOSCIUSZKO TOTAL 194,719 98,942 58,579 59 30

GRAND TOTAL 451,919 200,197 110.373 Total %  55 Total %  24

Tantawangalo Creek – threatened by 4WDs, trail bikes and horses

continued on page 3
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■ Buckenbowra (poor boundary and
poor protection outcome);

■ Western Fall (poor boundary and
poor protection outcome, omitting
the Main Range extension of the
Jagungal Wilderness).

The Ombudsman recommended,
among other things, that ‘the DEC
should assess any future nominations for

wilderness protection received from the
complainants expeditiously under the new
guidelines.’ 

The NSW environment groups
have prepared detailed wilderness
nominations for the above areas that
they believe were unreasonably
rejected by the Department of
Environment and Conservation.
These nominations have been sub-
mitted to the Department of Environ-
ment and Conservation and will be
reported in the next Colong Bulletin.■
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by Alex Colley

IN HIS budget speech Peter
Costello emphasised the Govern-
ment’s commitment to growth.
Despite Australia’s mounting
environmental deterioration, such as
the spread of desertification, water
shortage, spreading soil salinity,
increased greenhouse gas emissions
due to new coal fired power plants
and the need for water desalination
plants, there was no mention of the
environment. The $9.2 billion budget
surplus, accumulated while these
problems worsen, and which could
have been devoted to meet them,
was sterilised in the futures fund
and future surpluses were devoted to
tax reduction.

In his budget reply Mr. Beasley
spoke of preparation for the next
phase if growth, though he did say
that priority on inland rivers, salinity
and greenhouse emissions would
increase as growth expanded. He did
not specify where finance for this
priority would come from.

Believing its growth priority is
threatened by green NGOs, the
Government has cut their funding
down to a maximum of $10,000. It
has followed the lobbying of the
Institute of Public Affairs, whose
funding has not been reduced. The
Institute was described by Alex
Marr, Campaign Director of the
Wilderness Society, as a “mouth-
piece” for corporate sponsors, which
include the oil and tobacco compa-
nies. The Institute believes there is
no evidence of climate change, and
that neither the Murray River nor
the Barrier Reef are at risk. It calls

for transparency and accountability
for the use of public money, but nei-
ther in its website or annual report
does it list its financial backers.

The green NGOs now have a
membership probably greater than
any political party and are mainly
dependent on voluntary workers and
funding. They are campaigning for
the preservation of natural
resources, the sustainability of
which is vital for Australia’s future,
but they need offices staffed by paid
employees. The savings made by
decreased funding to NGOs will have
no significant effect on budget sur-
pluses, but will decrease the effec-
tiveness of those campaigning for
Australia’s future. The funding cuts
will not directly affect the Colong
Foundation, which has been refused
grants, but will weaken the funded
organisations which support us.

It is regrettable that the NSW
Government, which has done so
much to preserve the natural
environment in the form of parks
and wilderness, is now putting
growth before nature. Environ-
mental Planning and Assessment
Act amendments have been
described by Jeff Angel as “a devel-
opers banquet.” Developments
within national parks will now be
classified at being state significant
and be allowed to proceed without
recourse to the Land and Environ-
ment Court, and regardless of the
provisions of environment protec-
tion Acts such as the National Parks
and Wildlife Act and the Threatened
Species Conservation Act. Perisher
Blue may have its green light for
alpine resorts. ■

Only Growth Matters Dr John Geoffrey
Mosley AM
Geoff Mosley has been honoured by
being made a Member of the Order
of Australia “for service to conserva-
tion and the environment through a
range of national and international
World Heritage list campaigns, and
the introduction of conservation leg-
islation.” Having written two books,
The Battle for the Bush and Blue
Mountains World Heritage, being
engaged on another to be entitled
Wilderness Saved, and contributed
numerous articles to the Colong Bul-
letin, he is practically a member of
Colong’s staff. He is at present work-
ing for World Heritage recognition of
the geomorphological and scenic
values of the Blue Mountains and for
listing of the Australian Alps. We
believe he is Australia’s best quali-
fied natural environment cam-
paigner and heartily congratulate
him on receipt of the award. 

Appointment to
Board of Directors 
Steven John Ridd has been
appointed to Colong’s Board of
Directors. After many years of bush-
walking and extensive travel in Aust-
ralia, he settled for a business
career. He has graduated in business
management and is studying for a
degree in accountancy. His knowl-
edge of accountancy has already
been of benefit to Colong. Steven
lives in Katoomba and is an active
member of The Friends of Katoomba
Falls Creek Valley and the Blue
Mountains Conservation Society. As
a qualified helicopter pilot he can
advise us on the menace of low fly-
ing aircraft to the World Heritage
environment

Pulp Mill Approved
The Federal Government has
declared the proposed pulp mill in
Tasmania a project of national signif-
icance, thereby ensuring its
approval. It will more than offset the
saving of the Tarkine and half the
Styx forests.



by Fiona McCrossin

ON JUNE 9 The Environmental
Planning and Assessment Amend-
ment (Infrastructure and Other
Planning Reform) Bill passed though
Parliament. An initial analysis of the
Bill revealed page upon page of
amendments to the EP& A Act 1979,
changes which Minister for Plan-
ning, Craig Knowles, described in his
second reading speech to Parliament
as removing “red tape”. This “red
tape” may have been one of the only
things left to protect the alpine areas
of Kosciuszko National Park from
developers. 

Before the passage of the EP&A
(IOPR) Bill, the Minister for Plan-
ning was required to determine
development in the alpine resorts
under State Environmental Planning
Policy No. 73: Kosciuszko Ski Resorts
(SEPP 73). The DA lodged by Per-
isher Blue Pty Ltd for Stage 1 of a
new resort in Perisher Valley was
lodged under SEPP 73. However, in
conjunction with the Bill, a new
SEPP was released, which listed all
development in the alpine resorts,
not deemed as “exempt”, to be of
“state significance”. Under the Bill,
state significant developments can
be designated by the Minister as
“critical infrastructure projects” if it
is his opinion that they are “essential
for the State for economic, environ-
mental or social reasons”.

The requirement for the propo-
nent for critical infrastructure pro-
jects to undertake environmental
impact assessment will be left to the
discretion of the Minister.  Further-

more, in respect of approvals for crit-
ical infrastructure projects, the Bill
removes opportunities for the com-
munity: to be involved in the pre-
approval process; to challenge an
approval on legal grounds; to enforce
the conditions of an approval; to
seek stop work orders, interim pro-

tection orders and notices regarding
cultural heritage, threatened species
and pollution, and; to appeal on the
merits.

In relation to the Perisher Valley
DA, the DA is currently in deemed
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Interference with law

puts Kosciuszko under

planning dictatorship

continued on page 5

Perisher Blue Pty Ltd’s “vision” 
for Perisher Valley – now under 

a planning dictatorship

PERSPECTIVE VIEW SOUTH ALONG PERISHER PLACE
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refusal, not having been determined
by the Minister within the time
required by the EP&A Act.  In its
submission to the Minister on the
DA the Foundation had cited a num-
ber of glaring deficiencies, including
omissions relating to requirements
of the EP&A Act.  There are provi-
sions in the EP&A (IOPR) Bill which
allow DAs to be resubmitted and
determined under the new legisla-
tion. 

Time will tell if Perisher Blue Pty
Ltd uses the new legislation to fast
track their 6 apartment blocks and
games complex through the new
EP& A Act.

During the last three years, at var-
ious stages during public consulta-
tions, resort developers have pulled
out of processes. With the passage of
the EP&A (IOPR) Bill the Kosciuszko
developer vision may get the go

ahead through the government
changing the law. Mr Knowles, per-
tinently thanked “ those in the vari-
ous industry groups who have par-
ticipated in the formulation of (the)
legislation” in his speech to Parlia-
ment. 

But, then, this Government seems
to be very adept at changing the law
to suit the development. It is becom-
ing so common for such changes to
legislation that you might be
increasingly justified in saying that
this government will go down as the
greatest underminers of environ-
mental law in the history of the
state. It is very disappointing that
the Minister for the Environment,
who is also the Attorney General, is
not able to stem this decline in the
standards of environmental and
planning law in New South Wales. It
is even more disappointing that the
Premier, Bob Carr, has overseen this
interference with long standing leg-
islation. ■
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Planning Dictatorship
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Potoroos Matter
The Long-footed Potoroo’s habitat is
limited to the highlands and will be
reduced by global warming. In his
book Living in the Hothouse, Profes-
sor Ian Lowe writes: 
We now know that this animal
brings us significant economic bene-
fits. A recent study shows that the
small creature likes one kind of truf-
fle, the fruiting body of a fungus
found in eucalypt forests in south-
eastern Australia. The fungus
attaches itself to the root system of
trees and so plays a role in the trees
extracting water and minerals from
the soil. The potoroo eats the truf-
fles, then excretes  the spores of the
fungus, making it available to other
trees. So it is a vital link in the eco-
logical chain of the forest. Even if
you see the forest only in basic eco-
nomic terms as a source of timber,
you should be concerned about the
survival of the Long-footed Potoroo.

Euphemism for
Destruction
by Steven Ridd
The term ‘battleaxe’ is a develop-
ment term typically used by real
estate agents to describe mature
bushland habitat. It is used to con-
jure up the notion of requiring the
use of a battleaxe for what is seen
as inevitable need to clear bushland
for the purposes of destruction.This
takes a negative perspective of our
native bush as being simply an
obstacle to housing development. If
the term ‘mature bush habitat’ was
used, the prospect of destroying it
for destruction would present a con-
flict harder to morally justify. Per-
haps this is why the term ‘clearing’
is used instead of destroying. The
derived comfort from such justifica-
tion has spurred the mass slaughter
of Australian bush habitats since
white settlement.

Let the Whales
Swim Free
Geoff Mosley’s book, Let the Whales
Swim Free, is available from Peak
Environmental Enterprises, 30 Boyds
Road, HURSTBRIDGE, Victoria, 3099.
Price, including postage, $15.

ABOVE: Guy, Dorothy and Myles Dunphy at the scattering of Milo Dunphy’s
ashes near Kanangra in May 2005. Milo Dunphy died in 1996 and Milo’s son
Guy Dunphy has had custody of Milo’s ashes on behalf of the Dunphy fam-
ily. Guy felt the time had come to scatter his father’s ashes in a suitable spot.
After consulting with Milo’s former friends and associates, Guy selected a
very suitable place about 30 minutes walk from the Kanangra Road: a rock
shelf on Mount Pindari overlooking the Kowmung Gorge and Mount Colong.
This is a landscape that was close to Milo’s heart. A ceremony was held on
Saturday 28th May attended by about 25 people, including Mrs Dorothy
Dunphy, Guy Dunphy, and Guy’s son Myles Dunphy.

Fond Farewell for 
Milo Kanangra Dunphy



by Keith Muir

THE controversial Newnes Junction
sand mine proposal is still on the
government’s books. This proposal
should be rejected for it directly
adjoins the World Heritage Area, is
located in the most pristine river
catchment in the Wollemi Wilderness,
and also contains nationally endan-
gered shrub swamps. Not only is this
very sensitive site still under consider-
ation but the danger of surface mining
has spread across the Plateau.

Last month the Department of
Planning, Infrastructure and Natural
Resources released its ‘Sydney Con-
struction Materials Strategy –
Newnes Plateau’, which identifies a

500 million tonne sand resource. The
so-called ‘Strategy’ relies on 20 year
old resources data. It has no money
for the environmental studies, iden-
tification of preferred land use
options, or the development decision
rules. The ‘Strategy’ rules out key
alternative resources, such as off-
shore sand, without consideration;
and instead decision making will
only consider the exploitation of six
sensitive areas, including Newnes
Plateau.

Starting with the outcomes and
working backwards through the
environmental assessment is strategic
planning turned upside down. Sydney
needs a comprehensive sand resource
assessment to identify a preferred

sand resource management strategy
with minimum impact. Such an
approach would protect Newnes
Plateau and other sensitive areas from
surface mining damage. 

Total Environment Centre, National
Parks Association and the Colong
Foundation have accused the Depart-
ment of Planning of failing to put the
environment first. In regard to
Newnes Plateau the vegetation data
lacks adequate detail to identify
endangered species, the mapping of
endangered swamps is inconsistent,
fauna surveys are non-existent and
the Department’s promised ground-
water studies were not done. There is
little knowledge of where the Aborigi-
nal sites are located and a poor under-
standing of recreational opportunities,
despite Newnes being the second most
popular forest area in the state. Other
concerns include doubts over access
rights and inconsistent royalty pay-
ment arrangements. The Depart-
ment’s exercise is a thinly disguised
sand quarry development program.
The Strategy seems to be about devel-
oping ways to overcome the valid
objections to quarrying the sites
flagged for exploitation. This Strategy
will create compromised outcomes
that disadvantage the community and
the environment.

Newnes Plateau covers 30,000
hectares and is already suffering from
the activities of the coal miners, log-
gers and off road vehicle adventurers
but surface mining would be the final
hammer blow. All hope of protecting
the area’s outstanding conservation
values would be lost if the Plateau is
given over to surface mining. 

Sand mining cannot be carried out
without the complete destruction of
the natural environment. Quarrying
requires land clearing, wholesale
removal of the landscape, road works,
soil erosion, stream siltation and pollu-
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Quarrying Threat to
Newnes Plateau

Potential sand resource, Newnes Plateau continued on page 7



tion. It would cause the number of pol-
lution events to increase and will
impact on the streams in the Greater
Blue Mountains World Heritage Area.
Sand mining the Plateau would also
destroy the area as a major centre of
tourism, recreation, and potentially
conservation as well. It also conflicts
with the recently announced Emirates
$50 million eco-resort in the nearby
Wolgan Valley.

A new Gardens of Stone proposal 
Environment groups are preparing

a new park proposal covering Newnes
Plateau and the other remaining
unprotected parts of the Gardens of
Stone region. They believe that the
Plateau should be reserved under the
National Parks and Wildlife Act, 1974,
possibly as a State Conservation Area. 

Newnes Plateau is a living labora-
tory for the study of natural science
and cultural heritage. By any measure
the Newnes Plateau is popular, per-
haps too popular for continued unreg-

ulated recreation. The recreation
potential of this area ranges from fam-
ily outings, picnicking, car camping
and day walks to multi day bushwalks,
rock climbing, abseiling, bird watch-
ing, photography and gazing on its
scenic splendour. Many of these poten-
tial recreation opportunities are spoilt
by a predominance of anti-social off
road vehicle behaviour that tends to
drive away the broader community
that would enjoy this wonderful area. 

The area’s natural values include
numerous nationally endangered
upland swamps that contain distinc-
tive communities of rare locally
endemic shrubs and some species of
snow grass. They do not occur within
the adjoining Blue Mountains or
Wollemi National Parks and such
upland swamps with snow grasses are
mostly restricted to the Newnes
Plateau. Rare plants occurring within
and adjacent to the swamps include
Dillwynia stipulifera, Olearia guercifolia,
Boronia deanei and Eriostemon obovalis.
Fringing these swamps are stands of
the Wolgan Snow Gum (Eucalyptus
gregsoniana). All remaining swamp
communities should be protected due
to their poor conservation status and
scientific importance. Preservation of
such areas intact is also necessary for
scientific research into past environ-
mental changes. So too should the
ancient old wind blown sand dunes
scattered across the Plateau be pre-
served. These relict dunes from 30,000
years ago remind us just how arid our
continent was during the last great ice
age!

The Plateau’s scenic treasures range
from grand vistas and massed pagoda
rock formations to passive enjoyment
of extensive areas of grassy open for-
est.  All these values make up Newnes
Plateau. They cannot be dismembered
and reduced to isolated values, and
protected piecemeal in a sand mining
province. The new Gardens of Stone
proposal will seek to protect all the
natural values of the Plateau as best it
can, while recognising the realities of
existing coal mining.

Newnes Plateau is unique. It is the
only high sandstone plateau in the
Blue Mountains that supports a grassy
woodland landscape, which, along
with its outstanding scenery, is a key
reason for its popularity. It deserves
better protection.■
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Why Muffle
Conservation?
For decades now, both sides of
politics at both federal and state
levels have seen fit to fund the
different aims of the conservation
movement to enable these mainly
voluntary workers to bring to
government the legitimate wishes of
their members in protecting
Australia’s unique natural assets.
Without the input of these people,
we would probably have seen the
Barrier Reef drilled for oil, the
Franklin River dammed and
Australia’s 12 World Heritage sites
still not listed… For the record, my
government will continue its
funding support for the Queensland
Conservation Council as an umbrella
group for the many regional bodies
that have helped to make
Queensland the highly liveable state
that it is. We have to ask what the
federal government is hiding ? Why
are they trying to muffle and
trample on these environmental
groups? We are not afraid to hear
the conservation voice.
Premier Peter Beattie 
20th April 2005

The (Queensland) Government target
for land area in National Parks is a
very modest 5% as well as border to
border Marine Parks. Surveys of
public opinion show that 52% want
more National Parks. For every $1
spent in National Parks, $40 enters
the economy. There are 16 million
visitors annually in terrestrial parks.
Alan Freely, Director General
Queensland Parks and Wildlife
Service quoted in
NPAQ News May 2005

Horses Out of Parks
Horseriders in the Noosa area will
get 176 km of new trails in a plan
released by the Government. These
replace the trails that will be closed
to horses over a 9 year phaseout
period in the new National Parks
(former State Forests). This adds to
66 km of existing trails provided by
local government. Horse riders have
never had such a system of
dedicated horse trails like this
before. There was never any
ironclad guarantee of access to
State Forests in the first place. It
shows great goodwill on the part of
the Government to make the
Regional Forest Agreement work, by
bending over backwards to provide
alternative opportunities for high
impact users of former State
Forests.
NPA of Queensland News
June 2005

Community Voice
Muzzled
Paradise Dam is now viewed as a
classic example of what happens
when big business, political
ambitions and a media controlled
by its advertisers, combine to
muzzle the voice of the community -
where misinformation, and the
withholding of information, was
blatantly used to confuse the
general community. Paradise is a
classic example of where the
agenda was set by big business
hand-in-hand with gullible
politicians, where scientific reports
were manipulated to justify changes
to the water resource plan.
Pam Soper Wambaliman
Autumn 2005



By Keith Muir

A PROPOSAL for helicopter joy
flights in the Capertee Valley may
thrill the would be riders but repeats
the mistake made in the early 1990s
where copters in the central Blue
Mountains drove both local residents
and park visitors to distraction. 

A flimsy 44-page environmental
impact statement has been prepared
for the proposal that fails to examine
the key impacts by claiming airborne
impacts are irrelevant. 

The proposal is for a heliport but
the purpose of that heliport is joy
flights and it is the joy flights, not
the heliport, which will impact on
the World Heritage and residents.
Unfortunately the Federal Environ-
ment Minister, Ian Campbell, is not
interested in the proposal, despite
helicopters being regulated in such
World Heritage listed areas as
Kakadu National Park.

The tiny maps in the EIS of the
proposed flight paths fail to comply
with the Department of Planning
Infrastructure and Natural
Resources (DIPNR) assessment
requirements regarding the impacts
on national parks. The legal advice
to the Capertee Valley Environment
Group from the Environmental
Defenders Office has thoroughly
demolished claims that assessment
of air-borne activities is unneces-
sary. 

The burden of proof that the pro-
posal will not have an impact lies
with the proponent and it is no good
relying on a promise of processes
that may occur sometime in the
future to address the key issues that
DIPNR believes should be considered
now. 

In its submission to Council, the

Colong Foundation recommended
that the best way to avoid commu-
nity conflict and protect the World
Heritage Area would be for joy
flights to operate within existing
background noise levels when flying
near wilderness, beside any resi-
dence or over any environmentally
sensitive area, including the Airly-
Genowlan Mesa.

The proposal would cause signifi-
cant damage to tourism opportuni-
ties, as the activity spoils the enjoy-
ment of residents and visitors on the
ground. By destroying peace and
quiet in the Gardens of Stone area
the proposal takes away more jobs
than it would generate.

Relationship with the Emirates
proposed Wolgan Resort

The heliport proposal would
impact on the ambiance and
amenity of the recently announced
5-star eco-resort proposed by the
Emirates Airline for the Wolgan Val-
ley. Helicopter joy flights and eco-
resorts are totally inconsistent.

Ms P Figgis, AM, a former director
of the Australian Tourism Commis-
sion, has advised that ‘The Capertee
Valley is a lovely area with a high
potential for developing low impact
eco-tourism to facilitate enjoyment
and appropriate access to the area. ...
The development of such intrusive
usage of the area [helicopter joy
flights] would in my view pre-empt
and preclude the much more accept-
able and low key development of
attractive farm-stay and eco-tour
products.  The Valley’s ambience as a
hidden world “away from it all”
would be seriously undermined by
regular helicopter flights. Presum-
ably the flights would concentrate
over the very scenic Mt Genowlan,

Mt Airly and Pantoneys Crown areas
which would be the key areas for any
ground based eco-tourism, causing
serious disturbance to an essential
quality of any nature tourism prod-
uct - the sense of peace and solitude
and being within nature.’ 

Lithgow City Council and the
NSW Government have a clear
choice, whether to ruin its eco-
tourism opportunities or support
genuine eco-tourism. 

Minister Nori also said on radio,
23rd June 2005, “... wilderness is
more important than the dollar” and
with oil money on the eco-tourism
proposal it will be interesting to see
if the hasty heliport proposal is
refused. 

The Emirates won National Geo-
graphic’s World Legacy Award 2004
for its Al Maha Desert Resort & Spa
is a Conservation-based resort set
within a 225 square kilometre
wildlife and nature reserve in Dubai.
The Airline stands to lose these
green credentials if it uses powerful
new planning laws to override con-
servation interests in the Blue
Mountians to permit access by heli-
copter. ■
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Helicopters over 
World Heritage and

Middle East Oil Money

MEETING
DATES

Meetings will be
held at our office at

Level 2, 362 Kent
Street on July 28th,
August 11th and

25th, and
September 8th 

and 22nd.



by Alex Colley

THE Pilliga is a sandstone
extension of the Sydney geologi-
cal basin. It comprises 5,000
square kilometres of forest
through which the road from
Coonabarabran to Narrabri runs
for about 100 kilometres. The
soil is mostly poor and the ter-
rain mostly flat and dry. The first
European to see it, explorer John
Oxley, described it as “forbid-
ding and miserable” scrub, but
later it became the Pilliga Forest.
Nevertheless the landscape is an
acquired taste. Richard and
Maria Rickert, immigrants from
Germany, fell in love with it,
went back to Germany, set up a
business, and made enough
money to return and acquire a
property, now the Pilliga Pottery.
Aboriginal Heritage Conserva-
tion Officer Brad Sulter loves the
place, as does David Paull, for-
mer NPA western woodlands
officer.

The forest has suffered a lot
of abuse. Much of it has been cleared
for grazing, ravaged by fire and rab-
bits and covered with dense
regrowth which may be destroyed in
subsequent fires. White Cypress Pine
and ironbark have long been logged:
all the big trees have been cut down.
Cypress is a decorative and white ant
resistant timber. Ironbark has been
used for sleepers, but these are being
replaced by concrete. Just how long
the remaining forest could support
the 12 Cypress and 4 hardwood mills
is questionable.

The Pilliga may not be a tourist
attraction just now, but it is the
largest remaining woodland in the
so-called ‘Brigalow Bioregion South’
area, which stretches from Dubbo to
the Queensland border.

Most of the bioregion in which the
Pilliga Forest is found has long been
cleared and grazed, destroying the

habitat of much of the native fauna.
David Paull describes the Pilliga as
home to many species – 33 native
mammals, more than 200 birds, 23
lizards, 13 snakes, 14 frogs and one
tortoise. Twenty-one native animals
are threatened and 17 mammals
have become extinct since European
settlement (Peter Meredith, Aust-
ralian Geographic, Jan–March 2005).

In May the NSW Government
announced an $80 million rescue
plan for the Pilliga and other wood-
lands of the bioregion. This is to be
achieved in the form of a community
conservation area rescue plan
designed to ensure political correct-
ness (to prevent job losses that are
acceptable to preserve profits but not
to preserve the environment), mol-
lify local opposition to conservation

and secure access to minerals.
The plan covers 348,000

hectares of woodlands. It will
comprise four Community Con-
servation Area zones. Zone 1 is a
conservation and recreation
zone comprising former State
Forests; it is reserved as national
park. Zone 2 is designated as an
Aboriginal area, reserved for
conservation and aboriginal cul-
ture. Zone 3 is a conservation
and mineral extraction zone
reserved as a state conservation
area. There will be no timber
extraction in these three zones.
Zone 4 provides for timber
extraction and mining (coal and
gas deposits may be worth $2
billion). Although the areas cov-
ered by the Bill are in scattered
locations extending from Moree
to Dubbo, most of the Conserva-
tion Area, comprising a little
over 100,000 ha is in the Pilliga.

Political correctness is
ensured by generous compen-
sation to both workers and mill
owners. In fact the Govern-

ment believes more jobs will be cre-
ated. Three of the 10 pine mills will
close, but will benefit from the $15
million in the business exit fund.
Displaced timber workers will
receive a redundancy payment of
$72,000 or $27,000 as well as
$45,000 for retraining and relocation
expenses. The area’s yield of valuable
white cypress pine will be enhanced
by the provision of $12 million to
employ 50 workers in a white pine
thinning programme. The conserva-
tion area will be administered by a
Community Conservation Council,
consisting of the Director Generals of
the Premier’s, Environment and
Conservation, Primary Industries,
and Infrastructure Planning and
Natural Resources Departments. The
relevant Ministers will then appoint
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The Pilliga may not be a tourist attraction just now, but it is the
largest remaining woodland in the so-called ‘Brigalow Bioregion

South’ area, which stretches from Dubbo to the Queensland border.



three Advisory Councils. These will
consist of representatives of the
Catchment Management Authority,
local government, a farmer, a local
recreation access person, the forestry
industry, the mining industry and
the apiary industry, two representa-
tives of the Aborigines, three mem-
bers representing local environ-
mental groups and one member of
the National Parks and Wildlife
Regional Advisory Committee.

Adherence to the plan would pre-
serve much of the Pilliga but the
Advisory Committee is dominated by
local interests. The conservation of
the Pilliga is of national significance.
The Commonwealth Government
has declared the Brigalow region as
one of 15 “biodiversity hotspots.”
The State Government has assumed
the right to administer the area. It
should do so for the benefit of the
people not only of NSW, but of the
nation. Representatives of state and
national conservation organisations
should therefore be included. The
Zone 1 lands at least should become
national parks under the National
Parks and Wildlife Act. The State
Government has bent over back-
wards to make the Conservation
Area acceptable to local interests, but
judging by a recent demonstration
and the opinions of locals, it is not.
The shadow minister for primary
industries, Duncan Gay, said the
decision would devastate country
populations (SMH, 5.5.2005). 

Section 18 of Part 2 of the Com-
munity Conservation Bill provides
that none of the four zones is to be
eligible for declaration as wilderness.
This ensures that the wilderness
areas in the Bebo forest near the Sev-
ern River and in the Pilliga outside
the existing Nature Reserve will be
inappropriately managed.

Although management of Zones 1,
2 and 3 are to have regard to National
Parks and Wildlife management
these zones are not adequately pro-
tected from development. Being
mere zones, and not named or per-
ceived as having national park status,
may well facilitate development of
conservation areas in accord with the
desires of local interests. ■
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ALREADY plans are being made
for a cooperative effort involving the
development of the nomination by a
wide range of persons with a special
knowledge of the areas and their
international values under the
supervision of a working group.

The Tasmanian Wilderness World
Heritage Area was originally
inscribed on the World Heritage list
in 1982 with an area of 763,355
hectares. In 1989, following a suc-
cessful first stage renomination, it
was almost doubled in size to
1,383,865 hectares. A second stage
renomination could bring the World
Heritage Area to approximately 2
million hectares. The areas in the
further nomination could be pro-
tected by inclusion in national parks
consistent with the concept of a
World Class National Park for West-
ern Tasmania developed by the
Wilderness Society in the 1980s.

The Tarkine National Coalition
has things well under way for the
north western section of the nomi-
nation having already prepared a
national park proposal covering over
300,000 hectares and nominating it
for the national heritage list. The
Tarkine extends from the Cradle
Mountain area (linking it with the
existing World Heritage Area). The
Howard Government has made
national heritage listing a precondi-
ton for world heritage nomination.
Needless to say the new reserves

recently announced by the Howard
Government will be included in the
nomination but this whole project is
far more visionary and is claimed at
finishing a job begun over 30 years
ago. We did not think the task was
impossible then and the big gains of
the 1980s should teach us that it is
far from impossible now. ■

Tasmanian 
World Heritage 
on the Move

From ACF Councillor Geoff Mosley AM comes news of a
move by conservationists to prepare a second stage renomi-
nation of the Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area.
Endorsed by ACF Council as a matter deserving particular
attention, the second stage would extend the existing World
Heritage area to include appropriate areas in western and
central Tasmania and the Tarkine. It would be preceded by
nominations for the National Heritage List.

ANOTHER
WILDERNESS 

MISCONCEPTION
The following misconception was
accidentally omitted from Geoff

Mosley’s article in the last Bulletin.
(Geoff Mosley’s response in italics.)

■ NOT PRISTINE. Wilderness
areas are not pristine because they
have been affected by many thou-
sands of years of occupation by
Aborigines and, in some cases by
previous use by Europeans for
grazing, timber extraction, mining,
etc. Wilderness conservationists have
never claimed that the environment in
wilderness areas was unaffected by such
occupations – although they believe that
the impact varied from area to area.
What is said is that the areas selected are
those that have the capacity over time
and under the influence of natural
forces to return to a natural condition.


