
raft L 	L EPon 
sho W1   today The draft Lismore Lo-

cal Environment Plan will 
go on public display to-
day at the council's plan-
ning department building 
in Magellan Street. 

Farmers, conservation-
ists, developers and resi-
dents have been urged to 
examine the draft LEP, 
which is significantly differ- 

ent to the original ôlan dis-
played three years ago. 

That plan attracted a lot 
of criticism from farmers  

for placing restrictions on 
land use. 

It was significantly re-
vised after many submis-
sions were made to the 
council and the handling 
down of the North Coast 
Regional Environment 
Plan. 

The council's executive 
manager, environmental 
and development services, 
Mr Phil Dcnniston, said re-
cently that farmers should 
examine the new plan and 
make submissions on as-
pects with which they did 
not agree. 

He told a group of maca-
damia growers in Lismore 
that farming could become 
a prescribed industry under 
the LEP, requiring farmers 
to obtain council permission 
to undertake some farming 
practices such as spraying. 

"If farmers do not take 

an interest in the LEP, then 
they do not have anyone to 
blame but themselves if 
something they do not 
agree with is passed," he 
said. 

Additional displays 
Mr Denniston said 

people who made submis-
sions to the council con-
cerning the first plan should 
check to see if they have 
been acted on. 

Copies of the plan also 
will be on display at the 
Lismore Central Shopping 
Centre and the Lismore 
Shopping Square until Sep-
tember 3. 

Any objections to the 
plan must be contained in 
written submissions to the 
council, also by September 
3, clearly stating the objec-
tions. 

These and the council's 
opinions on the submissions  

will be handed to the Min-
ister For Local Government 
and Planning, Mr David 
Hay. 

The plan creates a num-
ber of new zones and out-
lines the objeetivth of each 
zone. 

The new zones include 
two residential zones in-
stead of the existing six 
zones, a riverland zone, a 
prime horticultural zone, a 
residential flood liable zone, 
a forestry zone, water 
catchment zone and agri-
culture zone. 

Residential zonings 
The draft plan also car-

ries forward rezonings for 
residential and rural resi-
dential land contained in 
the council's LEP 22, ga-
zetted in April. 

it also brings forward re-
zoning proposals for some 
areas deferred from LEP 
22, which should meet resi-
dential and rural residential 
land needs for three to five 
years. 

The new draft LEP re-
places Interim Development 
Order 40, gazetted in 1980 
as an amalgamation of the 
old Terania and Gundur-
imba Shire planning poli-
cies with the then Lismore 
planning scheme. 

A planning consultant to 
the council, Mr David Ken-
aley, said that IDO 40 did 
not advance planning in 
Lismore beyond what was 
In the plans existing before 
amalgamation. 

He said those plans were 
conceived in the late lOSOs 
and early 1960s and were 
now very dated. 
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Council 'no' to 
interim tree 
protection bold 
At a Council meeting in July it was 
decided not to have any protection for 
the last remaining remnants of the Big 
Scrub rainforest, and this was against 
the recommendation of the Chief Town 
Planner, Mr Peter Reynders. 

Council resolved, without considering 
the full facts of the situation, to 
take no further action on the TPO for 
rural areas . This very short-sighted 
decision was a knee-jerk reaction to a 
valid planning proposal. 

The Big Scrub Environment Centre has - 

condemned Council for its ignorance of 
the facts and the lack of committment 
to preserving the last remnants of our 
rainforest heritage in the Council area 

The Council has over-reacted to the 
rural backlash alter the last draft 
LEP exhibition in 1987 by eliminating 
the 7(a) environmental protection zone 
and refusing to protect significant 
vegetation by creating a Tree 
Preservation Order (TPO). 

INADEQUATE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECT ION 

The Council has said it does not want 
to.control environmental protection by 
regulation, and has decided to have a 
'trust' agreement with landowners 
hoping they will honour the concept. 

This is not good enough. •There is 
unlikely to be any respect for 
environmental protection unless the 
Council clearly demonstrates its 
committmerit, by creating regulations 
that prohibit vandalism and 
penalises those who do not comply. 

So the pendulum has swung from one 
extreme to the other & it is critical 
that we tell Lismore Council the draft 
is totally unáatisfactory. 

a•ac SraJj.. 

Printed: 1.7thtOct 	Thfly A. Steed 
for the Big Scrub Environment Centre, 
88a Keen St, Lismore. Ph 066 213 278. 



PROPOSED 
ENVIRONMENTAL 
ZONING 
The 7(a) EnvirOnmental Protedtiofl Zone 
designed to protect all the major 
landscape features, prominent hill 
slopes and ridges, has been deleted. 

It also aimed to encourage the 
adoption of a responsible attitude to 
the clearing of land, and to minimise 
soil erosion & to prevent development 
in areas of geological hazards. 

Forestry does not require consent in 
the 7(b) River Lands Protection Zones 
and land clearing is now permitted, 
with the consent of Council in tha 
7(c) water Catchment Zones. 

In other words, conditions relating to 
the removal of vegetation in all rural 
areas has been deleted from the plan, 
as have the controls for the clearing 
of remnant forest. Soil erosion? Ha! 

Help Turn The Tide 
EXHIBITION PERIOD IS TOO SHORT 

The draft will only be exhibited for ,4 
weeks, and considering the importance 
of the LEP and the future implications 
of its contents, this period of 
exhibition is far too short. 

The exhibition of the draft LEP is 
designed to encourage maximum public 
participation and submission but 4 
weeks is insufficient to digest its 
contents and implications, and to 
formulate a thorough submission. 

HOW TO MAKE A 
S UBMIS SION 

Once the Lismore Council has publicly 
announced its intention to exhibit the 
draft LEP in the public notices 
section of the Northern Star, time is 
of the essence. The following steps 
will increase your effectiveness in 
making a submission. 

Write to Council requesting an 
extension of the exhibition period. 
Get your neighbours and friends 
involvecrright from the start. 

Examine the draft LEP and the 
zonings maps, and copy it so you can 
examine it in detail at your leisure 

What YOU Can Do 

It is essential that as soon as the 
draft LEP is exhibited that every 
resident of the Lismore City Council 
area immediately requests an extensio 
of the period for public submission. 

Considering the draft LEP is likely tc 
be on exhibition leading up to 
Christmas when many people are away 01 

busy, the exhibition period should at 
least be extended to the end of 
January 1990. 

At the same time concerned citizens 
should indicate to Council that they 
are dissatisfied with the lack of a 
rural TPO protecting significant 
vegetation and the removal of the 7(a 
environmental protection zone. 

PLEASE CONTRIBUTE TO SAVE THE 
ENVIRONMENT OF LISMORE CITY COUNCIL 

C, 

- 

C.  

What a breathtaking view! I wonder 
what we can replace it with?? 

Compare it to the previous draft 
LEP that was exhibited in 1986/87. 
Note any changes and inconsistencies. 
Compare it to the existing Byron Shix 
LEP which provides re.atively good 
environmental protection measures. 

check the accuracy of the zoning 
maps, especially the environmental 
protection zones and the "hatched" 
areas of "vegetatation management". 

Prepare your written submission 
that is accompanied by maps that show 
any changes you feel are needed - 

SEND YOUR SUBMISSIONS AND LETTERS TO: 

LISMORE CITY COUNCIL 
P.O. BOX 23A 
LISMORE 2480 
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Council 'no' to 
interim tree 
protection bold 
At a Council meeting in July it was 
decided not to have any protection for 
the last remaining remnants of the Big 
Scrub rainforest, and this was against 
the recommendation of the Chief Town 
Planner, Mr Peter Reynders. 

Council resolved, without considering 
the full facts of the situation to 
take no further action on the TPO for 
rural areas - This veryshort-sighted 
decision was a knee-jerk reaction to a 
valid planning proposal. 

The Big Scrub Environment Centre has 
condemned Council for its ignorance of 
the facts and the lack of committment 
to preserving the last remnants of our 
rainforest heritage in the Council area 

The Lismore City Council is preparing 
the draft Local Environnient Plan (LEF) 
for public exhibition in the next 
month or so, and this will be the 
definite planning document for all 
future development and environmental 
planning. 

The current draft appears to be the 
exact opposite of what the Centre 
would like to see put on public 
e'thibition. Why? 

The Council has over-reacted to the 
rural backlash after the last draft 
LEP exhibition in 1987 by eliminating 
the 7(a) environmental protection zone 
and refusing to protect significant 
vegetation by creating a Tree 
Preservation Order (TPO). 

INADEQUATEENVIRONMENTAj._PROTEQFI.QII 

The Council has said it does not want 
to control environmental protection by 
regulation, and has decided to have a 
trust' agreement with landowners 
hoping they will honour the concept. 

This is not good enough. There is 
unlikely to be any respect for 
environmental protection unless the 
Council clearly demonstrates its 
committment by creating regulations 
that prohibit vandalism which 
penalises those who do not comply. 

So the pendulum has swung from one 
extreme to the other & it is critical 
that we tell Lismore Council the draft 
is totall' unsatisfactory. 

Printed: 17th October '89 by ASteed 
for the Big Scrub Environment Centre, 
88a Keen St, Lismore. Ph 066 213 278. 



PROPOSED 
ENVIRONM ENTAL 
ZONING 
The 7(a) Environmental Protection Zone 
was designed to protect all the major 
landscape features and prominent hill 
slopes and ridgelines. 

It also aimed to encourage the 
adoption of a responsible attitude to 
the clearing of land., and to minimise 
soil erosion & to prevent development 
in areas of geological hazeards. 

In other words, conditions relating toj 
the removal of vegetation in all rural 
areas has been deleted from the plan, 
as have the controls for the clearing 
of remnant forest. Soil erosion? Ha! 

Forestry does not require consent in 
the 7(b) River Lands Protection Zones 
and land clearing is now permitted, 
with the consent of Council in the 
7(c) Water Catchment Zones. 

Help Thrn The Tide 
EXHIBITION PERIUD IS TOO SHORT 

The draft will only be exhibited for 4 
weeks, and considering the importance 
of the LEP and the futurE implications 
of its contents, this period of 
exhibition is far too short. 

The exhibition of the draft LEE is 
designed to encourage maximum public 
participation and submission but 4 
weeks is insufficient to digest its 
contents and implications, and to 
formulate a thorough submission. 

HOW TO MAKE A 

S U.BMI S S10P4 
Once the Lismore Council has publicly 
announced its intention to exhibit the 
draft LEE in the public notices 
section of the Northern Star, time is 
of.'the essence. The following steps 
will increase your effectiveness in 
making a submission. 

Write to Council requesting an 
extension of the exhibition period. 
Cet your neighbours and friends 
involved right from the start. 

Examine the draft LEE and the 
zonings maps, and copy it so you can 
examine it in detail at your leisure. 

What YOU Can Do 
It is essential that as soon as the 
draft LEE is exhibited that every 
resident of the Lismore City Council 
area immediately requests an extensi 
of the period for public submission. 

Considering the draft LEE is likely t 
be on exhibition leading up to 
Christmas when many people are away a 
busy, the exhibition period should at 
least be extended to the end of 
January 1990. 

At the same time concerned citizens 
should indicate to Council that they 
are dissatisfied with the lack of a 
rural TPO protecting significant 
vegetation and the removal of the 7(a' 
environmental protection zone. 

PLEASE CONTRIBUTE TO SAVE THE 
ENVIRONMENT OF LISMORE CITY COUNCIL. 

C 
C 
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Compare it to the previous draft 
LEP that was exhibited in 1986/87. 
Note any changes and inconsistencies. 
Compare it to the existing Byron Shir 
LEE which provides relatively good 
environmental protection measures. 

Check the accuracy of the zoning 
maps, especially the environmental 
protection zones and the "hatched" 
areas of "vegetatation management". 

S. Prepare your written submission 
that is accompanied by maps that show 
any changes you feel are needed. 

SEND YOUR SUBMISSIONS AND LETTERS TO: 

LISMORE CITY COUNCIL 
P.O. Box 23A 
LISMORE 2400 
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THE CITY OP LISMORE 

DRAFT LOCAL ENVIRONMENTAL PLAN 1990 

SUBMISSION OUTLINE 

To assist you in preparing your submission on the draft plan, the 
following outline is provided as a guide. You may use another format or 
headings if you feel this will better express your views. 

E'ollowing 

0 EIS 'smail price 
for security' 

By ANDREW STEED 
We have previously 

discussed the EIS pro-
cess and its problems 
and this week suggest 
some solutions that 
could Improve the envi-
ronmental impact as-
sessment process. 

The solutions discussed 
are not definitive and any 
comments are welcomed 
and can be sent to the 
Centre, at 88a Keen Street, 
Lismore. 

More LISs required 
There needs to be an ex-

pansion of development ap-
plications that are re9uired 
to do an EIS by classifying 
major subdivisions, tourist 
resorts, tall buildings, re-
zonings and other large 
proposals as 'designated de-
velopments' under the EPA 
Act. 

State Environmental 
Planning Policies, similar to 
those for Wetlands and Lit-
toral Rainforests, should be 
gazetted for Environmen-
tally Sensitive Land and 
Habitat Areas and those 
proposing development in 
these areas should be re-
quired to prepare an B1S. 

Environmentally Sensi-
tive Land would include 
land prone to environmental 
hazards (eg, erosion, flood-
ing), visually prominent 
land and coastal/riverfront 
land, while Habitat Areas 
would include all areas of 
relatively undisturbed na-
tive vegetation.  

Government authorities 
need a stronger requirement 
of the need foran EIS 
other than decidin8 if an 
impact is 'signiticant'. 
There should be regulations 
requiring all major public 
activities such as forestry 
operations, roads andyow-
crImes to prepare an tIS. 

This article was supplied by  The 
Big Scrub Environment Centre 

and represents its views 

US preparation 
Private developers and 

government authorities 
should not be allowed to 

Erepare their own ElS. An 
IS should be prepared by 

a team including represen-
tatives from the proponent, 
the local community and 
relevant government au-
thorities. - 

The ElS should be pre-
pared under the guidance of 
a government authority of 
environmental experts 
whose roles are to co-ordi-
nate the preparation of 
such statements and pro. 
vide advice to decision-
makers and the Land and 
Environment Court. 

US contents 
The EPA regulations 

dealing with EIS content 
need to be expanded to in-
clude a detailed environ-
mental impact checklist and 
a requirement for public 
participation in the EIS 
preparation. 

There should be a de-
tailed analysis of the im-
pacts, costs and benefits of 
possible alternatives in the 
same depth as that of the 
preferred option to provide  

an objective assessment ol 
the EIS proposal. 

Exhibition and appeal 
The minimum time al-

lowed for public submission 
should be three months to 
allow for public notifica-
tion, time to examine the 
EIS and to prepare a sub-
mission and the appeal pe-
riod for objectors to the ap-
proval of an EIS should 
also be increased to at least 
three months. 

Public notification needs 
improvement by placing 
advertisements in the front 
news section of the local 
daily paper on at least four 
occasions during the exhibi-
tionperiod. 

The number of places of 
public exhibition should ke 
increased to include envi-
ronment and community 
centres, libraries and shop-
ping centres and copies 
should be available for pur-
chase at $25.  

to the approval as happened 
in Ballina Shire Council's 
approval of the Newrybar 
sand mine. 

Court action 
The Land and Environ-

ment Court must make in-
formed decisions by refer-
ring to a Government 
authority of environmental 
experts who are able to as-
sess the informationpres-
ented in the court and ad-
vise the Judge of its 
relevance and importance. 

The inequality of wealthy 
developers employing costly 
lawyers and experts to sup-
port their case when the 
general public cannot af-
ford to, should be replaced 
by a system whereby both 
parties have access to the 
same standard of legal and 
technical advice. 

Public participation 
Public accountability is a 

very powerful tool to make 

ive Lot 

ection 

to the 

tment al 
public 
,g the 

sioner 
please 

- 1990", 

ynders 

EIS approval deiekipment proposals con- 
Currently, 	more 	ElSs form to the expectations of 

need to be reused approval the local community and 
due to their inadeouacv 50 

Els is that the standard of 
public involvement is the 
driving force behind 	thab 

forced 	to 	improve. 	This tool. 	 - 

would save the cost of the Informed decisions can 
failures of inadequate envi- only be made when the 
ronmental protection mea- community 	has been 	in- 
sures volved in the environmental 

Other relevant Govern- impact assessment process 
ment authorities must give from the very beginning. 
their concurrence to the ap- 
proval of an 	EIS, rather 

The cost of preparing an 

than the current advisory EIS is minimal in compari- 
son to 	te cost of environ- role that is often ignored or 

dismissed by decision-mak- mental degradation caused 

ers. by inappropriate develop- 

Once an ElS has been ment and is a small price to 

given approval, there must 
he nn titriher nmendments 

pay for proper environmen-
tal protection. 
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