
Dear Biodiversity Review Panel, 

 

I am writing to comment on the Issues Paper drafted by the Biodiversity Review Panel. 

 

I have written a separate email letter that will be available by monday next week. 

Within that email I ahve indicated that the State has 75% declared in Drought. This has serious 

implications for farmers, rural business, and bio-diversity. The Murray Darling Drought was a survere 

example of drought. o a finacncial councillor told ne that many farmers would welcome having more 

water ( sustainable water )  

 

There is evidence of "SILO_THINKING " is a number of GOvt Agencies, that seek to " reject 

compliance " with best practice bio-diversity solutions . SO using a ESD solution is accepted by NSW 

Young Lawyers Group ( on behalf of NSW LAW SOCIETY ) It was sent to NSW PLanning  Green Paper 

submissions, and the new Environment Minister, ROB STOKES MP also supported ESD ( in principle )  

so solving the long-term funidng solutions can be SOLVED in the bio-diverstiy review report. 

The UN decade on biodiversity, which began in 2011, recognises the global challenge posed by the 

dramatic decline in species. NSW is contributing to this trend and the Review into conservation 

legislation is an opportunity to reverse it.   

 

The Review must set a clear goal to reserve the decline in biodiversity and restore ecosystem 

function across NSW. Below is an overview of significant issues that must be addressed by the 

Review.  

 

Existing protections are not enough 

 

Existing biodiversity and conservation laws, including the Native Vegetation Act 2003 and 

Threatened Species Conservation Act 1995, must be maintained and strengthened. This includes a 

clear commitment to end broad-scale land clearing across NSW, and a commitment to ‘no net loss’ 

of native vegetation. 

 

The existing framework of conservation legislation has slowed biodiversity loss, but it is not enough 

to stop species’ decline. 

 

Objective decision making must lead to improved environmental outcomes 

 

The principle of “improving or maintaining” environmental outcomes should retained, and extended 

so that it applies to all development activities. 

 

Decisions must be based on objective science-based decision making criteria (e.g. Environment 

Outcomes Assessment Methodology under the NV Act), and discretionary decision making should be 

very limited. 

 

Biodiversity offsetting must be done well 

 

The purpose of offsetting is to ensure than any development that affects biodiversity leads to an 

overall improvement for wildlife and species. It is important that rules around biodiversity offsetting 

reflect this key principle. 

 

Where development is approved that significantly impacts native flora or fauna, the ‘like for like’ 

offsetting principle is fundamental and must not be weakened. 

 



Retain the Independent Scientific Committee 

 

The role of the Independent Scientific Committee under the Threatened Species Conservation Act, to 

decide which species are threatened and deserve special protection, should be retained. Listing of 

threatened species must continue to be based on the professional advice of the Scientific 

Committee. 

 

Summary 

 

This review provides a once in a decade opportunity for improving our conservation and biodiversity 

legislation for posterity. It is absolutely critical that we use this opportunity by taking an evidenced 

based and scientific approach with a goal towards improving biodiversity across New South Wales. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

{Warren} {Moss} 

 


