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Dear Members of the panel, 
Thank you for the opportunity of commenting on this review.  
 
My major concern is that the current government has already shown its disregard for the environment 
through actions including; changes in department structure and amalgamation; policy and legislation 
changes; immediate reduction in protection of Marine Parks; National Parks and Crown Land Reserves; 
the virtual abolition of Environmental  Zones and Overlays in the LEP of north coast shires and now the 
introduction of the 10/50 Rule.  
 
I am concerned that this is yet another attempt to strip the environment of protection by the revision of 
essential legislation such as Native Vegetation Act 2003, the Threatened Species Conservation Act 1995 
and the Nature Conservation Trust Act 2001, plus parts of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974. 
These constitute the majority of legislation which provides environmental protection in NSW so we 
hope that these are not going to be undermined and weakened by this review. 
 
I think it is essential the cumulative impact must be a key consideration in assessing clearing and 
development proposals. 
 
Existing biodiversity and conservation legislation, including the provisions of the Native Vegetation 
Act 2003 and Threatened Species Conservation Act 1995, must be maintained and strengthened and  
the principles of ecologically sustainable development, that underpin existing legislation, must be 
maintained. 
 
In Fingal Head, we have just experienced a developer clearing endangered littoral rainforest on his 
property under the new 10/50 Rule because his development application had been refused. . This 
resulted in loss of 20% of that littoral rainforest remnant – the 10/50 rule needs to be revoked and 
protection of threatened species and ecological communities needs to be increased.  
 
There must be a clear legislative commitment to end broad-scale land clearing across NSW. The 
NSW government should commit to ‘no net loss’ of native vegetation and the application of 
important land clearing laws should be extended so that all development (including extractive 
industry, forestry, urban development and agriculture) subscribes to the same policy. 
 
As well as strengthening these laws the government should ensure the legislation is enforced and 
use extensive resources to educate the public. 
 
Thank you for this opportunity and I hope that this review is not just another step towards 
undermining the existing biodiversity legislation. 
 
Regards 
Kay Bolton 


