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By Alex Colley

IN March 1985 The Colong Com-
mittee met Bob Carr, then the Minis-
ter for Planning and Environment,
and proposed the enactment of a
Wilderness Act. He announced his
support for the Act when he
addressed a meeting of the Sydney
Bushwalkers on January 22nd 1986.
He said:

I don’t think it is unreasonable, as we
approach the 200th year of European
settlement, to seek to preserve a small
part of the State essentially as it was
when Europeans stepped onto our
shores.
This is a responsibility that falls on this
generation. In the next century the
European forests will have been
destroyed by acid rain, the rainforests
of south east Asia will have been logged
and great areas of Africa turned into
desert. Even Antarctica will be touched
by pollution.
Wilderness areas will be precious to a
degree we cannot now conceive. Aus-
tralia has a chance to conserve more
than any other nation.
He appointed a Working Group,

which identified 36 wilderness areas,
and he introduced the Wilderness
Bill on November 12th 1987, paying

tribute “to all those who have
worked for decades to see wilderness
protected in New South Wales.” He
also credited Tim Moore, Shadow
Minister for the Environment, with
“pulling the troglodytes from their
caves” and persuading them not to
oppose the Bill.

Bob Carr’s Government increased
the area of national park land from 5
to 8 per cent of the State of which 2
per cent, or 1.9 million hectares, is
declared wilderness. Many of these
areas would have been logged,
mined or grazed if they had not been
reserved during the tenure of his
Government.

In an article entitled “Carr’s Green
legacy is a black mark”,  featured in
the Sydney Morning Herald of July
30th, Michael Duffy exhumes all the
ravings of the anti-conservation
brigade. He writes that Carr and his
environmentalists made no sacrifices
but imposed them on others.  For
over 30 years environmentalists have
devoted some or all of their time and
a good deal of money to campaigning
and achieved their goals, but,
according to Duffy, it was all worth-
less. It therefore appears that Bob
Carr’s 1986 observation of the inabil-
ity of some people to conceive the

importance of conserving our last
natural places is still applicable to
some. For many, however, Bob Carr’s
great insight and tremendous
national park and wilderness legacy
will remain one of the greatest
achievements of any Premier in the
State’s history. ■

Bob Carr’s Legacy
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By Keith Muir

IN June 2005 the Colong
Foundation, Total Environment
Centre, National Parks Associa-
tion of NSW, the Nature Conser-
vation Council of NSW and The
Wilderness Society nominated
313,053 hectares for assessment
under the Wilderness Act, 1987.

Section 7(1) of the Wilderness
Act, 1987 states that:

‘Any person, body or organisation
(including a statutory authority)
may submit to the Director a written
proposal that an area of land be
identified as wilderness, declared to
be a wilderness area or added to an
existing wilderness area.’

The groups made two sets of
nomination areas: 
• Areas that have not been iden-
tified as wilderness, which are
proposed for wilderness assess-
ment, identification and decla-
ration; and 
• Areas of identified wilderness,
which are proposed for assess-
ment and declaration as wilder-
ness. 

These areas are set out in the
table on this page. 

The wilderness nominations
include areas already
announced for declaration by
the NSW Government, such as
areas north of the Shoalhaven
River, and areas acquired for
declaration using the Dunphy
Wilderness Fund, including sev-
eral additions to the Tuross area.
For these areas, the nomination
for declaration is a timely
reminder to proceed with decla-
ration of these areas. Other
nomination areas include those
that the Department of Environ-
ment and Conservation (DEC)
has examined but for some rea-
son have not progressed, such as
the Murruin area in the South-
ern Blue Mountains.

The areas of DEC identified

wilderness in the National Parks
and Wildlife estate should be
expeditiously declared because
their protection does not come
at any significant cost to the
economy or employment. The
claims made upon these wild
lands are those made by recre-
ational users. The DEC and gov-
ernment should treat these
claims as being of a different
and lower order of importance
than extractive resource use
demands that already have been
resolved by the reservation of
the land as national park.
Within a national park, high-
impact recreation should not be
placed above the protection of
natural values, such as wilder-
ness. Wilderness is the only
large protected area reserve cat-
egory where nature is protected
from the damaging activities of
high impact recreational use,
including use of 4WD vehicles
and horseriding, and resort
development.

The nomination of identified
wilderness areas for declaration
seeks to rectify the de-facto
inversion of priorities in park
management where high impact
park users are favoured before
the protection of formally iden-
tified wilderness values. If
nature is not granted rights
through declaration of rare areas
of wilderness above those of
high-impact users, then high-
impact recreation and commer-
cial tourism is being considered
as more important than the
needs of nature within a
national park.

Application of the precaution-
ary principle, as defined in the
National Parks and Wildlife Act,
1974, obliges the Department to
protect identified wilderness
within national parks because
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Southern Wilderness
Nominations 2005

Attributes of Wilderness 
Nominated for Identification
Nomination Name hectares  
Bimberi extension  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21563  
Bogong Peaks extension  . . . . . . . . . . . 3821  
Brindabella Area  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25100  
Buckenbowra extension  . . . . . . . . . . . 11625  
Buckenbowra extension  . . . . . . . . . . . 22673  
Buckenbowra extension  . . . . . . . . . . . 31223  
Deua extension  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1694  
Deua extension  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22525  
Deua extension  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35641  
Ettrema extension  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17665  
Ettrema extension  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23072  
Ettrema extension  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31102  
Ettrema extension  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44856  
Goobarrangandra extension  . . . . . . . . 13479  
Goobarrangandra extension  . . . . . . . . 23294  
Jagungal extension  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12876  
Jagungal extension  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26634  
Murruin  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29216  
Nattai extension  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14921  
Tabletop extension  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17109  
Tabletop extension  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24928  
Tantawangalo  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13371  
Tuross extension  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1164  
Tuross extension  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2786  
Tuross extension  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32142  
TOTAL 150480  

Attributes of Identified Wilderness
Nominated to be Declared
Area Name hectares
Bimberi declaration addn  . . . . . . . . . . . 3214  
Brindabella Area 1 declaration  . . . . . . 12632  
Brogo inholding declaration addn  . . . . . . 30  
Buckenbowra declaration addns  . . . . . 4850  
Budawang declaration addn  . . . . . . . . . 6131  
Coolangubra declaration  . . . . . . . . . . 24306  
Deua - Donalds Ck decln addn  . . . . . . . 6458  
Deua catchment declaration addns  . . 36900  
Ettrema declaration addn (East)  . . . . . 12382  
Ettrema declaration addns (Centre)  . . . 1902  
Ettrema declaration addns 1 & 2 (Nth) 12220  
Ettrema declaration addns 1–4 (West)  . 7196  
Genoa declaration addn  . . . . . . . . . . . . . 550  
Goobarragandra declaration addns  . . . 3577  
Jagungal South declaration addn  . . . . 9073  
Kanangra declaration addn  . . . . . . . . . 11017  
Kanangra declaration addns  . . . . . . . . . 2480  
Tabletop declaration  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12602  
Tuross declaration addns 1,2,3,4 & 5  . . 3076  
Tuross declaration addn 6 - Badja  . . . . 3977  
TOTAL  162573 continued on page 3



the Department must take corrective
management action even if site-spe-
cific evidence has not been obtained
that horse riding, 4WD vehicles and
trail bike enthusiasts causes damage
to particular wilderness and other
park values.

Southern Blue Mountains
nominations

Three areas of wilderness have
been nominated in the southern
Blue Mountains: 
• Murruin wilderness, which has
been provisionally identified by the
NPWS and an assessment report had
been prepared but not exhibited;
• Additions to the Kanangra-Boyd
wilderness include the easement
down the Coxs River to Konangaro
Clearing and up Kanangra Creek
permitting inconsistent land use
deep within the wilderness, such as
commercial helicopter access,
horseriding and cabins; and
• A Nattai wilderness addition that
extends the wilderness out to the
boundary of the national park.

South Coast nominations 
The nominations on the South

Coast include the first area protected
for its wilderness values in Australia,
the 3,110 ha Tallowa Primitive
Reserve over Bundanoon Creek and
the Shoalhaven River in 1934. In
1938 this reserve was merged with
the Morton Primitive Reserve with
the addition of 18,200 ha so that that
area extended from Fitzroy Falls
south to the Shoalhaven River at Tal-
long (Prineas, P and Gold, H, 1983).

The West Ettrema proposals seek
to protect the wilderness quality
land to west of the Shoalhaven River,
including the river’s bed and banks,
the western flank of the Shoalhaven
Gorge and the rugged uncleared sur-
rounding lands both on and off-
park.  To the east of Morton National
Park, the Yarramunmun Crown land
area is formerly identified as having
high wilderness qualities consisting
of narrow sandstone peninsulas and
isolated plateaus, which are heavily
dissected by gorges formed by
northerly flowing streams. 

Southern and South East
Forests nominations

The nomination proposals for fur-
ther wilderness in the Southern and
South East Forest Regions aim to
provide stronger protection for the
forest and endangered ecosystems
that contain rich biodiversity and
many threatened species by reducing
the effective perimeter-to-area ratio
for these core park areas. They seek
to constrain the extensive and inap-
propriate off road vehicle access and
development that would increase
reserve fragmentation.

To provide reasonable road access
from the east to the Deua National
Park the nomination proposal, a 50
metre wide road easement to the
park facilities at Bendethera on the
Deua River was excluded from the
nomination. This easement would
provide more than adequate road
access to the park.

The currently declared Bucken-
bowra Wilderness is considered by
the Colong Foundation to be a
‘Claytons wilderness’. It does not
constrain high-impact users

because its boundaries follow the
top and bottom edges of escarp-
ment. The western boundary of the
Buckenbowra Wilderness is pro-
posed to extend to the River Road in
Monga National Park just west of
the Mongarlowe River so as to pro-
tect the undeveloped and sensitive
escarpment edges and headwater
catchments.

Further south on the Great
Escarpment is the South East Forests
National Park. Declaration of the
24,306 hectare Coolangubra wilder-
ness, including the 2,100 hectares
remaining in State Forest would pre-
vent its further degradation by log-
ging, off-road vehicles and horse rid-
ing. A 13,000 hectare Tantawangalo
wilderness area was also nominated
to protect this vital catchment area.
Two travelling stock routes that frag-
ment this area should be returned to
the national park, which is amply
served by perimeter roads and camp-
ing grounds. The campground in the
core of the park will result in its
degradation by becoming a focus for
off road vehicle activities.

The outstanding conservation
values of the Coolangubra and
Tantawangalo areas were the main
drivers for the protection of the
South East Forests and it is wrong
for these areas to be degraded by
high impact recreation use as pro-
posed by the draft plan of manage-
ment for this park. The draft plan
for the South East Forests National
Park has unreasonably retained
almost all the pre-existing forestry
road access. The DEC mistakenly
seeks to compete with State Forests
to provide recreational opportuni-
ties as these uses are adequately

provided for off-park.
In these circum-
stances, the damage to
on-park wilderness
values is particularly
inappropriate, unrea-
sonable and probably
unlawful as the pro-
posed management
action would be con-
trary to the precau-
tionary principle. ■
The wilderness nominations in
the Kosciuszko Region will be
described in a later Colong Bul-
letin.
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Wilderness Nominations
continued from page 2

The National Parks and
Primitive Areas Council

proposed a large
Deua wilderness 

in 1943.



Rebirth of Alps/South
East Forests World
Heritage Campaign 
In the 1980s the Colong Foundation
decided to press for world heritage list-
ing of the Greater Blue Mountains Area.
The long campaign which followed led
in November 2000 to the World Her-
itage Committee’s momentous decision
to include the Area on the List in rela-
tion to two important values.
The 1980s also saw the launch of
another more difficult world heritage
campaign affecting parts of New South
Wales, Victoria and the ACT. This was
for the protected areas in the Alps and
in the closely related forested areas to
the south and east; extending from the
sea to the snow. In 1996 this campaign
was suspended to help ease the way for
the Blue Mountains nomination and to
allow the assessments leading up to the
Regional Forest Agreements to take
place (these included preliminary
assessments of world heritage values).
There was also another reason for
delay. This was the continued presence
of cattle in the Alpine National Park.
In June this year the Victorian Parlia-
ment legislated to ban grazing licences
in the Alpine National Park, clearing the
last hurdle to the renewal of the world
heritage campaign for the Alps and
South East Forests. This time the baton
has been taken by the Colong Fouda-
tion  which is forming a representative
Working Group to prosecute the cam-
paign. The small core group, already in
existence, includes Fiona McCrossin
from our Sydney Office and Geoff
Mosley who has experience of both the
Blue Mountains and the earlier
Alps/Forests campaigns.
The Working Group will be recommend-
ing a strategy for progressing the cam-
paign and has already begun to liaise
with other interested groups. It being
the policy of the Federal government to
not nominate areas for the World Her-
itage List unless they are already on the
National Areas List, the twenty four
areas in the Alps/Forests region pro-
posal have been nominated for the lat-
ter List.
A full account of the case for world her-
itage listing (with a map) and details of
the campaign will be included in the
next issue of the Bulletin.
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Rural Fire
Services 

Bulldozes 
Six Foot Track

By Steven Ridd

THIS is what a bulldozer can do
midweek when nobody’s watching
(see picture below).

The Six Foot Track is a State icon,
first negotiated on horseback in
1887 as a shortcut from Katoomba
to Jenolan Caves. The track is ‘pro-
tected’ under the Central Tablelands
Heritage Trust by the Department of
Land and Water Conservation and
traverses a proposed addition to the
Blue Mountains National Park.  The
area holds important Aboriginal
cultural value.  The Track passes
through a significant River Oak For-
est vegetation community and the
topsoils along this river valley are
particularly sandy and, once
exposed, are highly susceptible to
erosion and weed infestation.

The Rural Fire Service choice of
contractor has bulldozed the her-
itage Six Foot Track out to a 6
metre dirt road and constructed

fresh mitre drains to channel the
new runoff problem into Megalong
Creek.  Once the rains come and
the exposed topsoil is washed into
the creek, there is little chance the
bush will come back.

This is not fire trail mainte-
nance. This is road making.  How
‘strategic’ anyway is a track deep in
a bush valley over two kilometres
from Katoomba?  Strategic for
arsonists perhaps, especially when
the gate doesn’t get locked!  Any-
one else would need development
consent to bulldoze bush – and
probably would be rightly rejected.
The privileged exemption status
granted to the RFS is for times of
emergency.  It is not a carte blanche
for cowboy contractors.  

This sad muddy bog left at the
Corral Creek crossing is testament
to the loose procedural controls of
the bushfire committee.  Such
actions cannot help the RFS’ other-
wise high community standing. ■



by Fiona McCrossin

THE Colong Bulletin has exposed
plans for Perisher Valley repeatedly.
However, the developer led “vision” for
the Alps does not stop there. The Alpine
Resorts Plan, released as an exposure
draft in May 2004, has still not re-
emerged for public comment. Presum-
ably its release will be linked to the
Park’s new Plan of Management. But
the push for development continues.

An August 23 NPWS media release
reveals a NSW/Victorian government
and industry funded study into the
“real value of Australia’s snow sports
industry to the economic health of the
nation”, citing that “collectively we
make money from this industry”. The

release continues:
“We all need to keep our eyes on

the horizon, to look ahead and plan
for the future. This study should help
us to do that…The key will be in nur-
turing an industry that is both eco-
nomically and environmentally sus-
tainable well into the future”.

By only referring to a snow based
industry, the release again hides the
government’s intention to cover the
Alps with everything from apartment
blocks to bowling allies. It should be
made clear to the public who, after
all, own the Park, that the “alpine
resorts” of Thredbo, Perisher Range
(Central Perisher, South Perisher,
North Perisher, Guthega and Smiggin
Holes), Mt Selwyn, Charlotte Pass,

Bullocks Flat, Mountain Retreat/
Sawpit Creek, Sponar’s Chalet and
Ski Rider, under current government
policy, will be open for a huge range of
urban development. Perisher is just
the tip of the iceberg. 

Each area has been divided into a
number of “precincts” where various
developments will be allowed or pro-
hibited. The table below, adapted from
the “Land Use tables” in the exposure
draft Alpine Resorts Plan, gives a
glimpse of what may come to the
Alps. Note the definitions at the base
of the table.

How anyone can promote this type
and degree of development in the Alps
as “environmentally sustainable” is
beyond belief. ■
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Alpine Resorts… 
not just Perisher

Allowable Development 

Advertising signs Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Car parking Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N  
Commercial premises Y Y N Y Y Y Y Y N N N  
Community facilities Y Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N N  
Conference facilities  Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y Y Y Y  
Educational establishment Y Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N N  
Entertainment facilities Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y N N N  
Food outlets Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N  
Health profession consulting rooms Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y N N N  
Helipads Y Y N N N Y Y Y N N N  
Hotels Y Y Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y  
Recreation facility Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y N N N  
Recreation infrastructure Y Y Y Y Y Y Y      
Tourist accommodation Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y Y Y Y  

Some definitions
Community facility: includes public library; meeting room; recreation facility; community club; etc
Entertainment facility: includes theatre; cinema 
Recreation facility: includes billiard saloon, table tennis centre; squash court; swimming pool; gymna-
sium; health studio; bowling alley; golf driving range; fun parlour etc
Recreation infrastructure: included walking trails; mountain bike trails etc
Tourist accommodation: includes buildings (apartments, serviced apartments and lodges) used for
temporary accommodation that may have facilities such as restaurants, conference centres, recreation
areas and entertainment establishments
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The Tourism Value
of Wilderness

In Ecos of June-July 2005 Claire
Mc Farlane, Chair of Ecotourism
Australia, is quoted as saying:
Tasmania is already one of the
great eco destinations in the
world. These Tasmanian old-
growth forests are now house-
hold names owing to the massive
exposure they’ve received
through the conservation battles.
Millions of dollars of free market-
ing have therefore practically
been gifted  to the state – you
couldn’t ask for anything more if
you were trying to build a tourism
destination.
Obviously Tasmania’s future
depends on tourism. Neverthe-
less the Tasmanian Government
continues its opposition to con-
servation by logging old growth
forests and sacrificing its forests
to supply a pulp mill.



By Fiona McCrossin

THE Foundation’s stance on
horseriding in national parks is one
of its most contentious.  There con-
tinues to be a large sector of the
horseriding community who present
our arguments as political rather
than as the result of objective
research. In an era where regional
NPWS policies on horseriding appear
to be increasingly reacting to political
pressure, particularly in marginal
electorates, it is of extreme concern
that, if horseriding is to continue on
park, the impacts of the activity must
be monitored and management reac-
tion be open and transparent.

In the South East Forests
National Park, for example, the draft
Plan of Management allows for
horseriding to occur on all “Category
A” roads; that is approximately 370
km of the 775 km of ex-forestry
roads and trails in the 115,000 ha
park. When considering the 4 wheel
driving and trail bike riding that,
under the draft, will also be allowed

on these roads, the Foundation is
extremely concerned about the
cumulative and synergistic impacts
of the activities.

In a November 2004 NPWS media
release put out by the Director of
Southern Directorate, Alistair
Henchman, the Service presented its
“overwhelming” evidence of the
impacts of horseriding:

“ In response to a challenge from
local horse riders to provide details of
evidence that horses may cause envi-
ronmental damage to Kosciuszko
National Park, the NPWS has cited
more than 100 published research
papers and reports which focus on
the issue.

The information was recently
gathered and collated as part of the
process of developing a draft plan of
management for the park…More
than half of these published research
papers are the work of respected sci-
entists who have focused directly on
the negative impacts horse riding
has in national parks both here and
overseas.   The main points consis-
tently raised by scientists, land man-
agers and other observers are that
these hard hoofed animals can cause
erosion and spread weeds. I would
encourage local horse riders to have
a close look at what is being said by
scientists about the impact horses
can have, and to work with the
NPWS to minimise and manage
these impacts so that their activity
can continue without damaging the
places in the park that they love to
visit.”

When horseriders begin to accept
that their activity does have impacts
on our protected areas, it will be eas-
ier to feel confident that protocols
presented in Plans of Management
to monitor such impacts and adhere
to adaptive management will be
honoured. Until that time, it is diffi-
cult not to compare the increasing
provision for high impact activities

on park to the management regime
that existed in the south east forests
before the reserve system was in
place. During that period, the
Forestry Commission of NSW, in EIS
after EIS, presented the argument
that the region’s reserve system was
adequate and refused to change its
logging practises despite submis-
sions that continually questioned
their ecological impacts. 

It is the ultimate irony that it was
the NPWS that was one of the great-
est critics of the Forestry Commis-
sion’s management, its criticisms
being ignored until the 1994 Eden
EIS was finally subjected to indepen-
dent assessment by the Department
of Planning.

Perhaps it will take such an inde-
pendent assessment of the impacts
of proposed activities in parks to
finally make plans of management
fully accountable. Our precious
parks, the only land tenure where
nature is given legal priority, deserve
nothing less. ■
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Park activities must
be accountable 



By Alex Colley

OVER the past 10 years Jim
Somerville has completed a ball to
ball description of the rainforest
campaign entitled Saving the Rainfor-
est – The NSW Campaign 1973 – 1984

Actually the Border Ranges
National Park was first proposed by
Gordon Groom, who in 1948
extracted a promise from the Com-
missioner for Forests to recommend
reservation of all areas above 1000
metres as a National Park, but noth-
ing came of the promise. Country
people conducted a four year cam-
paign, but it ended in 1952, when the
Premier refused to even consider the
proposal. In 1973 the Byron Flora and
Fauna Conservation Society formed
the Border Ranges Preservation Soci-
ety, which attracted good local public-
ity, but this soon ended. Peter Maslen,
son of Russ Maslen, President of the
Society, then sought the support of
the Colong Committee. Although very
sympathetic, the Committee contin-
ued to concentrate on saving the
Boyd Plateau.  Two years later, when
this campaign was won, the Border
Ranges National Park was adopted as
Colong’s number 1 objective and
Peter was elected as Chairman.

The campaign started, as did our
other campaigns, in the face of oppo-
sition from the whole establishment
– the Askin Coalition Government
and the Opposition, The Associated
Sawmillers, The Forestry Commis-
sion, the local councils, the Member
for Casino and even the ALP. But the
conservationists, led by the Colong
Committee, mounted the state’s
most publicised conservation cam-
paign. They were of course deni-
grated by their opponents, who used
such terms as “an ill informed vocal
minority”, ”rabid conservationists”,
“a small minority with incredible
leverage”, ”shovellors of incredible
nonsense” and “the middle class
volvo set”. John Laws called down “a
plague on the house of the greenies”
and the Country Party said that, if
returned to office, it would open the
parks to logging and object to World
Heritage listing. But we had support

from James Thorsell on behalf of
IUCN, who told the Ministers Parlia-
mentary Committee that IUCN con-
sidered NSW a world leader in rain-
forest protection. The fact that log-
ging had started won public support
for conservation. As Jim writes:

The rainforest campaign was a classic
example of an entrenched industry los-
ing out to the ability of environmental-
ists to tap into wider public support,
which brought about political change.
The Premier’s intervention, overriding
a judicial inquiry, won by the
(Forestry) Commission, was rightly
seen by senior staff as the beginning of
a slippery slide into public and political
disapproval.
The paper is an historic record of

the saving of the rainforest. Together
with our papers on Colong, the Boyd
and the Blue Mountains, our Bul-
letin articles and Geoff Mosley’s
books, we now have an overall
record of  the campaigns we have
conducted. Many millions of people
will enjoy the natural areas that have
been protected. Perhaps some of
them will read these descriptions
and realise that they were preserved
only by the sustained efforts of vol-
untary workers to win public opinion
and Government support

The significance of the rainforest
campaign was described by Neville
Wran (now our Patron), in an
address to the Labor Party Confer-

ence in May 1985. He said:
I know it was not everyone who
thought it was a great thing to save the
rainforests but I’ll make this predic-
tion: when we are all dead and buried
and our children’s children are reflect-
ing upon the best thing the Labor Gov-
ernment did in the twentieth century,
they will come up with the answer that
we saved the rainforests.
At least some of those who

thought it was not a great thing to
save the rainforests now think it
was.  The town of Kyogle which, in a
street demonstration during the
campaign, featured the effigy of a
conservationist hanging from a gib-
bet, now displays a large sign: Wel-
come to Kyogle, Gateway to the Rainforest.
World Heritage Rainforest signs pro-
liferate throughout the district

Bob Carr could well claim that the
best thing his government did was to
save 1.3 million hectares of wilder-
ness. ■

Fifty copies of Jim’s 100 A4 page paper have
been printed and these have been given to fam-
ily members, friends and fellow campaigners.
With some editing and some Henry Gold pho-
tographs it could be published as a book, but so
long after the event the market would be too
limited to make it a viable proposition. We
could supply a copy for the cost of photocopying
and postage ($30) or it can be downloaded
from the NPA website, www.npa.nsw.org.au
and click Saving the Rainforest.
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Rainforests revisited

Levers Plateau, now a protected wilderness PHOTO: HENRY GOLD
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A HUGE sand mine proposal,
claimed to be 50 million tonnes
but more like 20 million tonnes
in size, is for sale on the Western
Escarpment next to Clarence Vil-
lage, about 10 kilometres west of
Lithgow. The 156 hectare site is
to be sold by private tender and
was advertised in the North Shore

Times on 19th August as a sand
resource. 

The site is described in the tender
document as being used for passive
recreation, bush walking and rock
climbing. It is not used for rural pur-
poses; in fact the site is pristine
bushland. There is no legal access to
the site and the only way to obtain
road access is to either negotiate
with state rail for haul road in the
railway easement or buy a property
in Clarence Village.

The proposed mine site is on a
peninsula overlooking the Hartley
Valley with Dargan Creek on one side
and Reedy creek on the other, and
escarpments on three sides. The
sandstone is considered to contain
considerable clay content and will
require washing after crushing to
remove the clay. According to a
report in the tender documents
about 44 per cent of the crushed
sandstone will be discarded as tail-
ings material that will have to be
stored as waste on-site. There will be
considerable water and erosion man-
agement issues if the proposal goes
ahead. The site is in the Warragamba
catchment and will create a potential
pollution source for drinking water
supplies. 

It is proposed to mine the site
from near the escarpment edge and
work toward the Clarence Village.
The quarry will be visible from vari-
ous vantage points around the Hart-
ley Valley. Given the intact nature of
the escarpment site and its ground-
water dependent ecosystems, there
are probably several endangered
plants located on-site. 

The Department of Planning have
unwisely identified the site as having
potential for sand resources. The
Department has no proper under-
standing of escarpment protection.
Lithgow Council has a rural zoning
over the site, despite the Western
Escarpment being wholly unsuitable
for primary production. No one can
blame the land owner for wanting to
sell his property as a sand mine given
the pro-mining attitude of govern-
ment. It is amazing that what would

be unthinkable in the Blue Moun-
tains City Council area is facilitated
by Lithgow City Council. Clearly a
better approach to high conservation
value areas is needed.

The Colong Foundation has
decided to include the property
within the Gardens of Stone pro-
posal, with the hope that a govern-
ment will acquire the property or, at
the very least, a more far sighted
land use than a sand quarry can be
achieved on the site.  ■

Sand resource for sale on
the Western Escarpment

Sand mine, Newnes Plateau

Killing Pigs in Parks
It has long been known that those who enjoy killing pigs introduce them
into the parks for this purpose. The pigs are located by dogs, but the dogs,
too, may be difficult to locate. This is being overcome by equipping the
dogs with radio tracking devices and with breastplates with spiked collars
to protect them from the pigs’ tusks. Some dogs don’t return, breed with
wild dogs, attack wildlife and livestock and are even a threat to the public.
Alistair Henchman, NPWS Southern Branch Manager, says that escapee
dogs were playing havoc with the service’s pest control management and
have been banned on any road in national parks. Since dogs are not
allowed in parks, this measure should not be necessary.

Information from 
SMH 19.8.05



ALP Decries
Funding Cuts
Mr. Albanese, Shadow Minister for
the Environment, has informed the
Blue Mountains Conservation Soci-
ety that “the ALP  shares your con-
cerns about the extraordinary fund-
ing cuts to environment groups.” In
a press release he stated that “Envi-
ronment and heritage groups play an
important role in civil society and
cuts to their activities will have dire
consequences for our environment
and  be devastating for our democ-
racy which relies heavily on commu-
nity based organisations.”

Environmental
Degradation Invites
Violence
To seek to have economy without
ecology is to try to manage an envi-
ronment with no knowledge or con-
cern about how it works in itself  – to
try to formulate human laws in
abstraction from or ignorance of the
laws of nature.
It is time to look seriously at the full
implications of this. We need to start
by recognising that social collapse is
a real possibility. When we speak
about environmental crisis, we are
not to think only of spiralling poverty
and mortality, but about brutal and
uncontainable conflict. And econom-
ics that ignores environmental
degradation ignores social degrada-
tion – in plain terms, violence.
Rowan Williams, Archbishop of
Canterbury, quoted in Sustain-
able Population Australia
Newsletter, June 2005.

Growth Matters,
…Threatened
Species Don’t
The Australia Institute reports that
the Environment Protection and Bio-
diversity Conservation Act, passed in
1999, has been an unmitigated fail-
ure. Since then land clearing in
Queensland has increased, only two
enforcement actions have been
brought and only 10 of about 3000
threatened species have been pro-
tected. Over $55 million has been
spent for a “negligible” environmen-
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AFTER an interval of over thirty-
five years, Elizabeth Elenius, has
rejoined the Colong Foundation as a
Board member.  Elizabeth entered
the campaign to save Mt Armour
from mining and the Boyd Plateau
from clearfelling for pine planta-
tions as a young mother in her mid
twenties, fired up by a passionate
address by Milo Dunphy, and
spurred on by her aunts, Eileen and
Joan Bradley, of Bush Regeneration
fame.  

At the same time, Elizabeth joined
the NPA and became the Editor of
the NPA Journal, a position she held
for a number of years.  She now
wonders how she avoided defama-
tion suits from the politicians she
naively maligned in the Journal.
Together with Mark Weatherly, Eliz-
abeth took the fight to the NSW
State Council of the Liberal Party,
and they succeeded in winning
strong support from the members
which helped win the day.   She con-
tinued to be active on the Colong
Committee and in the NPA, working
on the Myall Lakes and Border
Ranges campaigns, producing her
third child along the way. 

Her involvement in the conserva-
tion movement stimulated her to
return to “school” to get her HSC in
1973, and then a degree in Earth Sci-
ences at Macquarie University, so her
activism had to take a back seat.
Once graduated, Elizabeth took up
the position of part-time Project
Officer with the NCC, which she
held from 1979 to 1981 – the period
of the Terania Creek Inquiry.  She
worked closely with Jim Somerville
and Peter Prineas to present the case
for protection of this important area
of rainforest.    Jim has written in
detail about the campaign for rain-
forest protection in his recent publi-
cation “Saving the Rainforest”.

With the breakup of her marriage,
Elizabeth moved to Queensland
with her family and, whilst keeping
abreast of events in NSW, turned her

attention to the more basic issues of
civil liberties in Queensland, with-
out which it was impossible to
address environmental issues.  She
worked full-time as a university
administrator at Queensland Uni-
versity, then Griffith University,
returning to Sydney in 1987 to take
up a position with Macquarie Uni-
versity, then the University of Syd-
ney in 1989.

Her early experiences in writing
for the conservation movement, and
in public advocacy, stood her in good
stead when she became Communi-
cations Manager for the Australian
Photonics CRC.  She was as passion-
ate about this important and far-
reaching technology, and the oppor-
tunities for Australia through wealth
and job creation, as she had been
about the natural environment.   She
never forgot the message conveyed
by Bob Brown back in the Franklin
campaign that it was only by estab-
lishing new “sunrise” industries,
such as photonics, that pressure
could be taken off the natural envi-
ronment.

During her interview for the posi-
tion with the forerunner of the CRC,
the Optical Fibre Technology Centre,
Elizabeth was asked what she con-
sidered her greatest achievement.
She replied, her role in saving the
Colong Caves from mining and the
Boyd Plateau from logging.  She
learned afterwards that it was that
response that landed her the job
which she held until 2004.

Elizabeth, now retired, has
become active in local inner city
planning and local government
issues and is currently convenor of
Pyrmont Action.  She brings a wide
range of skills and experience to the
Colong Board, including public rela-
tions, event organisation, committee
minutes, and a knowledge of start-up
company (including a foundation)
structures and management and
looks forward to making a contribu-
tion to the wilderness struggle.  ■

Welcome back,
Elizabeth
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By Fiona McCrossin

THIS report, released by the
NPWS in July, produced a lot of neg-
ative press, with lunges at the Ser-
vice from many sectors. Released
around the time of Bob Carr’s resig-
nation, it seemed to provide an
opportunistic vehicle for the Pre-
mier’s national park legacy to be
defiled. 

The report, in fact, attempted an
open and transparent insight into
the NSW park system, including: its
adequacy as a representative pro-
tected area network; gaps in the
existing management regime; and
how further planning, monitoring
and evaluation could achieve better
outcomes. In doing so, the report
was bound to provide ammunition
for anti-park advocates. As any
objective analysis will reveal, NSW
does have a feral animal problem, a
weed problem and our knowledge of
both the ecological and cultural val-

ues of the landscape is inadequate
and needs more research.

The bottom line in management
is that you need to know the state of
play before you can work out the
best solutions. This is what the State
of the Parks Report attempted to do.
When both the public and private
managers of the other 92 per cent of
the state’s lands do the same degree
of critical analysis then we may be
able to objectively discuss the merits
of different management regimes.

Until that time, let’s work
together to solve the problems that
exist across the NSW landscape and
not shoot the messengers.  ■

State of the Parks 2004
Vegetation Communities
and Approximate pre-
European extent in NSW
Park System %  

Rainforests 45  
Wet sclerophyll (shrubby) 28  
Wet sclerophyll forests (grassy) 18  
Grassy woodlands  2.6  
Grasslands 0.6  
Dry sclerophyll forests (grassy) 13  
Dry sclerophyll forests (shrubby) 22  
Heathlands 60  
Alpine complex 95  
Freshwater wetlands 3.9  
Forested wetlands 3  
Saline wetlands 17  
Semi-arid woodlands (grassy) 1.7  
Semi-arid woodlands (shrubby) 3.4  
Arid shrublands (chenopad) 4.2  
Arid shrublands (acacia) 3  

Approximate levels of representation in the NSW park sys-
tem for 16 broad vegetation communities (adapted from
SoP 2004, Figure 5, after Keith 2004)

An insight into
Coalition plans for
NPWS
John Laws on Radio 2UE, 25 August
2005:
John Laws: Why don’t you join the
National Parks and Wildlife Service
and State Forests together?
John Brogden: Well that’s exactly
what we will do. We slim down the
number of departments from 30 to
9, there’ll be a Department of Nat-
ural Resources and Primary Indus-
tries which will cover those agencies
together.
Mr Brogden, now resigned, was pre-
sumably presenting a Coalition
vision.

Moving Pictures
- an exhibition of dramatic pho-
tographs by Andrew Vilder will be
held in the Parakeet Cafe from the
8th to the 30th of October.
The images are a celebration of
movement achieved though texture
and distortion. Subjects range from
landscapes and trees to angels. Pro-
ceeds from sales will be donated to
the Colong Foundation for Wilder-

ness. The Parakeet Gallery-Cafe
195b Katoomba Street, Katoomba is
open from 9am to 8pm every day.

Some Gleams of
Light
❐ Mitsubishi has decided to stop
sourcing woodchips from old
growth forests. 
❐ Gunns have been given till Aug.
18th to submit a “radically altered”
version of their “unintelligible’ claim
against the conservationists. 
❐ The men from Snowy River can
no longer run cattle in Victoria’s
Alpine parks.
❐ Regulations under the Native Veg-
etation Act will end land clearing.
Perisher Blue is for sale.
❐ Toyota is advertising its Prius car,
which generates up to 90% less
emissions than any similar sized car,
and asking people to plant trees.

Land Clearing
Condoned
In the two years before July 1 2005
there were 866 alleged breaches of
the Native Vegetation Act. Only one
land-holder was prosecuted.

Tasmanian Forests
of Global Concern
Liberal Democrat Environment
spokesman in the House of Com-
mons Norman Baker has tabled a
motion denouncing Tasmania’s
forestry practices as unsustainable
and in breach of the United Nations
Convention on Biological Biodiver-
sity. He states that “if a civilised and
respected country such as Australia
– cannot control its forest activities
better than this, what hope is there
for countries such as Indonesia and
Brazil? – What happens in Tasmania
is not simply a matter for the Tasma-
nians or the Australians. It is a mat-
ter for all the planet.’

From The Bulletin 
May 2004

Meeting Dates
Meetings will be held at
our office at Level 2, 362
Kent St on October 6th
and November 3rd.

NSW does have a feral
animal problem, a weed
problem and our
knowledge of both the
ecological and cultural
values of the landscape is
inadequate


