
Native Vegetation Regulation Review, 
Conservation Policy and Strategy Section, 
Office of Environment and Heritage, 

· Levell2, P.O. BoxA290, 
.Sydney South, NSW. 1232 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

re: Review of the Native Vegetation Regulation- Draft Native Vegetation Regulation 20l'i 

I am a plant'ecologist with experience in identifying, mapping and describing different types of 
native vegetation. I have caJTied out this WOI'k in the past in order to enable governments to 
conserve for the present and future people ofNew South Wales the maximum number of plant 
species and the animal life that depends on them. This heritage of plant and animal species has been 
.greatly depleted in the pa~t by clearing for urban and rural development and agriculture. The Native 
Vegetation Act 2003 and Native Vegetation Regulation 2005 were introduced to prevent further · 
unregulated depletion of native vegetation, pmticularly types that m·e now scarce. 

It concems me greatly that some people who have achieved political power may not understand that 
there are many different types of native vegetation, detennined largely by variation in soils and 
climate. Some such people seem to believe that all native vegetation is the same, is unproductive in 
the agricultural sense and therefore "useless" and should be got rid of. S\lcli people seem to have 
not kept themselves up to date with ·the information that has been assembled and published on the 
impotiant ecological services provided by native vegetation, and the impotiance for om future 
survival of conserving as many native species with as much genetic diversity as possible. To enable 
this latter to happen, for the good of all citizens, protection measures including the Native 
Vegetation Regulation 2005 were developed. The view that these protection measures should be 
weakened needs to be rejected as it is an outdated view reflecting attitudes prevalent decades ago 
but now discredited by current knowledge and information. 

The proposed Native Vegetation Regulation 2012 appears to contain changes that will lead to 
increased clearing of native vegetation without adequate assessment of individual and cumulative 
effects. The following are a few examples. The pmposed new Regulation 2012 will allow much 
new clearing of native vegetation'by defining it as "routine agricultural management activity". The 
proposed new Regulation 2012 will allow.broadscale clearing without assessment if"the clearing is 
minor clearing" - Sllrely a contradiction in ter!lls. The Assessment Methodology to be used in 
detennining whether to allow bl'Qadscale clearing is not adequately defined in the Regulation and 
appears to be easily subject to change. 

I urge the government to maintain the Native-Vegetation Regtllation 2005 in association with the 
Native Vegetation Act 2003 in order to provide the adequate protection needed for the native 
vegetation remaining in the state. I urge the govemment to reject the changes proposed in the draft 
Native Vegetation Regulation2012 that will weaken protection for the state's native vegetation and 
place more of it at risk of being clem·cd. 

Yours sincerely, 

I request that you withhold my personal details from public display of this submission. Thank you. 


