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by Alex Colley

AT THE NCC conference last year
the Colong Foundation motion
expressing concern for natural
resource management, which threat-
ens to marginalise the Minister for
ment of Environment and Conserva-
tion (DEC) was adopted. Concern
was also expressed about a proposed
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concern was not realised, major revi-
sion of the Threatened Species Conserva-

autumn Parliamentary session.

The structure of the newly formed
Department of Environment and
Conservation describes five divisions
and 22 subdivisions (with the
Botanic Gardens Trust and the Syd-

as distinct agencies). This fragmen-
tation of responsibility is a prime
example of C. Northcote Parkinson’s
dictum that “officials make work for
each other.”

Suppose, as an example, that
Colong advocates the elimination of
feral horses and we write to the Min-
ister for Environment and Conserva-
tion. The Minister, refers the Foun-
dation’s request to the Director Gen-
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are concerned and the Divisions allo-
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nities for delegation, consultation
revision, review and indecision are
endless.

The NPWS, or much of it, has
been absorbed into the Parks Service
Division. The Parks and Wildlife
Division now has a wilderness offi-
task of single handedly monitoring
progress on the protection of wild
rivers, wilderness education and sev-
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undertake these wilderness pro-
grams. The Environment Protection

proposals for new wilderness decla-
rations, while the Parks and wildlife
Division is responsible for aspects of
wilderness policy and does the actual
on-ground wilderness management.
The above functions of wilderness

ment, are inseparable and should be
entrusted to one authority — a resur-
rected Wilderness Unit, which
should be a subdivision of the Parks
Services Division.

The division of environmental
administration between two depart-
ments and the draft organisational
structure of the Department of Envi-
ronment and Conservation are an
attemnt to classifv environmental
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but there is considerable overlapping
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threatened type of rainforest... Log-
ging pure rainforest on public land
has been banned on all mainland
states for some time... Tasmania’s
Deputy Premier has recently
announced plans to lift the 20 year
moratorium on the Tarkine.

David Trinder, in The Sydney

2004.
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joint Commonwealth and Queens-
land assistance package for the ter-

million to come from each govern-
ment. On 3rd March 2004 Agricul-
ture Minister Truss told Parliament
the Howard Government is no
longer committed to paying the $75
million. Despite this, Premier Beattie

bear the full cost of $150 million.
Landclearing has three strikes upon
it, being the principal cause of salin-
ity, the principal threat to endan-
gered species of plants and animals,
and a major contributor to green-
house gas emissions. Landclearing
in Queensland kills around 100 mil-
lion native mammals, birds and rep-
tiles every year.
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CHANGES that threaten species
and favour developers diminish Bob
Carr’'s conservation credentials,
writes James Woodford.

All is not well on the great green
pasture where conservationists and

together relatively peacefully since
1995.

Bob Carr, as NSW Premier, may
well be the greenest premier that the
nation has seen but some serious
fault lines are beginning to emerge
between his Government and con-
servation groups.

There is a growing sense that
while the Premier pontificates about
climate change and population
growth he is presiding over a Gov-
ernment that, on environmental
issues, is increasingly seeming like a
utopian National Party regime.

On Carr's books are a suite of
changes to legislation and bureau-
cratic reforms that threaten to wind
back decades of hard-won environ-
mental gains. Conservation bureau-
cracies are being gutted of staff and
funds, laws are being changed to
favour developers and precious pub-
licly-owned land is being slated for
transfer to farmers.

Many in both the former NSW
National Parks and wildlife Service
and the conservation movement are
dismayed at recent developments.

ager_nem is heading into the chaotic
cloud which has consumed the rail

do not seem to care about the envi-
ronment are now in charge of it.

recentlv fraved relations hetween
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the Blue Mountains to prevent the
filming of the film Stealth.

Dy Cloud seeamng In KOSCIUSZKO nas
been rammed through Parliament
with an enabling bill that overrode
six pieces of environmental legisla-
tion.

However, compared with some of
the red pen work the Government is
planning on legislation, dubious
tip of the iceberg.

Of real concern are proposed
changes to the Threatened Species
Conservation Act 1995, which was
put in place to offer protection to
endangered native creatures in the
path of developers, farmers and
other citizens of NSW.

According to a draft discussion
paper, the Government wants to
throw this legislation out and
replace it with a more developer-
friendly regime.

“The aim of the reforms,” says the
Government’s draft paper, “is to
deliver programs and requirements
that seem reasonable to farmers,
developers and the community and
which make it easier for them to
contribute.”

Such weasel words should never
form the basis of threatened species
legislation. No one should be under
any doubt that the state’s endan-
gered animals are already seriously
second-class. Most farmers and
developers have a proven track
record of giving scant regard to
endangered species. To make things

for removing their leash.
Green groups are outraged and

a recent submission stated: “Now
that an opportunity for reform has

neratelv needed resources  and
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the concerns of developers and farm-
ers, potentially to the exclusion of

LNe UNIUINENt esapusniment ol
Catchment Management Authorities
(CMAs), around the state, is a mas-
sive experiment to decentralise envi-
ronmental regulation.

The last thing that should happen
right now is a reduction in the num-
ber of government staff involved in

to do with the CMA structure, how-
ever, seems to be riddled with white
ants.

Hundreds of jobs will soon be cut,
along with tens of millions of dollars,
from both the Department of Envi-
ronment and Conservation and the
Department of Infrastructure Plan-
ning and Natural Resources.

When Nick Greiner was premier
the National Party backed a push to
make public-owned crown lease land
freehold - essentially a massive
windfall for farmers. The proposed
gift was rejected by the community
and yet under Cair the idea is being
revived.

Why on earth did the State Gov-
ernment recently give away virtual
freehold title to water to farmers
who have proven again and again
that one of the things they do best is
ruin rivers that supposedly belong to
everyone?

These big picture changes will
result in a cascade of bad local deci-
sions. Unfortunately, there are
already enough of these happening
throughout the state - both big and

beautiful, wild batch ;:f forest on the
Congo Road just south of Moruya on

Bulldozers moved into the forest
and cleared undergrowth, thinned

and entters.
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continued on page 10
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have gone up for the new estate,
which has been bestowed with the

Meadows”.
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that has 1ts roots 1n the acchimatisa-
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even give potential buyers the
chance to decide to protect whatever

v 1 1 r

their land. They suspected - probably
correctly - that a forest is worth
a block of land.

Nasc Care roalle vrant nannle wha

propose such developments o 1eel
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|| country calling for the protection of Tasmania’s ancient "

3:30pm at Sydney’s Town Hall (capacity 2,000) on this
date with celebrity speakers and performers.

-

We would greatly appreciate any assistance distributing

event or helping out on the day.

If you can help,or to find out more, visit :
www.widerness.org.au or call 92829553

and ask to speak to Aymon.
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THE FUTURE

wilderness, even if only
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Only declared
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hectares of wilderness

order to maintain and

enjoyment of future

essential. Judging from

left to Colong.

For this reason we are
seeking to ensure
Colong’s future through
ATy T RRETT R RASR O m oERneR o
will be more inform-
ation on bequests in the
next Bulletin, asking
those interested to
contact us so that we
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“Stealth”
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ultimately led to the granting of a
licence for filming a war-scenario
movie in a wilderness area.

The scene for the film involved a
fighter jet pilot (Jessica Biel) escaping
from the North Koreans after destroy-
ing a jet fighter with a mind of its
own, that was out to destroy the
world. The scene did not require a
world Heritage wilderness setting.
Repeated offers of assistance by envi-
ronmentalists regarding less contro-
versial alternative film locations went
unheeded by the film company.

Over the last few weeks, hundreds
of volunteers waged a remorseless
campaign to prevent high impact
commercial filming operations in the
Grose Wilderness. First, the local
office of the Environment Minister,
Bob Debus, was occupied; then a pub-
lic meeting at Katoomba co-ordinated
a demonstration held at Govetts Leap
Lookout in Blackheath and a series of
blockades along Mount Hay Road,
resulting in nine arrests; a further
protest rally was then held outside
’arliament House on May 4 against
filming approval legislation.

The ‘Stealth” film has become a
public relations disaster for the Gov-
ernment and sectors of the film indus-
try. Talons did not seek approvals in

the filming of Stealth in the Grose
Wilderness.

advance for filming in the controver-
sial wilderness location, obtaining
approval from DEC on the ANZAC
public holiday, Monday 26 April. The
police broke through the blockade the
next day, but on Thursday 29 April, a
finding in favour of the Blue Moun-
tains Conservation Society in the Land
and Environment Court found the
DEC approval to be illegal.

The approval was illegal because
the Minister for the Environment and
DEC could not lawfully issue a licence
to Talons for exclusive occupation 1o
undertake commercial filming in a
wilderness area. Justice Lloyd found
in regard to the Stealth war movie
that “the governing consideration in
the present case is this: declared
wilderness areas are sacrosanct.”

DEC, Talons and the Minister for
the Environment lodged an appeal in
the Supreme Court of NSW. The Pre-
mier then announced that if their
appeal against the Lloyd judgement
failed, he would introduce special leg-
islation to override it. The appeal was
withdrawn and Talons moved their
equipment and went to an alternative
location, completely negating the Pre-

The Bill seeks to set up a stand-
alone approval system for the Minister
for the Environment (or delegate)
providing an unfettered discretion 1o
approve filming in national parks
regardless of polential for damage.
Under the proposed legislation film-
ing would not have to abide by the
National Parks and Wildlife Act,
Wilderness Act or Marine Parks Act. If
passed the new law would also
remove the right of community mem-
bers to challenge the legality of con-
sent or consent conditions in the Land
and Environment Court. This prece-
dent could lead to demands for similar
treatment by all kinds of commercial
operators in national parks (see article
about cloudseeding also in this edition
of the Bulletin, page 7).

Premier Bob Carr has created a
wonderful system of wilderness areas,
but now he has damaged his green
credentials by demanding special leg-
islation on filming. Wilderness is pro-
tected from commercial filming in
New Zealand, Canada and the United
States, and our wilderness areas
should not be any less protected. The
argument that “Lord of the Rings”
could not have been filmed in NSW is

continued on page 12
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