
> The Chairman 
> Biodiversity Legislation committee 
> NSW 1232 
>  
> Dear Sir/Madam 
>  
>   Over the last 25 years I have submitted many contributions and attended many 
meetings on the issue of introducing controls on private land to benefit the whole community 
without compensation to the land owner.  To date this has been a complete waste of time. 
>  
>   I am making this short submission after listening to your Chairman on the A.B.C.’s 
rural programme. 
>  
>   At least he seems to understand the existing situation is not equitable and requires 
rectifying 
>  
>  
> A. 
>   I would suggest that members of your committee obtain a copy an read 
>   Public Good Conservation  
>   ISBN  174092087-2 
>  
>   This was published by the Commonwealth  Government Committee chaired by Ian 
Causely M.P. in about 2001. 
>   Dr. Wendy Craik was on that committee. 
>  
>   Particular attention should be given to the policies of the European Union  countries  
(see page 71) 
>  
>   During a recent visit to New Zealand’s Southern Island I noticed huge areas of the 
country completely cleared and bare.  They are now paying land   owners to lock up 
and revegetate areas. 
>  
>   I would like to make the following comments 
>  
> 1.  There can be no disputing coastal NSW has more vegetation then in the early 1900’s 
or even the late 1800’s.  As well as open scrub, there was 
>   vast areas of grasslands and low lands 
>   I would refer you to the book by Bill Gammage. 
>   “The Biggest Estate on Earth” - ISBN  978.1.74237.748.3 
>   This book refers to early vegetation of Australia and how it was managed by the 
aborigines. 
>  
>   It is true that a grat deal of land was cleared for farming. but once “farmed out”i.e. 
loss of fertility, the land has been left to regrowth.  The practice of   cattle raising on 
second class country makes regrowth control and clearing uneconomic in many areas. 
>    
>   In real terms cattle producers  produce only about 50% of the returns per head they 
produced 40-50 years ago. 
>  



> 2.  I understand that over 40% of our Shire is owned by State Government 
Departments, namely Forestry and National Parks 
>   How much do they want if they cannot manage what they already have ? 
>   The above two Government Agencies are poor neighbours and do not carry out their 
obligations as landowners should  e.g hazard burning. 
>    
> 3.  When developing a policy, it should be clearly recognised that managing coastal 
vegetation is very difficult to manage compared to land west of the  
>   Great Divide. 
>  
>  
> B.  Farmers should be able to clear vegetation in relation to their agricultural 
requirements which should be connected to the  size of their property. 
>   They should be able to clear a reasonable amount  without submitting an 
application.  Why would anyone want to farm when their decisions are     
 being controlled at every turn. 
>  
> C.  Depending on the vegetation and terrain a landowner should be able to clear all 
vegetation that presents a problem in case of a bushfire out of    control.  Distance 
between buildings and bush should not be set but depend actually by the type of bush and the 
dangers that it presents. 
>   This is especially relevant when you have National Parks as neighbours who do not 
carry out hazard reduction burning when conditions are ideal 
>  
>  
>   Yours Sincerely 
>  
>    
>  
>   Rick Lancaster 
 


