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Jim Morrison  

'Acrewood', Mallanganee 2469 

5/9/14 

Submission to Biodiversity Review Panel  

I am a rural property owner and have been actively involved in the conservation of biodiversity for 

more than thirty years. This has included my statuary representation of various community  and 

conservation groups  on Native Vegetation, Water Management Committees and  Catchment 

Boards, my roles as executive member of NSW Nature Conservation Council and North Coast 

Environment Council as well as an active Landcare volunteer. 

Through my long term active role in conservation organisations I am aware of the hard fought 

community campaigns which resulted in much of the environmental protection legislation which 

was established in the 1970's. It is apparent since this time that almost every review has resulted in 

weakening of what was  effective legislation to protect our natural heritage.  

Given the record of the current state government on environmental protection I have little faith that 

the outcomes of this review will be to provide better protection for biodiversity and in particular  

threatened species. I am concerned that this review is specifically in order to facilitate further 

weakening of legislation  regarding the protection and maintenance of biodiversity.  

I consider  that the terms of reference for the review are biased and likewise the questions asked are 

similarly biased towards those who wish to see further reduction in protection of our environment. 

I believe that this review has been largely prompted by a vocal minority of rural landholders who 

have a view that there should be no restrictions on how they manage their properties. Given the 

recent revelations from the ICAC regarding cash donations to encourage favourable  policy decisions, 

I am also concerned regarding the undue influence of the development lobby on the outcomes of 

this review.  I do not support the view that economic considerations should have precedence over 

rigorous environmental protection. 

While I fully support financial incentives being provided to landholders  for environmental 

restoration, I believe that the level of  protection of natural heritage provided by the Threatened 

Species Conservation Act and Native Vegetation Act should be strengthened to increase their 

effectiveness. I consider that more resources should be provided to ensure effective compliance of 

existing regulations and the state government should demonstrate the political will to actively 

enforce the regulations, rather than pander to their rural constituents.    

The state  government has already demonstrated its anti environment values through proposals to 

allow logging and grazing in  state conservation areas, reducing protection in marine reserves and its 

attempts to reduce the environmental protections in the Planning Act, including the over arching 

principle of Ecologically Sustainable Development. The state  government's failure to adequately 

protect koalas from the impacts of logging operations has been appalling. If  such a high profile 

iconic species cannot be protected through the enforcement of legislation, what hope do other 

lesser known species have? The current rules for Private Native Forestry , through not requiring 
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appropriate biodiversity surveys, clearly provide ignorance as an excuse to destroy threatened 

species and their habitats. This perverse logging legislation needs to be addressed, however this is 

unlikely given the influence of the timber industry lobbyists. Similarly the current remake of the 

Integrated Forestry Operations Approvals seeks to maintain the currently unsustainable timber 

volumes through reducing the protection for Threatened Species, allowing logging at greater 

intensity as well as  in areas that were previously protected. The state government is supporting a 

trial of cable logging which will no doubt lead to allowing logging on very steep country. Much of our 

escarpment forests were once considered 'defacto reserves' due to their rugged topography and 

protection due to slope limitations. These areas, which  form the backbone of the Great Eastern 

Ranges biodiversity corridor project will soon be under threat if cable logging is allowed to proceed.    

The world is currently in the grip of a biodiversity crisis and leading ecologists indicate that if drastic 

measures are not taken more than half the worlds biodiversity will be lost by the end of this century. 

Given this situation i would expect that any responsible government should show the necessary 

leadership to implement measures to strengthen environmental protection as well as commit 

sufficient resources to undertake the necessary  large scale restoration of our degraded areas. 

The declining heath of our coastal eucalypt forest are a disgrace. Thousands of hectares of what was 

formerly High Conservation Value forests on the Richmond and Border Ranges are dead or dying 

from Bell Miner Associated Dieback(see bmad.com) . The problem is clearly the result of unmitigated 

logging disturbance ,ie poor forest management. 

 BMAD was declared as a Key Threatening Process under the NSW TSC Act in 2008. This was seen as 

a great achievement by the BMAD Working Group at the time. However neither the past or present 

state government has been able to develop the subsequent 'Statement of Intent' past the draft 

stage. There is nothing wrong with the legislation, it is clear that successive state governments have 

lacked the political will to make the hard decisions regarding the  development of an effective 

response to this KTP which threatens thousands of hectares of formerly productive coastal forests.  

It is generally accepted that the primary driver for biodiversity decline is habitat destruction. It is 

therefore imperative that effective legislation to protect native vegetation and the critical habitat of 

threatened species be strengthened  and  rigorously enforced. 

In summary, I fully support the detailed submission provided by the NSW Nature Conservation 

Council  to the review panel 

THANKYOU FOR CONSIDERING MY SUBMISSON  

Jim Morrison 

 

 

 


