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NEW SOUTH WALES

MINISTER FOR PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT
NAPAWI
NEWS RELEASE . October 3, 1986

GAZETTAL OF BUDDEROO NATIONAL PARK
The Minister for Planning and Environment, Mr. Bob Carr,
today announced the gazettal of the Budderoo National Park

near Kiama.

Mr. Carr also announced that there would be a joint
contribution of over $1/2 million by the Federal and State
Governments for immediate commencement of works in the new
park.

He said the money from the Federal Government had been made
available through the Minister for Arts, Heritage and
Environment, Mr. Barry Cohen, as part of the National
Rainforest Consefvation Programme.

"“The 5,700 hectare Budderoo National Park incorporates the

popular rainforest section of Minnamurra Falls.

"The park extends from the Minnamurra Falls area in the
north, to Carrington Falls in the west and down to the
southern escarpment of the Budderoo Plateau, overlooking the

Kangaroo Valley.

"The Minnamurra Falls area provides the public with easy

access to viewing rainforest remnants including large stands



of thé famous red cedar.

“Near Carrington Falls the rare 'Grevillea rivularis' 1is
found. This is the only known sité for Grevillea rivularis in

the wild in the world.

"The park also provides sanctuary for the ground parrot and
eastern bristlebird. These species are listed as rare and

endangered under the National Parks and Wildlife Act.”

Mr. Carr said Budderco National Park encompassed 20
kilometres of the Illawara escarpment. "This escarpment
supports remnant rainforest areas and a number of rainforest

species reach their southern boundary here.

vBudderco National Park, when added to other local National
Parks and Wildlife Service areas, now protects about 40% of

the Illawarra escarpment from Wollongong to Ulladulla.™

Mr. Carr said the Budderoo plateau is covered mostly by open
eucalypt forest and heathland. Wwildlife in the area included
swamp wallabies, wombats, long-nosed bandicoots, long-nosed

potoroos, lyre-birds and eastern whipbirds.

"Until today Kiama Council administered and maintained the
Minnamurra Falls area. I commend the Council for its

trusteeship, commitment and far-sightedness in safeguarding



this area for the enjoyment of future generations.

"Kiama Council always recognised that the Minnamurra -
rainforest is everyone's responsibility, not just the

ratepayers of Kiama.

"That is why this Government agreed not only to assume
responsibility for this area, but to provide the necessary

funds and staff to maintain the rainforest."

At Minnamurra Falls today Mr. Carr announced that due to the
importance of this area to the people of Australia the
Federal Government from the National Rainforest Conservation
Programme had given $170,000 for a Minnamurra Rainforest
.Centre and the upgrading of facilities in the Minnamurra

Falls section of the park.

"The National Parks and Wildlife Service also has committed
$400,000 for works in Budderoco National Park - with about

$100,000 being earmarked for facilities at Minnamurra Falls.”

"This gives a grand total of ovef $1/2 million, or about
$570,000, to be spent in Budderoco National Park this
financial year on the Rainforest Centre with an interpretive
display, rainforest regeneration, upgrading of existing
walking tracks throughout the park, leaflets on the

Minnamurra rainforest and on the park generally."

Media enquiries:. Berkeley Wiles (02) 237 6925
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Information Sheet No. 1

Access and Facilitieg

Budderoo National Park i's readily accessible from either
the coast (Kiama) or from the tablelands (Robertson - Moss Vale).
As the park includes several long established public use
areas, facllities are available in those sections. Additional
facilities will be installed as management planning for the
park progresses.

Facllities: HRainforest walks, with waterfall, picnic
facilities, kiosk,

Access: From Kiama, take the Jamberoo Road and then follow
signposting to Minnamurra Falls. Distance is
about 13 kilometres from Kiama. An entrance
fee is charged.

9] = e

The Jamberoo - Robertson road traverses Budderoo
National Park for a distance of some 5 kilometres.
Motorists using this reocad will see the extensive treeless
sedgelands and heathlands which characterise much of the
plateau surface of Budderoo National Park and the adjocining
Barren Grounds Nature Reserve.

As the road approaches the eastern (Kiama) edge of the
Budderoco Plateau, there are glimpses of the coastal plain and
foothills hundreds of metres below.

A small parking area 50 metres off the eastern side of
the road provides access to an excellent lookout on the cliff
-top.

CLarrington Falls

Facilities: Prior to incorperation into the Budderoo National
Park, Carrington Falls was managed by a
trust of local residents. With limited funds
and much voluntary work the trust has provided
walking tracks, extensive safety rails,
lookouts, toilets and picnic areas. i

Several lookouts provide "excellent views of
the spectacular 50 metre high Carrington Falls
on the Kangaroo River.
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Access: For access, turn-oft the Jamberoo - Robertson
Road about 8 kilometres east of Robertson
where the access road is signposted. Follow
the unsealed road to a Y section. The
right fork takes you to one of the pienic
areas. If you take the left fork, follow
it until it crosses the river and take the
right turn to another picnie area (Thomas's
Place) with connecting walking trails to a
series of lookouts,

Gerringong Falls
No facilities.

Due to irresponsible use of off road vehicles, the :
track to Gerringong Falls is badly damaged and is not
accessible to conventional vehicles. The oft-road use of
vehicles in Budderco National Park is illegal.

e i e to

Although just outside the park, the Bird Observatory in
Barren Grounds Nature Reserve 1s accessible of the Jamberoo
-Robertson road adjacent to Budderoco National Park. From
Jamberoo, turn left at the signpost at the top of Jamberoo Pass.

Fire Management

In the past Budderoo Plateau has experienced a high
incidence of fires which have mainly come from neighbouring
preoperties. The Service's policy will be to reduce the
number of wild fires. To achieve this the Service will
liaise with property owners and bush fire control authorities
to develop a co-operative prescribed burning and track
maintenance programme which will create buffer strips between
developed (high risk) aras and the Park.

Enquiries:

Any enquiries regarding the park should be directed to:

National Parks & Wildlife Service
Superintendent

Nowra District .
1st Floor

Housing Commission Building

24 Berry Street

P.0. Box 707

NOWRA 2540

PHONE: (044) 219969
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Land Purchase and Reservatiqn

1. Initial Reservation
The initial reservation of Budderoo National Park comprises:

- available vacant Crown land
- reserved Crown land (the greater part of
Carrington Falls Reserve and Minnamurra Falls
Reserve) !
- freehold land purchased by negotiation by National
Parks & Wildlife Service. (Pacific City lands
on plateau)

2. e a e

Reservation as national park will not immediately affect
the continuation of any Permissive Occupancies. The
policy of the National Parks & Wildlife Service is to
eliminate the grazing of domestic stock on national parks.
Any Permissive Occupancies for grazing in existence at the
date of reservation of the national park will be permitted
to continue in co-operation with the holder until
arrangements can be made to remove stock.

3. s} o =-ho

The initial reservation of Budderoo National Park will
surround several small freehold properties.

In the case of the undeveloped freehold inholding below
Carrington Falls (portion 156 Parish Wallaya) the

Service would propose to acquire the property by negotiation.
The owners are in contact with the Service.

In the case of the two developed in-holdings on the Budderoo
Track, there are no current proposals by the Service to
acquire these lands, These properties will continue to
enjoy access rights along the Budderoo Track.
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4. Poassible future land purchases

Whilst there are no current proposals for acquisition of
freehold lands on the escarpment, the Service would

be interested in considering any offers of sale for
undeveloped land on the immediate eastern or southern
escarpment of the Budderoo. Purchase of any freehold land
for inclusion in the park will be by way of negotiation

based on current market value as assessed by a qualified
valuer.

Enguiries:
Any enquiries regarding the park should be directed to:

National Parks & Wildlife Service
Nowra District

National Parks & Wildlife SErvice
18t Floor

Housing Commission Building

24 Berry Street

PO Box 707

NOWRA 2540

Phone (0O4Y4) 219969
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RAINFORESTS . . ..

Paim Forest NSW. NPWS.

WORTH SAVING!

National Rainforest Conservation Program

New South Wales



G. Threlfg

Topknot Pigeon Rainforest Rescue

NEW SOUTH WALES RAINFORESTS

HOW MUCH IS THERE?
In New South Wales, only ¥ (or 250,000 hectares) of the rainforests
that were here when European settlement began, remain.

WHAT TYPES?

On the east coast you will find sub-tropical rainforests, warm tem-
perate rainforest, cool temperate rainforest, dry rainforest, isolated
patches of littoral rainforest (rainforest by the sea), and interesting
combinations. -

HOW IMPORTANT ARE THEY?
Very. Sixteen of N.S.W.'s Rainforest Parks became a World Heritage
areain 1986.

The sub-tropical rainforests in this State were once the most exten-
sive in the world.

The maze of rainforest types is unique.

N.S.W.'s rainforests are important to science, to conservation and fo
today's society.

G. Thrallo

D. Charlgy Rare Hallorest Seedlings S. Horton
SAVING THE RAINFORESTS!
NATIONAL RAINFOREST CONSERVATION PROGRAM

WHAT IS IT?
A 3 year program to conserve Australian Rainforests. The program is
funded jointly by the Commonwealth and State Governments.

HOW DID IT BEGIN?

in 1985, a Commonwealth Government Working Group examined
policy aptions for rainforest conservation. Based on their recommen-
dations, the Program began in 1986 after the Commonweatth
Government provided $22.25 million for conservation of Australian
rainforests.

WHY?
Rainforests are disappearing rapidly. In Australia, rainforests are a
valuable but diminishing National asset.

Australian rainforests are important They are unique and imeplaceable.
They are worth saving.

Raintorest Dragon

N.S.W. PROGRAM — WHAT WE'RE ACHIEVING

The National Rainforest Conservation Program in this State has met
the urgent need to rehabilitate disturbed rainforests and conserve
additional important areas.

Many projects are being carried out under the Program. These pro-
jects are very varied. Most facets of rainforest ecology are being
explored. All project results contribute to a pool of information which
is used toimprove conservation management of Rainforest Parks and
increase community knowledge on rainforests.

The N.S.W. Program is funded joinlly by the Commonwealth and
N.S.W. State Governments. Projects are undertaken by the N.S.W.
National Parks and Wildlife Service and the Forestry Commission of
New South Wales.

K. Parry-Jones

Fruit Bat

H. Nicholzon

Durroby

CONSERVING MORE

Important areas of rainforest have been added to the

World Heritage Parks and twe new Nature Reserves

have been created, protecting very rare plart species

not previously conserved in existing reserves.
2,579

Rrinforast Falls

FINDING OUT WHAT THE PUBLIC WANT

Visitors in many areas have been surveyed to find out

how they want the parks managed. The results are

being combined with other information to develop a

conservation based rainforest tourism strategy.
16,17

G, Biddle
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MORE INFORMATION FOR EVERYONE

WHAT WE ARE LEARNING : Alot of what we've learned is being made availableto
We are leaming a lot about our rainforests. Rare rain- the public. Two books, Rainforest Ecology and Rain-
forest plants have been located and studied. Nursery Sea Acres Rainforest Ecology Gentre forest by the Sea (Management Guidelines for Littoral
propagation of rainforest plants has been successful. SRy Vg g Rainforest) will soon be published. A Mobile Rain-
These are being used for rainforest rehabilitation. An forest Heritage Display is travelling to shopping cen-.
arboretum of rare rainforest plants is being created. tres and schools. : .
The needs aqd locations of rare or uncommon rain- A workshop, presenting what we've leamed about
forest frogs, lizards, birds and mammals have been rainforests and their special. needs was conducted.
.identified. With the help of computer modelling, con- The proceedings of this workshop will soon be
servation strategies to protect the futures of these published as a manual for rainforest rehabilitation.

planis and animals are being devised, and priorities "Three Rainforest Ecology Centres are being built near
important rainforests. These centres will present to
the public much of what we've learnt, and aim to be
major learning facilities for rainforests, prior to visiting
the real thing. They will also disptay the soon to be
completed Rainforest Video.

17,19, 21, 28, 38

Ao

for acquisition defined. Why rainforest pigeons are N. Fenton
decreasing in numbers is being researched, as is the
interaction between rainforest remnants and fruit bats.

2,3,4,5,7,89,14

L

Washpool Welk G. Biddle es Acres Boardw S. Phillips

PEOPLE IN RAINFORESTS

People like walking in rainforests. Often though, ad
hoc walking trails in rainforests can cause damage.
By careful and sensitive placing of walks, the wonder
of rainforests can be explored while at the same time
protecting them. Some of these are boardwalks, ris-
ing to the canopy on stilts, others link creekside rain-
forest with resting and picnic sites or access lush
mountains of rainforest. Many of the walks have illus-
trated information panels about rainforests.

2,5,6,7,89,10,11,12,13,14,17, 19, 21, 22
23,29, 32,33, 34,37, 38,39

Rainforest Plat! G. Biddle

REPAIRING THE PAST

Many small and fragile areas of rainforest have weeds
and other problems. These areas are being re-
habilitated by removing weeds and where necessary,
planting local seedlings, erecting fences and inter-
pretive signs. Damage to patches of vulnerable littoral
rainforest (rainforest by the sea) is being repaired. —

2,6,7,8,9,14, 18, 20, 26, 27, 31, 32, 37 Raintorest Display G. Biddle

DIRECTING THE FUTURE

In three important areas, plant and animal resource
information is being translated into management
plans. These plans provide a focus for protection, and
encourage individuals to participate in planning.

1. 2: 3| 4;'5. 7, 9' 13, 14. 16, 23, 30




Where the Work is happening
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Mt Nothofagus Flora Reserve
Border Ranges National Park
Limpinwood Nature Reserve
Numinbah Nature Reserve

Mt Warning National Park
Brunswick Heads Nature Reserve
Nightcap National Park

Broken Head Nature Reserve

Big Scrub Fragments {Nature Reserves)
Tooloom Scrub Fliora Reserve
Murray Scrub Flora Reserve
Mallanganee Flora Reserve
Washpool National Park

[luka Nature Reserve

Mt Hyland Nature Reserve

New England National Fark
Dorrigo National Park
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18, Woolgoolga Flora Reserve
19 Bruxner Park Flora Reserve
20. Bundagen Flora Reserve

BATEMANS _BAY

Kookaburra {Carrai State Forest)

Wilson River Flora Reserve
Werrikimbe National Park
Mt Seaview Nature Reserve

21,

22.
@ 23.
Q) 2.

25. Banda Banda Flora Reserve

26. Arakoon State Recreation Area

27 Limeburners Creek Nature Reserve

28. Sea Acres Nature Reserve

29. Comboyne Fragments (Nature Reserves)
@ 30. Barrington Tops National Park

31. Coocumbac Island Nature Reserve

32 Myall Lakes National Park

33. Buiahdelah Fragments (State Forests)

34 Gap Creek Flora Reserve

35. Wollemi - Blue Mountains National Park

36. Strickiand State Forest ‘

37. Royal Nationa! Park

38. Budderoco National Park

39 Murramurang Nationa! Park

B Rainforest patches in N.SW.

@ World Heriiage Park

Deslgned and written by Stephanle Horton
Printed by Inprirt P/L

A joint Natlonal Ralnforest Conservation Project by
Commonwealth Department of the Arts, $ports, the Eavironment, Tourism end Territories
and N.S.W. National Parks and Wikilife Servica




NEW SOUTH WALES
MINISTER FOR PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT
NAPAWI

NEWS RELEASE October 3, 1986
GAZETTAL OF BUDDEROC NATIONAL PARK

‘The Minister for Planning and Environment, Mr. Bob Carr,

today announced the gazettal of the Budderoo National Park

near Kiama.

Mr. Carr also announced that there would be a joint
contribution of over $1/2 million by the Federal and State
~ Governments for immediate commencement of works in the new

park.

He said the money from the Federal Government had been made
available through the Minister for Arts, Heritage and
Environment, Mr. Barry Cohen, as part of the National

Rainforest Conservation Programme. o

"The 5,700 hectare Budderoo National Park incorporates the

popular rainforest section of Minnamurra Falls.

"The park extends from the Minnamurra Falls area in the
north, to Carrington Falls in the west and down to the
southern escarpment of the Budderoo Plateau, overlooking the

Kangaroo Valley.

"“The Minnamurra Falls area provides the public with easy

access to viewing rainforest remnants inc¢luding large stands



of the famous red cedar.

"Near Carrington Falls the rare 'Grevillea rivularis' is
found. This is the only known site for Grevillea rivularis in

the wild in the world.

"The park also provides sanctuary for the ground parrot and
eastern bristlebird. These species are listed as rare and

endangered under the National Parks and Wildlife Act."

Mr. Carr said Budderoo National Park encompassed 20
kilometres of the Illawara escarpment. "This escarpment
supports remnant rainforest areas and a number of rainforest

species reach their southern boundary here.

v"Budderoo National Park, when added to other local National
Parks and Wildlife Service areas, now protects about 40% of

the Illawarra escarpment from Wollongong to Ulladulla."

Mr. Carr said the Budderoo plateau is covered mostly by open
eucalypt forest and heathland. Wwildlife in the area included
swamp wallabies, wombats, long-nosed bandicoots, long-nosed

potoroos, lyre-birds and eastern whipbirds.

"Until today Kiama Council administered and maintained the
Minnamurra Falls area. I commend the Council for its

trusteeship, commitment and far-sightedness in safeguarding



PR

this area for the enjoyment of future generations.

"Kiama Council always recognised that the Minnamurra
rainforest is everyone's responsibility, not just the

ratepayers of Kiama.

"That is why this Government agreed not only to assume
responsibility for this area, but to provide the necessary

funds and staff to maintain the rainforest."

At Minnamurra Falls today Mr. Carr announced that due to the
importance of this area to the people of Australia the
Federal Government from the National Rainforest Conservation

Programme had given $170,000 for a Minnamurra Rainforest

Centre and the upgrading of facilities in the Minnamurra

Falls section of the park.

"The National Parks and Wildlife Service also has committed
$400,000 for works in Budderoo National Park - with about

$100,000 being earmarked for facilities at Minnamurra Falls."

"This gives a grand total of over $1/2 million, or about
$570,000, to be spent in Budderoo National Park this
financial year on the Rainforest Centre with an interpretive
display, rainforest regeneration, upgrading of existing
walking tracks throughout the park, leaflets on the

Minnamurra rainforest and on the park generally.”

Media enquiries: Berkeley Wiles (02) 237 6925
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THE BIG SCRUB
ENVIRONMENT
CENTRE

88A Keen Street, Lismore 2480.
Phone (066) 21 3278

-

_ 13th January.1987.
Ross McKinney, , . ﬁﬁiV%
Senior Ranger, : ‘ N | .
National Parks and\Wildlife Service, » . % -
Main Street, A

" ALSTONVILLE. . Lw®

Dear Ross,

Re: World Heritage Rainforests Environmental Education.

, While in Sydney recently, members of the Centre had the opportunity

; to visit the Royal Botanic Gardens exhibition '"Rainforests: What's the

| Fuss", on display at the Gardens shop. They were most impressed with

- this exhibition in its detail and depth of information on rainforests,
their evolution, ecology and their vulnerability in recent times,and in the
standard of presentation.

2 The Big Scrub Environment Centre was interested to organise an opportunity
- for this valuable educational display in Lismore, but on enquiring

about theexhibition's availability, the Botanic Gardens Committee has
informed us that the exhibition is booked to travel b other Botanic
Gardens in Melbourne, Adelaide and Perth. We were further informed that
it is unlikely that the exhibition will be in a sufficiently good cond-
ition for furthen display after the current bookings have been completed.

This situation is somewhat disturbing from our point of view. We believe
that while it is useful to educate people in major capital cities about
¥ rainforests, especially in States where there are few or as in S.A.,

no remaining rainforests, this is not the highest priority for education
about rainforests.

We believe that rainforest environmental education is much needed,

probably most urgently needed, in N.S.W. in regional centres adjacent ~ R
to the now World Heritage Rainforests, (such as Murwillumbah, Lismore, i
Kyogle, Kempsey, Grafton etc.) if these public reserves are to be E@"i
protected for generations to come.

,1s our view that many local people do not have a full and integrated
Jiderstanding of the values and importance of the local rainforests,
and that many local landholders adjacent or in proximity to the
rainforest. National Parks, still consider the rainforest a

P piece of "local scrub" with many animal
""pests".

/2.
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Similarly very few elected local government representatives, aldermen - Q %
and councillors, or their professional staff, clerks, engineers, -
plamers etc. have the necessary appraisal of the values and importance

of their "local rainforest".

The Big Scrub Environment Centre believes that rainforest environmental
education on the North Coast is needed now to promote the required
perspective in local and regional environmental planning, and produce
the necessary.attitude shift to affect changes in land uses towards
sympathetic compatible land management practices.

Have you{viewed this ""Rainforests What's the Fuss" exhibition? If not
May I encourage you to do so before it leaves New South Wales at the
end of February, 1987.

I also wish to request that you seek support within the National Parks
and Wildlife Service for the acquisition and display of scme quality
rainforest environmental education materials, like the "Rainforest What's
the Fuss" -exhibition, for use on the North Coast, so as to pramote the
international significance of the New South Wales World Heritage Rain-
forests.

The options to achieve this goal of rapidly re-educating the public of
the North Coast may include:-

1. appealing for the retention in NSW of the Royal Botanical Gardens
exhibition "Rainforests: What's the Fuss" and underwriting lost
revenue to the Royal Botanic Gardens Committee.

2. waiting until after the final display of the exhibition (late '87)
in Western Australia and 'rejuvenating' the exhibition so it may
be used again in NSW.

3. Allow the exhibit to tour to other states, but inspect the exhibition
and its photographic record at installation now before it leaves
NSW with a view to acquiring rights to major components of the text
(ete) and prepare an improved updated NPSWS version as soon as possible.
This could include NPEWS components such as the Mt. Warning (or other)
3D map model, NPWS posters, photos and publications.

From our point of view Option -3. seems the best alternative given the urgent
need for sympathetic adjacent land use and planning decisions. Presumably
such a super exhibit' would be a major drawcard and if taken on a circuit
tour of major North Coast regional centres, woyld generate considerable
interest and probably revenue. Such a c;rcu1t. our would also enable local
areas to identify and promote nearby local rainforests and explain their
detail in the context of the broad Rainforest picture. Such a circuit
would at least initially reach far more people than a static display in
one or two locations. It is our view that most of those who need to
recognize the threats to our rainforest would be unlikely or urwilling

to travel larger distances to see an exhibition. A circuit tour could
break down that gulf - the tyranny of distance, by "bringing the mounta’
to Mohammed '

A New South Wales World Heritage Rainforest display should have as an
additional component.a presentation which promotes the concept of a 'risk
managed buffer zone' surrounding the World Heritage Rainforests - explaining
the need for careful adjacent land use and management.

/3.
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Examples of threats such as uncontrolled burnoffs becoming wildfires,
weed invasion and colonization, wildlife displacement or distruction by
feral animals eg. cats, dogs etc and examples of productive compatible
land uses eg. woodlot, private forestry, walking tours and visitor
accommodation etc should be included.. (see attached newsclipping).

Naturally a mdjor exhibition such as proposed above could not tour
indefinmitely and would need,a permanent installation site after

completing the circuit at major regional centres. The Big Scrub Envir-
onment Centre notes ih the New South Wales/Commonwealth Rainforest '
Conservation package that $250,000 has been allocated to public information

- and interpretation at Sea Acres Port Macquarie. We therefore suggest that

the 'super exhibit' being an upgraded Royal Botanic Gardens display as
proposed, be prepared, toured for a pericd of months and installed at
Sea Acres as a permanent exhbit.

Since the conservation/environment organizatiorsof the North Coast are
an effective existing infra-structure already linked and networking
in major centres, should the NPEWS require assistance in installing or
staffing a touring exhibition, its likely that considerable help is
available through the membership of the North Coast Environment Council.
No doubt that the people who fought long and hard to save the now World
Heritage Rainforests would be very happy to promote the forests values and
importance and facilitate discussion and planning for compatible adjacent
land uses and management. Certainly our members at the Big Scrub
have many ideas which may be suitable in the preparation and/or presentation
of such an important exhibit.

p
Ross, I would be keen to hear your response, from Lismore office on this
proposal and would like to know if you can pursue this within the Service's
channels.

The Big Scrub will write to other at Northern Region and Head Office to
introduce this idea and to varicus interested M.P.'s to solicit their
support.

All the best for 1987.

For the land,

John R. Corkill, - | c :
Project Officer. e é?é -
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Re: World Heritage Rainforests Environmental Education

While in Sydney recently, merbers of the Centre had the opportamity to
visit the Royal Botanic Gardens exhibition "Rainforests: What's the
Fuss", on display at the Gardens shop. They were most impressed with this
exhibition in its detail and depth of information on Rainforests, their
evolution, ecology and their vulnerability in recent times, and in the

. standard of presentation.

The Big Scrub Environment Centre was .interested to organise an opportunity
for this valuable educational display .in Lismore, but on enquiring about
the exhibition's availability, the Botanic Gardens Committee has informed
us that the exhibition is booked ‘to travel to other Botanic Gardens in
Melbourne, Adelaide and Perth. We were further .informed that it is

unlikely that the exhibition will be in a sufficiently good condition

for further display after the current bookings have been campleted.

This situation is Samewhat disturbing fram our point of view. We believe
that while it is useful to educate people .in major capital cities about
rainforests, especially in states where there are few or as in South
Australia no remaining rainforests, this is not the highest priority for
education about rainforests. .

We believe that rainforest envirormental education .is much needed, probably
- most urgently needed in N.S.W.'.in regional centres adjacent to the now
World Heritage Rainforests, .{such as Murwillumbah, Lismore, Kyogle, Kempsey,
Grafton etc.) if these public reserves are to be protected for generations to
come.

It is our view that many local people do not have a full and .integrated
understanding 6f the values and importance of the local rainforests, and -
that many ‘local landholders adjacent or .in proximity to the rainforest
National Parks, still consider the rainforest a piece of "local -scrub” with .
many animal "pests".
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Similarly very few elected local government representatives, aldermen
and councillors, or their professional staff, clerks, engineers,
plamners etc. have the necessary appraisal of the values and importance
of their "local rainforest".

The Big Scrub Environment Centre believes that rainforest environmental
education on the North Coast is needed now to promote the required
perspective in local and regional environmental planning, and produce
the necessary,attitude shift to affect changes in land uses towards
sympathetic compatible land management practices.

Have you viewed this "Rainforests What's the Fuss" exhibition? If not
‘May I encourage you to do so before it leaves New South Wales at the
end of February, 1987. '

I also wish to request that you seek support within the National Parks
and Wildlife Service for the acquisition and display of some quality
rainforest environmental education materials, like the "Rainforest What's
the Fuss' -exhibition, for use on the North Coast, so as to pranote the
%nternational significance of the New South Wales World Heritage Rain-
orests. "

The options to achieve this goal of rapidly re-educating the public of
the North Coast may include:-

1. appealing for the retention in NSW of the Royal Botanical Gardens
exhibition "Rainforests: What's the Fuss'" and underwriting lost
revenue to the Royal Botanic Gardens Commnittee.

2. waiting until after the final display of the exhibition (late '87)
in Western Australia and 'rejuvenating' the exhibition so it may
be used again in NSW.

3. Allow the exhibit to tour to other states, but inspect the exhibition
and its photographic ~ record at installation now before it leaves
NSW with a view to acquiring rights to major components of the text
(etc) and prepare an improved updated NPEWS version as soon as possible.
This could include NPEWS components such as the Mt. Warning (or other)
3D map model, NPWS posters, photos and publications.

From our point of view Option -3. seems the best alternative given the urgent
need for sympathetic adjacent land use and planning decisions. Presumably
such a 'super exhibit' would be a major drawcard and if taken on a circuit
tour of major North Coast regional centres, would generate considerable
interest and probably revenue. Such a circuit tour would also enable local
areas to identify and promote nearby local rainforests and explain their
detail in the context of the broad Rainforest picture. Such a circuit
would at least initially reach far more people than a static display in
one or two locations. It is our view that most of those who need to
recognize the threats’ to our rainforest would be unlikely or unwilling

to travel larger distances to see an exhibition. A circuit tour could
break down that gulf - the tyranny of distance, by "bringing the mountain
to Mohammed ¢

A New South Wales World Heritage Rainforest display should have as an
addi.tional component.a presentation which promotes the concept of a 'risk
managed buffer;zone' surrounding the World Heritage Rainforests - explaining
the need for careful adjacent land use and management.

/3.



Goaded by National Mutual’s poaching of its top agents,
the AMP is retaliating with a $25 million raid to close the
gaping holes in its sales armory. But in this clash of the titans it
1s the small fry who will be hurt the most.

By Aaurice Mallick

he AMD Society has thrown'

down the gauntlet to National

Murtualinwhat witl be a desper-

ate bid o rewin s 137-year-old sales

dominance in the life insurance indastry
in 1987,

The giant tife oflice has signed up

Benson

and Darren Moses  in aprenlt-
recruiting deal said o be worth 25
milhion.. '

It 15 AMP's answer 10 National
Mutual’s  deal  with  entreprencur
Graeme  Holt, the boss o [lelm
Corp/Equity Lifce which has been
raiding AM1”s and other oflices” agents
to help National Mutual topple AMP
from its leadership position.

an

| it R A
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an ferguson

W did oo start this,” says David
Furiess, AMI's manager, siles oper-
ation. “But we are not going to stand by
and sce the assct of our sales force
croded.”

The battle ol the two giants in 1987 is
now likely to see their present combined
market share of 45 per cent increase o
perhaps 60 per cent, and along the way
causc a shakeout among the other 44 of -
lices, with perhaps 20 comnanics falling
by the wayside through sales crosion,
takcover, merger or withdrawal. Such a

. shakeout would be unprecedented in the

industry.

“Yes, it could happen at the expense
of oiher ofices,” <eys Furness. “But if
wiey are resvweeiul, tay will explore
ways to find business thauis there.”

The shakcout threat is the latest
move in the extraordinary power play
that started Jast May when six Victorian
AMDPD rebels, led by Don McQueen, de-
fected o Helm/LEguity, Flehin/Bguity
did a cross-marketing deal with Nation-
al Mutual to help it beat AMP.

Australian Business reported the full
story of the power play (Scptember 10,
1986). Then, the threat 10 AMP was
seen (o be in the future. But in a subsc-
quent issuc (November 5, 1986), we
broke the story of National Mutual’s
huge increase in new premium income
(sales), up 112 per cent from $430 mil-
lion in 1985 to $915 million in 1986 (its
books closed September 30), and its
takeover of UK operation Schroder
Financial Management Ltd.

In the second story, we predicted that
AMP’s new premium income in 1986
(its books close on December 31) could
be $1.1 billion. David Furness now con-
firms that the figure will be “in excess of
$1 billion™,

In the year to September 1986,
Natonrnal Murtual'e fre s G inenmie foe
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Lxamples ol threats such as uncontrolled burnol I5 becaning wildlives,
weed invasion and colonization, wildlife displacement or distruction by
feral animals eg. cats, dogs etc and examples of productive compatible
land uses eg. wcodlot, private forestry, walking tours and visitor
accomnodaticn ete should be included.. (see attached newsclipping).

Naturally a major exhibition such as proposed above could not tour
indefinitely and would need a permanent installation site alter

completing the circuit at major regional centres. The Big Scrub Invir-
onment Centre notes in the New South Wales/Comnmonwealth Rainforest
Conservation package that $250,000 has been allocated to public information
and interpretation at Sea Acres Port Macquarie. We thereflore suppgest that
the 'super exhibit' being an upgraded Royal Botanic Gardens display as
proposed, be prepared, toured for a period of months and installed at

Sea Acres as a permanent exibit.

Since the conservation/environment organizatiors of the North Coast are

an effective existing infra-structure already linked and networking

" in major centres, should the NPEWS require assistance in installing or
staffing a touring exhibition, its likely that considerable help is
available through the membership of the North Coast Environment Council.
No doubt that the people who fought long and hard to save the now World
Heritage Rainforests would be very happy to promote the forests values and
importance and facilitate discussion and planning for compatible adjacent
land uses and management. Certainly our memnbers at the Big Scrub

have many ideas which may be suitable in the preparatlon and/or presentation
of such an important exhlblt

For the land,

, John R Corklll,
gJect Offlcer
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Dear Sir, ) :
Re: World Heritage Rainforests Envirommental Educaticon.

We are writing to ask for your support for a proposal for the production
of an exhibition on New South Wales World Heritage Rainforests to tour
major New South Wales country centres adjacent to Rainforest areas.

This tour could encompass many.areas currently miced by major
environmental education campaigns before being installed as a permanent
display at Sea Acres near Port Macquarie.

The aim of the exhibition would be to educate the public, particularly
landholders adjacent to Rainforests, National Parks and Nature Reserves

and local authorities about the special characteristics and values of

World Heritage Rainforests. Such an educational activity, it is hoped,

would encourage campatible land uses and management practices and approprdate
planning and decision making, so0 as to ensure long term protection of

these global treasures, over many generations to come. .

It is our fear, despite the World Heritage Listing, that ill-informed land-
holders and local government authorities will ‘continue to operate in ways
that pose medium and longer term dangers to these reserves. Weed invasion,
damestic .and feral animal intrusion, uncontrolled burn-offs, visitor and
residential population pressures, and the inappropriate use of chemicals

all present possible threats.

These,local scraps of scrub' are now recognised by the World Heritage
Listing as being of international significance and requiring internaticnal
standards of management and protection. Surely the -local people who are
closest to them and the local councils who are respons:ble for planning

in the surrounding areas should be informed as to "thr Ra:.nforests' great
importance and vulnerability. ‘

S /2.
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We believe a Naticnal Parks and Wildlife Service touring exhibition

along the lines of the Royal Botanic Gardens exhibition "Rainforests: What's
the Fuss" is the means-of presenting this important information in an
attractive presentation.

We wish to request that you support this proposal by writing to the
National Parks and Wildlife Service and their Minister Mr. Bob Carr enc-
ouraging the launch of such an exhibition.

We further request that at the appropriate time, you pramote the idea
of the exhibition to all the staff employed through. your portfolio in
regional centres, and encourage them to attend and view the presentation.

Thank you for your interest, it is gréatly appreciated and we would be
pleased to hear of any additional comments you may have on the proposal,

copies of your representations on this matter and the responses they
elicit to the Centre at the above address.

All the best for the New Year,

For the Land,

John Corkill,
Project Officer.
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We believe a Naticnal Parks and Wildlife Sexvice touring exhibition along
the lines of the Royal Botanical Gardens exhibition "Rainforests: What!&:the
Fuss" is the means of presenting this important information in an attracta.ve
presentation.

Mr. Carr we wish to ask that you support this proporal by requesting N.P.W.S.
to advise;

- what rainforest envirommental education activities they have or intend to
undertake, and

- whether there is an acceptance of a need to pramote World Heritage Rainforest

values in order to encourage campatible adjacent land use pract:.ces and manage-
ment.

All the best for the New Year,

For the Land,

JOHN CORKILL,
PROJECT OFFICER
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13th January,1987.

Dear Friend,
Re: World Heritage Rainforests Environmental Education

I am writing to seek your support for a: tourlng Rainforest environmental
education display as proposed to National Parks & Wildlife Service
in the attached letter.

Such a display, as you will no doubt realise, is long overdue and
is likely to be a powerful tool for re-educating the community about
this important conservation and environment issue.

As you will note from the attached press clipping, The Big Scrub
Environment Centre and the North Coast Environment Council do not believe
that we can now take the protection of these reserved Rainforests,
National Parks and Nature Reserves for granted. If we want these forests
safeguarded for all time, then the public and the government agencies
must re-evaluate their previous positions and change their activities
accordingly. Education is a powerful means to achieve this.

Whilst the attached latter and the exhibition proposal focusses heavily
on the already 'saved' rainforests, those listed as World Heritage

and held within National Parks and Nature Reseries - this education
campaign via an exhibition must raise the publics' and govermments
awareness that there are still many important rainforest areas which are
as yet unprotected.
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Your organizations role in supporting this ihitiative may be possible in
several ways or at a single level. Please consider:-

1. writing to local, regional and head office of NPWS supporting a
touring rainforest envirommental education exhibition.

2. writiﬁg/ibbbying politicians, Unsworth, Carr, Crosio, Hallam and
your local M.P. to support the exhibition. ) o

e

3. indicating in your letters that your members have ideas, info and
energy to contribute towards a complimentary local display explaining
nearby rainforests in the context of the broader rainforest picture
as presented by a touring exhibition.

%. volunteering as an organisation or as indivi
. _ vidual members to hel
install and/or staff the exhibition when it comes to your area. 7

5. suggesting ways at promoting thé exhibiti i
_ ) 1on in your area (eg., FM
radio shows? locatlons.for posters, other interested groupsgetc)
S0 that maximm attention and contact can be achieved.

Thank you for your efforts to date - if you are able to do any (or all)

of the above, or if you have some additional suggestions or comments

please write and let me know, I would i
on this ides. ’ very much appreciate same feedback

For the land,

J.R. Corkill,
Project Officer.

Encl.




We believe a National Parks and Wildlife Service touring exhibition

along the lines of the Royal Botanic Gardens exhibition "Rainforests: What's
the Fuss" is the means of presenting this important information in an
"attractive presentation.

We wish to request that you support this proposal by writing to the
National Parks and Wildlife Service and their Minister Mr. Bob Carr enc-
7 D ouraging the launch of such an exhibition.

We further request that at the appropriate time, you prcamote the J.dea
." of the exhibition to all the staff employed through. your portfolio in
regional centres, and encourage them to attend and view the presentation.

Thank you for your interest, it is greatly appreciated and we would be
pleased to hear of any additional comments you may have on the proposal,

copies of your representations on this matter and the responses they
elicit to the Centre at the above address.

All the bést for the New Year,

For the Land,

John Corkill,
Project Officer.
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New South Wales Government @2z

" : - . i n - -
National Parks and Wildlife Serviceg&s
: . ' . 189-193 Kent Street /
Mr. John Corkhill Sydney
The Big Scrub Environment Centre P.O. Box N189, Grosvenor
88A Keen Street Street, Sydney, N.S.W. 2000
LISMORE, NSW 2480 : T apawi, Sydney
Qur relerence: CJP:hw
Your relerence;
Telephone: 500
Extension: 62&55
9th December 1986
Dear John

I refer to your letter of Dec. 5 re NSW Rainforest World
Heritage Nomination.

As I explained previously the Director was not willing to
release copies of the nomination until official publication.
However, copies were made available at various centres in the
Lismore area. That decision was made personally by John
Whitehouse.

The reason for the subsequent delays is that all the
scientific appendices had to be rewritten and updated. The
information is now being collated.

I can assure you the publication is not a glossy for the
general public. The frustration in not having the information
available is felt within this organisation as much as by
yourself. Nonetheless having the most up to date scientific
data available will be a valuable resource and is worth waiting
for.

At this stage our publication date is March 1987. The Big
Scrub Centre will receive a copy as soon as the document is
available.

Yours sincerely

DR. C. PETTI W
‘Heaﬁ/of‘lnt rmation Services
—

e




Premier of New South Wales
Australia

18 FEB 1987

Dear Mr. Corkill,

I refer to your letter of 13 January on behalf
of the Big Scrub Environment Centre concerning a proposal
for environmental education in relation to the State's
World Heritage rainforests. '

The Centre's views have been noted with interest
and I have been pleased to take the matter up with the
Minister for Planning and Environment.

No doubt you will hear direct from the Minister
in the near future.

Yours sincerely,

ctand

Premier.

Mr. J. Corkill,

Project Officer,

The Big Scrub Environment Centre;
884 Keen Street,

LISMORE. 2480

8th floor, State Office Block, Macquarie Street, Sydney 2000. Telephone: {02) 20576, Telex: AA121269, Telegraphic Address: MANIPRETE



NEW SOUTH WALES
MINISTER FOR PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT

Mr. John Corkill

Project Officer

The Big Scrub Environment
Centre

B8A Keen Street,

LISMORE. 2480

8- MAR 1987

bear Mr. Corkill,

Thank you for your letter of 13 January 1987 to myself, the
Premier, Mrs. Crosio and various officers of the National
Parks and Wildlife Service, concerning the Rainforest
Exhibition proposal.

The exhibition staged by the Royal Botanic Gardens was
committed on loan to other Botanical Gardens in Australia
late in 1986. It was not for sale and it is not a travelling
exhibition. The design of the exhibit makes it unsuitable
for the purpose you suggest. Also the content of the exhibit
was aimed at a tertiary educated informed audience, not I
suggest the audience you have proposed.

The National Parks and Wildlife Service is currently
completing the fitting out of 2 small travelling exhibitions
which will be available for community display at shopping
centres, local shows etc. It is proposed that these will
fulfil the role you suggest.

The Service has three major programs already underway funded
by the National Rainforest Program. A rainforest education
centre is to be established at Port Macquarie and materials
developed through the centre will be distributed widely. Also
the Service is working closely with the Education Department
to develop rainforest programs through Field Studies Centres.

Thank you for your suggestions, they have been considered and
I thank you for your continued support.

Yours sincerely,

/Z«/%ﬂ

BOB CARR
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NEW SOUTH WALES
MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT 37th Floor
MINISTER FOR WATER RESOURCES Legal and General House

8-18 Bent Street
Sydney, N.S5.W. 2000
Telephone: 221 3244

29 JAN 1987

0769F

Mr. J. Corkill,

Project Officer,

The Biqg Scrub Environment
Centre,

88A Keen Street,

LISMORE. N.S.W. 2480 94

Dear Mr. Corkill,.

1 am writing to acknowledge receipt of your recent
letter concerning a proposal for the production of an
exhibition on New South Wales World Heritage Rainforests.

Your comments have been carefully noted and I have
rassed your correspondence on to my colleague, the Hon. R.J.
Carr, M.P., Minister for Planning and Environment and Minister
for Heritage, for his information.

Ministe¢r _
and Ministler for Water Resources




Minister for Agriculture, Lands and Forests N
New South Wales

3n MAR 1987

Mr. John Corkill,

Project Officer,

The Big Scrub Envirorment Centre,
88A Keen Street,

LISMORE. N.5.W. 2480

Dear Mr. Corkill,

Thank you for your letter of 13th January, 1987 which proposed the
establishment of a touring exhibition featuring New South Wales World
Heritage Rainforests. '

I full support any moves to educate the public to the value of rain-
forests and to help ensure their protection by appropriate management
of adjoining lands.

Because of its past and present responsibilities the Forestry Commission
of New South Wales has a long-standing experience in the management of
rainforest areas and would be pleased to provide relevant information
as required.

Y#urs sincerely,

McKell Buitding Rawson Place Sydney 2000 /

Tel: (02) 217 5400



New South Wales Government

National Parks and Wildlife Service

_ LISMORE DISTRICT

Suite 9
Big Scrub Environment Centre Colonial Arcade
Main Street
88A Keen Street P.Q. Box 91

Alstonville, N.SW. 2477

Our reference: A/0112
13.1.87

{TSMORE 2480

" Your reference;

Telephone: 28 1177
STD: 066

Re. UWorld Heritage Rainforest Environmental Education

ATTENTION: Mr John Corkill

Dear John;

Reference is made to your letter in respect{jof the rainforest
exhibition currently on display at the Royal Botanical Gardens shop.

I agres with you that when next in Sydney I shall endeavour to
visit this much talked about display.

As to the projected movement of the display, I also agree that the
best advantage would be gained in thaving this display located on &he
North Coast rather then interstate. I have discussed this with our
head of Information Service's in Head Office, who is also in receipt
of your letter, in hopes of obtaining the display for North Coast
viewing. '

When I hear of the outcome of Head Office discussions I will contact
you further.

Yours faithfully

H R McKinney
FOR DIRECTOR

29.1.87.
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The recently released Big Scrub Remnants Conservation Strategy
Discussion Paper is an appalling document which does not address
many of the most important factors influencing the conservation of
these remnants. . ’

This document, contracted to Planners North, and sub-contracted
to the Northern Rivers College of Advanced Education Centre for
Coastal Management has been attempted by persons with no expertise
in rainforest biology.

As such, The Big Scrub Environment Centre wishes to make the
following critisisms and suggestions:

*that "~ public input is required into the next stages of the
preparation of a Conservation Strategy and a Plan of Management

*that the National Parks and Wildlife Service use its own highly
skilled and qualified staff to prepare documents such as this, and
do not contract out to consultants not appropriately skilled.

*that a member of the . Lismore Distriet Advisory Committee
with appropriate expertise in the field of management of
rainforest reserves be represented on the Steering Committee,
which, at this stage, has no experts in this field.

*that a tender should not be accepted purely because it is the
lowest - factors such as appropriate expertise should be a major
factor in selecting a tender. The consultants involved in this
document, Planners North, have no expertise in this field. It is

therefore recommended that consultants with appropriate experience
be engaged to draft the document. .

We understand that the National Parks and Wildlife Service is not
satisfied with the standard of the document released and has
directed Planners North to redraft the paper. With this factor in
mind, we therefore recommend that the services of Planners North
should be discontinued and the contract readvertised.

Specific critisisms of the Discussion Paper are as follows:

*prioritising conservation value of remnants where all remnants
should be given equal conservation status

*no specific references to mammals and reptiles as specified in
brief

*existing published and unpublished papers were not used in the
document.

*scant regard to the vegetation associations - assumptions of

conservation priority and status were made entirely on species
diversity



*no reference to regional biogeographical influences

*major conflicting objectives in remnant status e.g. Boatharbour

Nature reserve is designated a prime conservation site and a major
tourist attraction

*overly strong emphasis on +tourism in +the remnants which would
seriously compromise their long-term viability

*no detailed analysis of threats to the remnants

*a significant amount of the basic methodology used in the paper

was incorrect, resulting in an incorrect conservation priority and
status

*over-emphasis on computer models based on inadequate data -

*Terms of Reference were far too narrowly interpreted resulting in-
glaring inadequacies in the paper, including the omission ' ‘of
important remnants ’

*no identification of the importance - of peripheral landuse to the
conservation of the remnants as specified in the brief

*no identification of existing controls on 1landuse (e.g. soil
conservation restrictions, water catchment protection etc)

Many other critisisms of this paper have been brought to our

attention by concerned professicnals highly skilled and

experienced in this field. It is due to this concern and outrage

at the grose inadequacies of the paper that we call for the
re-tendering of the contract.

It is of the utmost importance to ensure the conservation of the
Big Scrub Remnants that a Plan of Management of the highest’
quality is completed.

(Big Scrub Environment Centre, 28 Nov, 1987)



‘Mr Geoff Martin,

Regicnal Manager,

Northern Region,

National Parks and Wildlife Service,
49 Victoria Street,

Grafton. 2460.

THE BIG SCRUB
ENVIRONMENT
CENTRE

INC.
88A Keen Street, Lismore 2480.
Phone (066) 21 3278

3ISC Jamuary, 1990.

Dear Mr Martin,

Re: N.R.C.P. Plan of Management for Big Scrub Remnants

Under the National Rainforest Conservation Program 19887
Schedule, a Project to prepare a Plan of Management for the
Big Scrub Remnants was funded.

As you are aware The Big Scrub Environment Centre Inc. is
acutely interested in this project and is keen to see the
product of 18 months work and $

Will you please advise The Centre as to the status of this

draft Plan and its likely date of completion?

Further, The Centre is keen to have an opportunity to comment
on the draft Plan, before it is finalised, which would extend
beyond the limited discussions which occurred at the public
seminars held in the very early stages of the project.

To this end we formally request that before the document is
finalised and sent to the Minister for signature, it is
placed on exhibition anhd public comments received and
considered. '

While The Centre is aware that there 1is no formal legal
requirement under the Act for the NPWS to exhibit the draft
Plan, we are sure that you will agree that The Big Scrub
areas are of considerable public-interest. Consequently The
Centre believes that this public interest deserves to be

accommodated by public exhibition of the draft Plan. - ﬂ

A

U
In addition, may I request that in your reply you advise Th’;;g:
Centre of whether the draft Plan includes privately owned Big
Scrub remnants and proposed strategies for their managementﬁ

as was envisaged, we understand, in the original pro;ectg
brief.
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If the, draft Plan of Management omits these areas will you
please advise why they were omitted and how the Service

foresees these important privately owned rainforest remnants

being managed if not under guidelines consistent with a
formal Plan of Management.

Finally, I wish to advise of grave concerns which The Big
Scrub Environment Centre Inc has regarding a foreshadowed
proposal to build a bridge structure across the Wilsons Creek
to provide access into the Boatharbour Nature Reserve.

The Centre does not accept that the Service can proceed with

this construction until, and unless, the Service has prepared
and exhibited a Environmental Impact Statement for this
proposed development as is required under Part V of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act,.1979.

We do not assert  this requirement lightly and strongly
recommend that you obtain good legal  advice, at once,

. regarding the Service's obligations to*®'fully consider. the
- environmental impacts of development. :

As you would be aware, members of The Centre are prepared to
seek an Injunction in the Land and Environment Court to
prevent NSW Government agencies (eg Forestry Commission) from
proceeding if any attempt is made to commence works before a
controversial matter is properly assessed. :

To put it plainly, we ask that you don't make an hasty
embarrassing mistake which will attract considerable media
attention and badly dent the Service reputation. :

In any event, even if a competent unbiased EIS (NOT done by |
Planners North!) approves a bridge construction, it is the
view of The Centre that .a formal Plan of Management ought to
be in place, including management strategies necessary to
cope with the concomitant influx of visitors, Dbefore
construction begins.

We would be pleased to receive your advice on these.crucial
matters at your earliest convenience.

Yours sincerely,
For the Land...

J.R. Corkill .
.for the Management Committee.



far Nwth Coast Bramch of

NATIONAL. PARKS ASSOCIATION

/

VNN NN MNNANANNNNNANNAANAANNANAN-
COMMENTS ©ON

B‘Cl SCQUB RA“\\FOREST QEMMAMTS

MRMCLEMENT DISCUSSION) PAPER,

@N‘JQM b, AN Gilvere ; £, ik,




|
|

|
; N &2
- ©
. 3 3 ,a = b o8
ol X §t9g
E 2% : -.11....
em@.w,m Y— S B89
2% o c »
L W ¢ g E
: =T=3iis
o
2 5E G

R

campaigns, jobs,
‘who has joined
which groups,
department or
government — all
in the one source.

policies, new

tenders, property
development

sales, new
projects, new

government
laws, new -

rezonings,

~ogdussqns moL jo mu:m} 8} jo pumje:s e 10} sAUp [Z UNfikm 0 Ajnou ‘epuaby WiLa paysuvs Lpayepdurod jou ere no4 J] :eojuerens) Moy

SSEE 099 (Z0) 1°L 600T MSN tuoulid 16T *°d 'Od
. ‘ssalg wm:.nw.m¢ 0} w0 uogduosang sty 1PN

epo) 180d

SSMPPY :wre)\] uonduosqng

155IYd VANIOV 101 SANO3HD TTV [

‘wogduosqns spuowr Z[ 210§ QT IS [ ] :sdno1b LORTAIISUOD 10} 8je1 Te1dadS H'N.

(NOLLIIYOSHENS SHLNOW 21).65T1$ [ ] Ho

§ (NOLLATEOSENS SHINOKW 9) 06$ [ ] HOJ INOIHOD ?Ju HOVYILLYI ®

"YANZOY ow pues aseald
‘ssiRIUsUIIONAUS PUE KI9dO[BASP ‘SI9HFPUI-UOISIOOP ‘sjusunueach uemensny jo YANIOY 21} UO S3BYm mown] 0} pasu 1

IWHOJI NOLLJIEOSHNS

SIS T8N




":‘

J ok

National Parks Association of N.S.W.
Far North Coast Branch,

c/- Mr. M. Kaveney,

100 Orana HRd.,

Ocean Shores. 2483.
Dear Sir,

Under the National Rainforest Conservation Program, the
Commonwealth Goverrnment had committed in June 1986 to providing $22.5 m for
rainforest conservation throughout Australia. Of this the following outlays
were scheduled for the Big Scrub:

1986/87  1987/88

$ $
2. Management plan - Big Scrub Remnants 30,000 30,000
3. Rehabilitation - Big Scrub Remnants 20,000 50,000
21. Outdoor interpretive panels, Victoria Park 30,000
(+ Werrikimbee National Park) )
25. Aguisition of private rainforest land 1,600,000 800,000

for inclusion in National Parks and
Reserves (all N.S.W.)

It. would appear that, of the N.S.W. funding, over 30% in 1986/87
ond over 50% in 1987/88 is allocated to visitor facilities and tourist ©
oriented expenditure. If this Discussion Paper is any example, much of the
planning and management expenditure will also be oriented towards human use
and we would wonder why the program has been entitled a ‘National Rainforest
Conservation Program’. How much of the allocations for management have been
spent to date for the Big Scrub remnants?

_ In October, 1987, a workshop was held at the N.R.C.A.E. to consider
a Discussion Paper for the Big Scrub Conservation Strategy. - :

The issues which were raised in discussion at this workshop and in
discussion elsewhere, give rise to serious concern that the management plan
that might be drawn up by the present consultants will be so poorly
researched and devised that remnants which have managed to survive so far
could be degraded or destroyed. Our concerns fall into a number of
categories.

~

l. The Consultancy Brief issued by the N.P.W.S.
2. The use of consultants and the allocaticon of fenders.
3. Shortcomings of the Discussion Paper
i)- The overall conceptual framework of the Discussion Paper.
i1} Invalid assumptions and inadequate methodologies.
1ii1) Omissions.
iv) Recommendations.
4. Conclusions

1. The Consultancy Brief issued by the N.P.W.S.

On what basis was ‘Big Scrub’ defined? On what basis were ‘major’
and ‘minor’ remnants divided?

There is some conflict in the Terms of Reference between the
preparation of a conservation strategy and the concept of management for
‘potential and appropriate use' of the remnants. The original allocation was
under the National Rainforest Conservation Program. A great deal of money is
already being spent on the health, welfare and recreation of people. It is
not appropriate that the NPWS which is the only statutory body in the State
with the primary function of protecting ecosystems also directs their
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relatively limited funding to this purpose. In addition, money has already
been allocated under the program for outdoor interpretive facilities at
Victoria Park. David Keith, a botanist with N.P.W.S., Sydney justifies the
accent on human use because ‘the Federal Government has devoted these funds
because people ‘have put pressure on them to do so’. This indicales a
misunderstanding of the enormous amount of time and effort so many people
have put into attempting to conserve and preserve remaining ecosystems and
their remnants.

The Discussion Paper did not come to grips with the area which was
to be covered by the Conservation Strategy. It is important to resolve the
question of whether the Strategy covers only Big Scrub remnants or whether it
should be extended to cover other rainforest remnants in the area. In fact,
information should have been presented in the paper on the conservational
‘value of different concepts of the ‘Big Scrub’ and the various alternataives
properly described and documented for discussion.

The North Coast N.P.A. feels that the remnonts should be considered
as an ecological whole within a regional perspective, which is how they are
considered by many of their resident flora and fauna, and not as disjunct
entities. With this view, the corridor's and linkages which presently exist
along creeks, rivers, along regenerating slopes, and even along road verges
gain a new perspective as a 'tremendous resource for maintenance of the
rainforest areas’ (Peter Stace, Dept. of Ag.). In considering the Big Scrub
i1t should also be borne in mind that it was always a mosaic of communities
with the rainforest being scattered amongst other vegetation types depending
on soil conditions.

2. The use of consultants and the allocation of tenders.

Was the contract issued at State or Federal level? On what basis
was it granted? The North Coast branch of N.P.A. is concerned about the
allocation of other rainforest conservation funds with this example in mind.

Why was the contract given to consultants who had no demonstrated
expertise in rainforest ecology or in management for conservation? The money
allocated should have heen used to employ people to plug the holes in the
data base and to identify overall and individual conservation threats and
challenges, under N.P.W.S. direction.

If N.P.W.8. were not to use their expertise, why was the contract
not then given to consultants who have suitable expertise in conservation
management and a knowledge of the Big Scrub remnants? The remnants are too
important to be left to consultants who have, in fact, demonstrated their
poor grasp of the ecology of the Big Scrub remnants and of management issues
and, unfortunately, of scientific research, in this Discussion Paper.

3. Shortcomings in the Discussion Paper.

The Discussion Paper failed to adequately address the Consultancy
Brief in that it:

¥ did not review relevant information concerning the natural and
cultural features of the "Big Scrub" as well as data relating
to the remnants existing and potential use. The bibliography
is pitiful, despite a ‘review of literature’ purportedly
carried out. Much more is available, both published and
unpublished, e.g. there are many references to birds in Big
Scrub remnants in the literature and information is also



available from a number of local experts.
¥ does not show evidence of consultation with land management
authorities and landowners. : ~

¥ does not evaluate the relevant.background information

¥ does not adequately identify management issues current and
foreseeahle in the near future.

L

did not provide a general statement as to their importance of
the Big Scrub remnants as small natural areas for .
agriculture and wildlife.

i) The overall conceptual framework of the Discussion Paper.

During the Workshop, Nan Nicholson made the following points which we
"feel should be emphasised .

. ¥ these areas are already being used by species other than
ourselves which gives them a value far beyond human use since we don’t need
these areas for our very survival

¥ these areas have an inherent right to exist without our feeling
a compulsion to benefit from them .

¥ the pressures on these areas are going to increase enormously in
‘the next few decades and they must not be expected to absorb an ever
increasing range of human uses or entrepreneurial expectations.

* any interference at all from now on is radical extremism and we

now must take a more moderate position and avoid damaging in any way what is
left.

¥ the Conservation Strategy should not be a blueprint to allocate
human use of the area.

John Bruce, the Regional forester for Coffs Harbour district noted
that:

¥ there are other rainforest areas which are accessible and large
enough to better absorb impact

¥ these tiny remnants could be easily trampled to death if hwnan
use is promoted. '

¥ tourists are at present interested in rainforest rather than in
the Big Scrub remnents and interest in the remnants should not be encouraged.

He pointed out that even the larger areas under Forestry Management
could be in an ‘overuse’ situation in the near future snd controls may need
to be considered. Hitchcock (1984) also points out that recreation is a land
use which conflicts with the conservation of small botanically important
rainforest remnants.

The North Coast N.P.A. feels that consideration of the fiscal value
of an area has no place in a conservation strategy and we are concerned by
the following attitude exhibited by the consultants.

t the remnants of the Big Scrub have been recognised at both
State and Local Governwent level as important elements within the fabric of



an overall tourism based economic strategy’.

To compound this, the section ‘Socio-Economic context’® contained
inaccurate and misleading statements.

‘economy-was dominated by traditional agricultural pursuits to the
detriment of diversified commercial and industrial development’ (our accent)

‘The "aura" of the subregion’s rainforest remnants is illustrated
in the array of tourist promotional literature ....°’ These do not refer to
the Big Scrub remnants but to the larger National Parks referred to by John
Bruce. '

This Discussion Paper fails to address the impact of the present
levels of recreational use on each of the remnants and completely fails to
identify the extent of potential planned or unplanned recreational use.

The Big Scrub remnants do not need money spent on setting up
government units whose roles relate ‘to the pursuit of the co—operative
management model’ (p58). This Discussion Paper demonstrates very clearly the
prroblems inherent in wasting money on theoretical models in the absence of
practical experience. :

ii) Inadequate methodologies and invalid assunptions.

Classification seems to have been undertaken for the purpose of
allocating ‘conservation’ status. Such an allocation is not in the brief
which specifically states that ‘conservation strategies should be devised for
all major and minor Big Scrub remnants’. In the end, the Primary and
Secondary status were largely allocated before any ‘asnalysis’ of ‘species
richness’ by whether they were 'true’ Big Scrub sites or not!

The consultants failed to recognize the inadeguacies of their
approach throughout and the high degree of subjectivity and Lias in the
metheds used. Mention was made at the Workshop that ‘published dJata from
recognized journals was used’ for the classification but the data used
(Floyd, 1981, Holmes, 1987) are not published.

Computer classification is used as an aid to delineating ecological
groups i1f the user does not know what they are and when there is too much
data for the calculations to be done by hand. However, this expertise was
available both within N.P.W.S. and from local consultants available to
N.P.W.S5. In this case the consultants stressed that they were taking an
‘objective approach’ thus failing to recognize the subjectivity inherent in
the purpose and assumptions underlying classification, in the data, and in
their selection of the classification method which is only one of many
methods.

It is usual to publish a data set, in swmarized form if it is very
large, when it is to be used for computer analysis. Diagrams alone are
meaningless. The cowputer analyses presented in this paper appear to have
been used as ‘window dressing’. They do not seem to provide useful
information

Diagrams are poorly drafted e.g. ‘Plans’ 3,4 which purport to show
size and distribution of major and minor remnants. Because no scale is

provided, no idea can be gained of the actual sizes involved.

a) Analysis of Site Diversity

Site chara&teristics were determined from Bureau of Meteorology,
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(1972) and Nicholls & Tucker (1956). This is not an adeyuate basis for the
determination of limiting factors .of each site. The analysis of site
diversity (pl6) is a waste of time and money for that number of sites x that
nunber of environmental parameters. Even if the consultants were themselves
ignorant, a hand method would have been more appropriate. The results are
not different tov what was already known by many people in the area.

b) Vegetation Representation and Diversity

Contrary to the statement (p20) that ‘the data is the result of an
extensive and coonsistent sampling method’, Floyd's records are derived from
one, rarely two tramsects, and Jenny Holmes’ records are derived from what
Glen Holmes referred to as a ‘boredom index’, i.e. they wandered through
until they weren’'t finding new species, generally for about half an hour.
This is an adaptation of a standard method for maximising the number of
species found, Lut it is pot intended to he used for comparison of different
sites. The Holmes' records were collected, not primarily as a list of plant
species, but as a ‘measure of the available resource to birds that was
presented by the Big Scrub’.

The transect method fails to take into account the patches even
within quite small remnents due to past disturbance or microsite
characteristica. These patches are more likely (but not systematically) to
have been picked up by the Holmes. The transect method may also be totally
inadequate where gradients are involved which is the case in many rainforest
situations.

Nowhere was it actually mentioned what ‘vegetation species’
covered. In fact, the Holmes’ report lists trees, shrubs, and vines only.
Conservation of tree and shrub species is not an adequate basis for
conservation of the Big Scrub remnants, most of the species occur elsewhere
in rainforest Parks. No weight was given to other attributes of species or
of their relationships, i.e. there was no recognition of associations,
variations in abundences, successional stages, mutualistic relationships,
species longevity, species dispersal characteristics, etc.

Even if presence/absence of some classes of plants is considered to
be an adeguate basis for conservation, there is no indication of whether
these species are present in enough numbers to remain regeneratively viable.
Throughout, the authors discuss ‘diversity’ when they mean only species
richness.

Floyd recognised two alliances (subtropical rainforest and dry
rainforest) and four suballiances (White Booyong, Black Bean, Pepperberry-
Blue Fig, Hoop Pine). People familiar with this area and with rainforest
plants readily recognize them. Floyd has noted the endangered state of the
Blue Fig suballiance.

Since the Big Scrub area was originally a mosaic with four
rainforest subassociations and a number of other vegetation types, it is not
meaningful, even if the data were more reliable, to compare each remmant with
an overall species list. Even so, the derived vegetation classification from
‘Plans’ 7,8,9 has very unclear separations (eg Plan 9 ‘small species poor’ -
and ‘poor species richness — small’) and confusing allocation of categories
(eg soils, cf. Plan 7, Plan 9).

Table 2 is very misleading. Although this is not made clear by the
consultants, Hayter’s Hill is actually two rainforest remnants of different
suballiances. Any two remnants together would show a higher species richness
than either one alone.



It is difficult to understend why weeds were included in a
classification of Big Scrub remnant vegetation (Plan 7). One should not need
the added expense of computer classification to know that 'some weed species
are less selective of soil type than the rainforest species’ (p 21). If this
was not already known through an understanding of weed attributes and
characteristics, local experts could have been consulted.

The inclusion of rainforest species as edge and exotics gives
little confidence in the species area curves. In any case, the methodology
and assumptions underlying the use of the species area curves are
questicnable, particularly the assumption that it is purely the number of
species which is to be preserved and that this will rely solely on area.
While there can be no doubt that large areas are more likely to be viable,
there is no assessment of the area needed for viability in this case. The use
of species area curves is not appropriate as a method of estimating the area
required to ‘preserve B0% of the species’. The Conservation Strategy should
aim at conserving 100% of species. The loss of 20% of species would he an
ecological disaster.

It is of serious concern that the authors focus solely on plant
species richness with no consideration of the faunal component or of
interactions and relationships between them or their effects on site
characteristics. Unless a more ecologically based approach is taken,
‘management’ could seriously affect the viability of remnants.

Without any information on abundance patterns and without
adequately defining such termns as ‘marked’ and ‘dominance’, one of the people
spesaking for the consultants at the workshop (Prof. R. Specht) clarified the
peculiar basis on which one of the Recommendations was made by actually
stating that a tendency for marked dominance would give species poer plant
and animal comnmunities and that cutting down areas to disturb them would need
to be considered in management plans't'!'! This attitude is of ¥reat concern.
We are dealing here with a community that exists not through eatastrophic
regeneration as occurs in certain heath communities but through microseral
regeneration because there is continual natural creation of small gaps
(Hopkins, 1981). We are dealing with very small remnants sand with
communities in which ‘dominance’ is more likely to occur during colenisation
after disturbance than at eny later stage.

c) Avifauna Representation and Diversity

The birds were again subjectively classified by computer using the
invalid assumption that only those species deemed ‘true dependents’ were of
concern. In fact, A. Gilmore notes that the Biyg Scrub remnants are used by
birds of the high altitude rainforests for migration and overwintering
purposes. We feel it is totally inadeguate not to address this issue in a
conservation strategy.

‘Clearly, rain forest bird comaunities are far from static and it
would be wrong to assess their conservational needs until these migratory
patterns are better understood’ (Broadbent & Clark, 1977)

‘Bven in such a small group of birds of one habitat {(pigeons) there
is a wide variety of reactions to habitat disturbance. This underlines the
need for considerable research on wildlife before appropriate management
plans for reserves, or for the bLird's populations can be formulated with
confidence’. (Frith, 1977)

A large amount of data does exist, although unpublished e.g.
Victoria Park and Davis Scrub have been studied as bird-banding sites for the
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past 10 years and data would be available either from the bander (T.H.Alley)
or through the Assoc. of Australian Birdbander, or National Parks (Federal).
Bird banding has also been carried out in Brockley by Bill Davis under the
official schemne.

The idea of nominating a handful of sites for preservation is
ecologically absurd as :

¥ this would preserve only a small subset of the populations:

¥ All remnants are 1nterdependent blrd habitat, along w1th
corridors and regrowth forests ;

¥ There is a seasonal interdependence between all lowland
remnants and higher elevation reinforests through the movements

of altitudinal migrants.

d) Physical Limitations'

Previous researchers indicate that continuity of the rainforest is
related largely to so0il conditions end nutrient status and not to rainfall
and evaporation in this region (Webb, 1963). If the consultants had evidence
to back up their conjecture, it should have been referenced.

The physical limitation to rainforest growth through water stress
was predicted to be a major threat because of the climatic change presently
in train. However, it should be borne in mind that predicted conditions are
similar to those which existed about 6 kya.

During discussion, R.Specht stated that they had predicted
conditions here to be increasingly dry because the increasing temperatures
would mean a latitudinal shift of rainfall patterns southwards. While there
is evidence that the region should experience greater contrast between summer
and winter rainfall and an increase in cyclonic events as is presently the
climatic norm further north, it is pnot true to say, as R.Specht has done,
that because we will be getting temperatures similar to those now experienced
by Rockhampton, we will be getting similar amounts of rainfall. A large
component of our precipitation is orographic. However, it was apparently on
these assumptions that this section was based.

The water available to the vegetation ‘can be measured Ly a simple
calculation’ if and only if, the components of that equation are known for
each remnant.

The terms used in the discussion of Moisture Index are incorrect.

Eo = Evaporation from a lake surface
Et = Potential evaporation
Ep = Pan evaporation

Many researchers have recognised the inadequacies of predicting
water budgets from simplistic equations coupled with no actual data.

‘Using the annual averages of 30 year data, with a kraznozem peak
at each site, rainfall being the only input and no physical losses, the water
halance equation may be calculated’ (Planners North, p35). This is nonsense.

The consultants should reference the source of such questionable
information as ‘given that chocolate 50115, which have a much lower soil
water storage capacity than kraznozem... » "if the soil holds less water (the
example here being a podzol)’. It should also be noted that, contrary to the
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beliefs of the consultants, soils on the flats at Lismore are alluvial clays,
although the surrounding hill slopes have chocolate soils. Both the
hillslopes and the flats do carry remnant rainforest vegetation.

Since the results predicted from their equations are demonstrably
untrue, this again demonstrates the problem of using consultants who are not
acquainted with the area. Consultants should never be used who draw firm
conclusions from baseless assumptions.

e) Exotics and Edge Effects

Many people who know the rainforest remnants recognize that the
single most dangerous threat at present is the invasion by exotic weeds.
There is quite a hody of knowledge locally available on the management of
small rainforest remnants, regenerative techniques, and gap management. Floyd
(1984) describes management of small rainforest areas with particular )
reference to weed control. Money should not be allocated to research these
areas solely because ‘consultants are employed who are not themselves aware of
available resources snd management techniques. Any monies available for this
area should erploy people who already know how to get on with the Job.,

Although the list of edge and exotic species was not included in the
Discussion Paper, the list was subsequently obtained. In the discussion
paper, weeds were discussed very generally, the number of specles beinyg the
chief consideration. In addition, species which were regarded as ‘edge’
species by the.consultants were included. However, the ‘edge species’
contain many species which are not early colonisers. A scientific approach
would have appreciated the dynamics of rainforests subject to different
disturbance regimes, e.g. the successional turnover in species composition
and structure as expounded by Mike Hopkins (1975, 1978, 1981).

It is not meaningful to lump all weeds together. They are not all
of equal threat. In addition, contrary to the consultants’ belief, some
species can infest an 'intact’ canopy, e.g. Asparagus sp., Commclina spp.
Infestation of remnants is not wholly dependant on the edge - canopy gaps or
disturbance of other kinds will increase weed infestation, e.g. Privet will
invade ‘inside’ the canopy especially around water courses.

Hypothetical assunptions are dangerous in the absence of empirical
research. While a 15m penetration may have been relevent to Lovejoy's
Amazonian fragmepts, this obviously differs for each of our remnants by the
height of each canopy, the curtaining of the edge by certain species, etc.

‘The seed bank under a rainforest canopy 1is very low’. Where is the
evidence for this? Local experience shows that this is not true of our
rainforests. The seedbank availsble and its digpersal characteristics also
depends on both the flora and fauna using the remnant and contiguocus
communities.

For the discussion, the following should have been identified and
presented:
' the major weed threats .
weed sources and dispersal characteristics
the condition- of each remnant.
regeneration potential (cost/time)
shape of the remnant with regard to infestation
likely propogule dispersal and germination characteristics
effects of surrounding land use on weed infestation

WK WK R K KX



Liason should have been effected with people engaged in
regeneration work.

i1i}. Omissions, -

&) Management and Land use

There is no mention of management to date. A number of the remnants
have management plans in operation which have/had public input. (These are
notably not the ones under NPWS management). Some of the remnants in public
ownership are being actively regenerated by council or by volunteers. We
believe it is likely that many private landowners have been active in caring’
for remnants on their land. No information on the status of present
management or of surrounding land use policies was presented. There is no

~correlation or integration with other local plamning exercises such as the
Draft Environmental Plans for Ballina and Byron Bay.

Information which may be useful to lsndowners includes

¥ Aspects of reafforestation with local rainforest species

¥ BSite suitability and preparation for reafforestation

¥ Rainforest regeneration techniques

¥ resource people/publications/government bodies for specific
resource informwation

Information which should bLe gained for -public ownership includes

¥ present status of use and its impacts. A number of the remnants
in public ownership already have high usage levels and show
significant signs of degradation from this.

¥ 1in those areas which will be unavoidably used for recreational
and educational purposes, what are the limits to usage growth
and what strategies can be devised to control and manage usage.

b) Ecology

The following biological aspect should Le assessed to aid
assessment of viability:

¥ The contribution to each comnunity of species from

the early colonisation stage
Secondary phase of succession
Mature phase.

the present status of regeneration within each remnant.

species which depend on mutualistic relationships for viability.

relative abundance/dominance for each remnant.

Specific threats to each remnant should be clearly identified

with some indication of the rate of advance of the threat.

It would be useful to determine the particular differences and

important characteristics of each remnant.

* It would have been valuable to have site characteristics and
land capabilities identified outside the present remnants to aid
conservation through the reestablishment of corridors.

¥ the value and effect of replanting within remnants - information
for each site.

* W K ¥

*

Fauna was very inadequately covered. The only wmention of fauna
other than avifauna is on p 43 where the three sites are marked as having
bats without further comnent and in the following unreferenced and
unsubstantiated statement:

'Rainforest‘dependent mamnals and reptiles appear to be rare in the
remnants, and certainly no appropriate data exists for this study. The
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consequences of their loss is little understood’. If consultants are to be
employed, they should have the appropriate expertise.

iv) Recommendations.

The North Coast branch of the N.P.A 1is totally opposed to the
following recommendations of this Discussion Paper.

¥ Division of remnants into

— Primary Conservation Sites

— Secondary Conservation Sites

— General Remnant Sites

—- Designated Tourist and Educational Sites (pp 58, 59)

These 'divisions were in any case arbitrarily allocated. It is of

paramount concern that sites have Leen allocated status at all, let alone
apparently on the basis of whether they are ‘true’ Big Scrub sites or not.

% During the warkshop discussion Ms. A.Specht stated that she ‘didn’t
assume that conservation of all sites was possible’ i.e. she assumed that it
wasn’t possible, yet adequate information on conservation status and
viability was not presented for any site.

* ‘entrepreneurial use of general remnant sites ought to be )
encouraged subject to the preparation of satisfactory management plans.
Furthermore, the Natior=1 Parks and Wildlife Service should give serious
consideration to supporting the construction of tourist infrastructure in
close proximity to designated tourist and eductional sites’. {(pp59,61). The
consultants appear completely unable to grasp the fragility of these remants.
As a further example, Boatharbour has conflicting usages as a prime tourism
site amd as a prime conservation site.

* ‘The community (both resident and tourist) should enjoy reasonable
access to the remnants for scientific, historical, educational and
recreational purposes. It is Governments’ proper role to facilitate such
access’. The National Parks and Wildlife Act actually requires that priority
be given to protecting ecosystems, particularly since the N.P.W.S. sites are
Nature Reserves and primarily aimed at species conservation. No assessment
of the impact of present usage on these remmants, or of the effects of
recreational use in general is evidenced in the Discussion Paper.

* ‘removing and controlling weeds, ensuring that the edge of the
remnant is sharp’ (pG2)

X ‘maintaining species diversity, by ensuring gaps occur, and the

remnants are not overprotected’. t!!!! We have discussed the dangers of
this belief and the natural occurrence of gaps earlier.

4. Conclusions

We hope'that a Conservation Strategy for particular rainforest
rempnants would contain sufficient information on the techniques and resources
available for management of such areas in general as well as containing site
specific management requirements. This Discussion Paper does not form the
basis for either.

While it is not necessary to go into the mechanics of management, a
Conservation Strategy should clearly spell out the end that is to be achieved
and the priority of action for each remnant as well as give some guidance as
to desirable means. °
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Because the Discussion Paper which was presented by Stephen Connelly
of ‘Plavner’s North, in conjunction with Ms Alison Specht et. al. of the
N.R.C.A.E’s Centre for Coastal Management, is totally inadequate, the North
Coast Branch of the N.P.A. bLelieves that the employment of these Consultants
should be terminated. We are extremely concerned that, instead of insisting
on high standards in - the formulation of the Strategy, the N.S.W. N.P.W.S.
might modify the Brief to suit the Consultants. Since the conservation
management of the Big Scrub remnants has not yet Leen adequately discussed,
there must be further public input to the formulation of the Conservation

Strategy, and of the Management Plans for the three Nature Reserves, Victoria
Park, Davis Scrub, and Broken Head.
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. Do e T Lorna | Harﬁer
Lo ~ "Sea- Acres, - _ o
"'-.:“_Q ST e PaC1f1c Drive, . * T s T
' -7 7 PORT HACQUARIE. N'S W, 22407 i
- = .. 21st August, ‘1989 . B

Dear Sir.sNadam, - R : - L

Toam uriting to you concerning uhat I consider a dqnve
or tae N.S.W. National Parks and Wildlife Serv;ce With oo
proiection of our environment. . : o -

My bhusbhand and ! managed 3Seéa. Acres Wildlife Refuge for 10

A% & private :peration During this time, based on years

cizcuszionz and studying our environment in conjunction witi

Nationai Parke and wlau.lxe Service, we came to the mu-

canciunzion  that the - only real Protection of VEeEry :

SECQUrCES such ag Sea Acres rainfore=st, .would be _if" )
piaced under the compiets control ~of the Nat:ional

Wiialifie Zervice, and on thiz basig we sacrificed our

UIith n0 compantation fYronm the Netiunal Parkz and ¥ildi:iie '
- =0 achieve thiz end. ' ' .

T obittar disappointment, due to  inferior thinking Ly ™
"2 bepsrtment and the Director of the National .Farkz @ wr.
¥hiteh S € usé of  taxpayerz' money borh
ai o oand Yinance this Centre, it haz .
decide bie resource back to v
°rise, and against the advice, =« -
ATy, el 3 = is in effect u3ing  tauTavar o
T e provide a privaze SHLErpriss Qoperaticn.

f borieve zhat very unhsalthy precedents

Wil Will rezinit in x ferious ithreat to

: it i a mazier <onservat:ion grouy

Sf a letzer zent +o U z
ment 2701282, whirh
Fo TEGUIre any :
InpTly zame -
Yuurs faithfully, -




cres w.idtlife-
..coneeruuhgqﬁ
rust, anm ey
D year's g e by g
¢ the 'N&ho.qq‘
| the puvry vsC .
:prioject e heew
¥ ‘E bellpve COW\Mﬁ

" cost wsouv,
This wwe hgd-
ALt bty

-rpll’

1nq1ud1ng_

e Baait
o SEE

3 iaﬂﬂll-q
- L BE v our n
-+l valuable! raznforests. Because of “the’ abcve ﬁ”must be obivipUt by
~anyone that Af this Centre "is - operated - by. private entieprice
other, thanj ourselves,-Eme‘;are”{paw{y an Bt reini 0 leg
: : -.I' that $r»foqﬁﬂ“

: r‘esear‘chsecl duving
“aur management by ourselves, the Nat1cnal,ParPs anc ol ife
““Service plus public.debate and the conclusions rear“ﬁd Fogi k.
, e -the only safeguard for .this.area.was. -that. it be oper&kd LV

Wil - the Nat10na1 Parls and Nlldllfe SerV1ce.




.

.

ine Narure Heserve status  wouio not have been achieved .
w1 Ehaut our rLrEFt neaotnatlons with the Minister of 4Lands

£E e Lants Uepartdent had  refused  the Nature -Reserve
CrEDOss.  and wollld npt hand overs the land: This decision
. TiRm o CQuZebted by the  Natlonal Parks .and Wildlife

Serwvirs., i . . . L .

-we received no comoensation for the loss  of ‘our businéss.
Th1s we accesteo proviging tne protection of this area was

arhlﬂve.. This gmal will not be achieved by leasing back -to
orivale saterorige. wWhat 1= broposed now <ould have been.
acthzevoe without ws losing! our business and leestyle.

We cblect strongly tn being told we can “stand in the queue
and plt un a large sum of money® which for obvious reasons
we now do net possess, i we wish to tender for this lease.

Woo et dewn bR demartment that  funded this rainforest
zoncent should  dnvestigate why thisg private enterprise
situation nnw owioghe. :

e abfect to t. mvowr money being used to disadvantage our

fariiv. ang WDll ®pect that immediate action should be
taken 4 -am ocws ol scesn MeEmbers of Pga rllament to ensure this
SEs Al manngn,

Ak Forkaee o hearing from vou on this matter.

“Yours faithfully,

A L

"on and Lorna Harmer.




