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Next Meeting:

Tuesday 21 July 2015

WEPA

Willoughby Environmental Protection Association
(Between Charles and Edith Streets and opposite The Parapet)

8pm

Marine Life of Sydney Harbour
Dr Inke Falkner & Dr Katherine Dafforn
Sydney Institute of Marine Science
Dr Falkner will introduce the marine life of Sydney Harbour more generally.
Dr Dafforn will speak about some of the threats to the harbour and about her research in particular.
Dr Inke Falkner is Community Outreach Coordinator, Sydney Harbour Research Program at the Sydney Institute
of Marine Science (SIMS) A marine biologist, she worked as a consultant for Geoscience Australia before
coordinating SIMS. In this role she has developed a postgraduate program in marine science and management and
hosted numerous outreach events for the Institute. After taking up the position of community outreach coordinator
she has since developed an extensive marine science program for primary and high school students, an educational
harbour cruise featuring the amazing underwater world of Sydney Harbour and the content for a discovery centre
at the Institute.
Dr Katherine Dafforn is a Senior Research Associate, the University of New South Wales and Sydney Institute of
Marine Science. Her position at UNSW is in the Ecology and Evolution Research Centre. Her research has
focused on understanding and managing human impacts on marine communities. She has investigated different
ecological monitoring tools for assessing the health of estuaries. These tools are being implemented in a survey of
Sydney Harbour that investigates the effects of stormwater pollution on sediment-dwelling animals. Her research
has also included surveys of invasive species on boating structures. More recently her research is investigating the
potential for engineering designs to reduce ecological impacts associated with urban sprawl in the marine
environment.
All welcome. Please bring your friends and join us for supper and a chat after the meeting.
For further information please phone Gay on 9958 8569

Your newsletter If you would like to receive the WEPA newsletter by email, please send your email address
to our Treasurer Diana Jones <dinamite@bigpond.net.au> Also let her know if you would like a hard copy as
well, or hard copy only.

WEPA Native Plant stall at Castlecrag Fair, Sunday 7 June 2015 Many thanks to everyone who
helped on the stall and made it a successful day - Christina Pender, Virginia Butchatsky, Kathy Foley, Sheila
Sippel and Ian Sippel.
Don’t forget, the Willoughby StreetFair is fast approaching and we would love to see you at our stall there, on
Saturday 5 September.

Willoughby Environmental Protection Association (WEPA) Inc., PO Box 4263, Castlecrag, NSW, 2068
A member of the Nature Conservation Council ofNSW
contact us at wepa@wepa.org.au

Diary Dates
Thursday 16 July 2015
You are not invited to this one!
The first ever Threatened Species Summit has been called
by Federal Environment Minister Greg Hunt to launch a
threatened species strategy ‘ with hard and measurable
targets’.
The Summit will be attended by all State Environment
Ministers. ACF’s Kelly O’Shanassy will present ACF’s new
report Recovery Planning: restoring life to our threatened
species. See item on p.5.
Sunday 19 July 2015 12 noon - 5pm
Turramurra Masonic Hall, corner Turramurra Ave and Pacific
Highway, Turramurra.

Wildthings Talkfest

The agenda includes: Who? What? Why? of Wildthings;
Native Bees and Pool to Pond Program; Wildthings Habitat
Rules; Bring back the Pygmy Possum; Wildlife App (Taronga
Zoo); The Powerful Owl’s Quandary; Reptile Rescue:
Katherine Russell, Sydney Wildlife; The Koala needs YOU;
Way forward - your ideas matter!
Refreshments provided. Entry - a $ note donation.
Bookings: please register on www.trybooking.com/138802
The event is sponsored by Ku-ring-gai Council.
Sunday 19 July 2015
Deadline for responding to the online survey organised by the
Parliamentary Inquiry into Local Government
Amalgamations.
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/QLMRKCJ
See item on amalgamations on p.6.
Wednesday 22 July 2015
9am
Dept of Resources and Energy Building, 323 Castlereigh
Street Sydney, near Belmore Park (a short walk from Central
Station)
Rally to stop Wollongong Coal’s activities in our drinking
water catchments.
Wednesday 22 July 2015
7pm
Crows Nest Community Centre, 2 Ernest Place on
Willoughby Road, Crows Nest.
Dr Haydn Washington will present ‘The Steady State
Economy’
Haydn is a former Director of Sustainability Projects for
Willoughby Council. He is also a former Director of the
Nature Conservation Council of NSW (1988) and has worked
as an Investigations Scientist for CSIRO. His academic
background is in ecology and ecotoxicology. He has written
many articles and six books on the environment.
This talk precedes a meeting of the Lower North Shore
Greens. Non-members are welcome to attend the
presentation.
Sunday 26 July 2015 10am - 12 noon
Chatswood Rotary Memorial Athletic Field.
National Tree Day Plant and mulch give away for
Willoughby City residents. Between 11am -11.30am bird
expert Holly Parsons will lead a local Walk and Talk to
discover birds.
Tuesday 28 July 2015 6pm for 6.30pm, finishing at 8pm
Cove Room, Lane Cove Civic Centre, 48 Longueville Road,
Lane Cove.
Wine and Cheese Night: What could possibly go wrong?
Coal and coal seam gas in our water catchments and
farmland.
MC: Nell Schofield, from Our Land, Our Water, Our Future

Featuring:
Tim Buckley: Director of Energy Finance Studies,
Australasia, Institute for Energy Economics and Financial
Analysis. Tim is a regular media commentary on the finances
of coal projects.
Barb Brown: Winemaker and owner of award-winning
Ascella Wine. This certified organic vineyard is under threat
from the expansion of coal mining in the HunterValley.
Tickets $20 which includes a cheese platter, other refreshments and one glass of wine. $10 for children under 18.
Ascella Wines and beer from Macarthur Grange Brewery
will be available.
Bookings: contact Pablo Brait on 0421 011 182 or go to
www.landwaterfuture.org.au
Thursday 30 July 2015 7pm - 8pm
Talks@Willoughby
Chatswood Library on The Concourse, Victoria Ave,
Chatswood.
Architect Tone Wheeler will talk about environmental
architecture.
Free. Bookings: library@willoughby.nsw.gov.au
Friday 31 July 2015
Deadline for community groups and individuals to submit
comments on their local council and amalgamation to IPART.
Respond online to ipart.nsw.gov.au or by email to
ipart@ipart.nsw.gov.au
Mondays 27 July, 10 August and 24 August 2015
Parliament House, Macquarie Street, Sydney
Public hearings on the Parliamentary Inquiry into Local
Government Amalgamation. See item on p.6.
Sunday 23 August 2015 10am -3pm
Willoughby Park Centre, corner Warrane Road and
McLelland Streets, Willoughby
Willoughby Fauna Fair Learn about local native fauna and
how they can coexist with domestic pets; wildlife show; food
stalls.
Saturday 5 September 2015 10am - 4pm
Willoughby CBD.
Willoughby StreetFair WEPA Native Plant Stall
Please contact Gay (9958 8569) or Sheila (9958 5978) if you
want to order particular plants. We will try to find the plants
you want but cannot provided an advisory service. We would
love some help on the stall, so please contact us if you can
spare a couple of hours. We don’t know our stall position yet,
but hope it will be on Victoria Avenue, near Spring Street.
You won’t be able to miss us.
Thursday - Saturday 1 - 3 October, 2015
Newcastle City Hall, Newcastle.
Smart Future Cities 2015
Clean energy solutions for individual households, cities and
regions; innovation and technologies in the Built
Environment; Future transport focusing on the next wave of
transportation innovations.
Conference 1-2 October. EV Show and Clean Energy
Showcase - 3 October.
www.tomfarrellinstitute.org
You’ll need big bikkies for this one!
The newsletter is produced by Gay Spies. Contributions are
always welcome and should be received a fortnight before the
speaker meeting. The next newsletter will go out in the week
before the next speaker meeting on Tuesday 15 September.
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STOP THE CHOP - Code 10/50 Update
The report on the review of the code, promised for mid-year,
has not been released. Maybe they meant 2016?

•

Politicians have been silent in the face of continuing calls for
repeal, or at the very least, a return to professional
assessment, and in the face of continuing tree loss.
WEPA is a co-signatory, with other community groups, of a
letter which will go to all Ministers this week. It now appears
that the Code is likely to be discussed in Cabinet in coming
weeks. The letter points out that’ ‘It is the consensus of all
co-signatories and our extended networks that the 10/50
Vegetation Code has failed to achieve its intended purpose
of making NSW residents and property safer from
bushfire risk; further, there have been several significant
unintended consequences, including risks to people and
property, which could and should have been foreseen. It is
our view that the assessment of trees for bushfire risk must be
returned to the trained experts. Furthermore, it is our belief
that the NSW Rural Fire Service (NSW RFS) were in
possession of information that advised of potential for these
issues prior to the implementation of 10/50 in NSW, and that
the introduction of this Code without mitigation of these
known risks reflects negligence on behalf of the NSW RFS.’

10/50 is being abused for other purposes
• The NSW RFS themselves acknowledge that ‘It is clear
from some submissions and feedback that while the
scheme is designed to reduce bushfire risk, there has
been some abuse of the fuel reduction provisions for
other purposes.’ : http://www.rfs.nsw.gov.au/planand-prepare/10/50-vegetation-clearing
• This is consistent with the OEH Preliminary Advice:
‘The 10/50 rule is not being used for its intended
purpose (i.e.improving views rather then bushfire
risk management’. (Document B)
•

•

An attached brief includes the findings of two key pieces of
analysis that relate to the NSW 10/50 Clearing Code. These
two documents support the position of the co-signatories and
the submissions of over 3500 NSW residents to the Review.
These two documents were obtained under GIPA
(Government Information Public Access Act, which is
equivalent to Freedom of Information).
Document A contains the findings of an assessment carried
out by the NSW RFS in 2009 into the 10/30 Code in Victoria,
and was attained via GIPA application from Sydney Wildlife
on 11 May, 2015.
Document B contains preliminary advice submitted from the
NSW Government Office of Environment and Heritage
(OEH) to the NSW RFS in November 2014. It was attained
via GIPA application from Stop the Chop on 4 June, 2015.
The following points in the attachment are reinforced by
extracts from Documents A and B.
10/50 does not mitigate fire risk, and is putting people and
property in danger
• When the NSW RFS assessed the Victorian 10/30 Code
in 2009, they found that ‘the approach may not
generate the safety outcomes the community is hoping
for, and in fact may result in some people being more
vulnerable’. (Document A)
• There have been several instances of improper waste
disposal associated with tree removals under 10/50.
Wood chips have been scattered in Asset Protection
Zones, around people’s homes, at bushland interfaces,
under high-tension power lines and throughout
communities, which provides increased fuel in the case
of fire attack. The RFS claim that “The clearing of
vegetation without considering how the resulting
debris will be managed is likely to result in greater
bushfire hazard’. (Document A and supporting images)
• 10/50 is breaking the relationship between trained
experts (RFS assessors) and the wider community. In
their preliminary assessment submitted to the NSWRFS
in November 2014, the OEH claim that 10/50 is
‘creating a false sense of security on the part of

landowners.’ (Document B)
This is echoed by the NSW RFS who claim that
‘Protection from bushfires revolves around a suite of
measures…NSW provides this whole-of-suite
approach via site visits.’ (This refers to the previous
system, before it was superseded by 10/50). (Document
A)

•

•

10/50 is causing significant ecological damage:
The OEH observes that ‘The 10/50 rule does not
consider potential environmental impacts, including
threatened species and endangered communities’.
( Document B)
The NSW RFS observes ‘significant loss of biodiversity
(in NSW)’ and commends the NSW- based ‘matrix of
implementation conditions (that) have been
established that allow for bushfire protection
measures to proceed whilst providing for the
protection of threatened species.’ (Document A and
supporting images)
The NSW RFS also expresses concern about soil
erosion, destruction of riparian buffers, and the loss
or damage of aboriginal objects and places as of
concern when they analysed the 10/30 Code in Victoria.
The OEH have observed all of these issues as consistent
with 10/50 in NSW. (Documents A and B)
In addition the OEH have also highlighted that 10/50
fails to consider SEPP 14 (coastal wetlands), SEPP 26
(littoral rainforest), SEPP 44 (koala habitat) and
SEPP 19 (urban bushland). (Document B and
supporting images)

The attachment concludes by asking:
Is a return to expert assessment a realistic option?
•

•

•
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According to the NSW RFS the fire hazard assessment
personnel are still used, and there have been zero job
losses since the implementation of Code 10/50. All
assessors are still employed and would be available for
such work.
The vast majority of NSW Local Government Areas have
consistently said they would prefer a return to the
previous regime and would actively support such a
move.
In the conclusion of their assessment to the 10/30 Code
in Victoria the NSW RFS states that (as at 2009) ‘There
is potential for significant impacts to ensue from
vegetation clearing without assessment The NSW
Government has been implementing a rapid
assessment and approval system for vegetation
clearing for the purpose of bushfire protection since
2003…This system enables key implications resulting
from vegetation removal to be rapidly identified and
addressed whilst providing for free approvals within 7
days of application.’ (Document A)

Kaine Johnson, who is now co-ordinating the campaign
against Code 10/50, Gaye White and Lane Cove Bushland
Society President Ruth Neumann have met variously with
Anthony Roberts,MP, who does not support the Code, and
with Fred Nile, leader of the Christian Democrats, and his
colleague, Paul Green MLC, who were also sympathetic.
Kaine has also met with officers from government agencies,
including the RFS, OEH, Planning, and Emergency Services,
as well as Government and Opposition MPs.
Members are urged to phone the office of the Minister for
Emergency Services, David Elliot, and stress the importance
of replacing self-assessment with professional assessment by
the RFS. This is the most important message to get across.
Also please contact your local member - Gladys Berejiklian,
for members who live in Willoughby electorate - to keep up
the pressure.

Councils also responsible for tree loss
Tree removal by residents, mostly for reasons unrelated to
bushfire protection, is not the only obstacle to retaining tree
cover in our landscapes.
Councils themselves may be to blame by removing trees on
public land, particularly nature strips, on the grounds that
they are diseased or unsafe. The quick fix is to give them
THE CHOP. However many trees could be treated, rather
than simply removed. We are at least given a warning, via a
notice taped to the tree, that it is going to be removed.
Castlecrag is one of many Willoughby suburbs which has
suffered because of Code 10/50. Proposed removal of two
mature trees in the Heritage Conservation Area has caused
anger and distress to residents, a story doubt repeated in other
parts of Willoughby.
The Development Control Plan (DCP) for Castlecrag requires
the built form to be subordinate to the natural environment, a
legacy of Walter Burley Griffin. While this does not apply in
other Heritage Conservation Areas in Willoughby, trees make
an important part of the landscape. ALL areas need trees for
the many benefits they provide, to us and to wildlife.
However with Council systematically chipping away at the
natural environment, and adding in the trees lost under the
10/50 Code, we are suffering a serious loss of a lot of old
mature trees.
How are tree removal processes on public land initiated?
Does Council EVER spend any money on tree care or
arboricultural maintenance?

The 202020 Vision
202020 aims for 20% more green spaces in urban areas by
2020. As part of the 202020Vision Project an assessment of
tree canopy cover in LGAs across Australia was carried out
by the UTS Institute of Sustainable Futures. It assessed four
categories - hard surface, tree cover, shrub cover and grass/
bare ground. The results can be found in the Final Report
Benchmarking Australia’s Urban Tree Canopy: an i-Tree
Assessment 2014. (i-Tree refers to the particular software
used.)
The LGAs with the best tree cover were those with large land
areas. From the highest, Pittwater (59.3%) through Hornsby,
Warringah, The Hills to Ku-ring-gai with 52.1%. Another
large LGA, Sutherland, has slightly less, with 42%. The
survey also fond that the results were somewhat skewed by
the presence of large reserves.

These were followed by a group with tree cover ranging from
37.8% - 30%. This group included Lane Cove (37.8%),
Willoughby, Hunters Hill, Campbelltown, Ryde, Mosman,
Manly, and Woollahra. Botany LGA had the lowest tree cover
at 12.1%
The breakdown for Willoughby was: hard surface (42.6%),
tree cover (37%), shrub cover (7%) and grass/bare ground
(13.4%). Not bad, but could be a lot better. Nationwide, the
highest percentages were in Hobart (59%) and Brisbane
(49%).The survey’s co-author suggested green walls and
roofs could be used to counter the limited opportunities in
cities.
The NSW LGAs were surveyed in 2009. After the onslaught
of clearing under Code 10/50 these figures will no doubt be
considerably reduced.

Want to feel younger?
A new study has found that the presence of trees is beneficial
for health. The study found that simply adding 10 more trees
per average city block has the effect of making residents feel
seven years younger or $10,000 richer.The study surveyed
31,000 residents of Toronto, Canada and found that people
who lived in areas with higher street tree density had a far
better perception of their own health. It also improved their
objective cardio-metabolic health.
Co-author of the study, Professor Lyle Palmer, from the
University of Adelaide, said the costs of planting and
maintaining street trees would be far outweighed by the
health benefits they provide. The study was controlled for
other factors that could influence health, such as age and
affluence. The benefits of more trees were observed for areas
within a five-kilometre radius.
One wonders why Professor Palmer didn’t carry out the
survey in Australia. Not enough trees perhaps? SMH 10/7/2015

Other benefits of trees
The contribution of trees to improved air quality would no
doubt have improved residents’ perception of their own
health.
Other benefits include an 8% decrease in temperature - a
modifier of the heat island effect, which will be very
important in climate change adaptation; modification of wind
speed, important in decreasing bushfire risk; maintenance of
habitat for native fauna, very important for vulnerable or
threatened species in fragmented urban landscapes. Trees
improve stormwater management, through a reduction in hard
surface cover and by water uptake.
Importantly, trees provide a visual stimulus for urban
residents, as well as improving amenity, which contributes to
community health and social well-being.

How do we get there?
We need:
•
Proper care of existing trees in streets and parks
(Council)
•
More street trees (Council)
•
More trees and shrubs in our gardens.
The Native Plant Guide for Castlecrag and other suburbs on
sandstone soils (much of Willoughby) will give you some
ideas and suggest where you can get them. Come to the
WEPA Native Plant Stall on 5 September at the Willoughby
StreetFair.
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Save Habitat to Save Species

discretion to allow destruction of habitat despite protection.

Threatened Species legislation is failing in its goal - to save
species.
Time -consuming preparation of recovery plans for individual
species has obscured the real issue. Species can only be saved
if their habitat is saved.
‘Destroy a species’ habitat and you destroy its home’.

The record in Australia is not encouraging. 90% of the 120
most endangered animals have no safeguards to prevent the
loss of their homes. Only 12 of these endangered animals are
covered by plans that placed limits of the future loss of their
habitat.

Three recently released reports highlight the significance of
saving habitat if we are to have any chance of improving the
chances of survival of many species.
Recovery planning - Restoring life to our Threatened
Species is a detailed report prepared by the Australian
Conservation Foundation, Birdlife Australia and
Environmental Justice Australia. It will be presented this
Thursday ,16 July, to the Melbourne Threatened Species
Summit to be attended by all State Environment Ministers,
the Threatened Species Commissioner, Gregory Andrews,
and the Federal Minister for the Environment Greg Hunt.
The gist of the report is that in Australia we will do little to
halt the continuing threat to and extinction of species until we
are serious about providing effective legal protection to
habitat.
The loss and degradation of habitat is highlighted in
another recent report as the main threat to 85% of the 22,784
known assessed species threatened with extinction. 1839 of
these are in Australia. This report, released in June,
accompanied an update of the International Union for the
Conservation of Nature (IUCN) Red List of Threatened
Species. These species lists only apply to known species.
There are many, many more, which live, die and become
extinct, undocumented and unseen.

Australia contains more than 5% of the world’s plants and
animals, 87%of them are endemic, i.e. they are found
nowhere else in the world. However we have one of the
world’s worst extinction records, with 50 species
disappearing in the past 200 years, including 27 mammal
species.
Around half of all of Australia’s forests have either been cut
down or severely disturbed since European arrival, resulting
in the loss or fragmentation of habitat of many many species.
Allowing the burning of native forest timber to be counted as
‘renewable energy’ was part of the recent ‘deal’ by the Abbott
government to secure the vote of cross bench senators to
downgrade the Renewable Energy Target. Tree loss under
Code 10/50 also contributes to habitat loss which can be
particularly significant in fragmented landscapes, especially
in the urban environment.
Recovery plans can bind future decision making for
governments. ACF’s James Tresize points out that ‘scientific
advice has been given to governments on habitat loss, such as
the swift parrot in Tasmania, and it has been ignored.’
In other parts of the world habitat protection and law
enforcement have improved survival prospects for the
Guadalupe Fur Seal and the Iberian Lynx. Other species such
as the African Golden Cat, the New Zealand Sea Lion and the
Lion are facing increasing threats to their survival.
Plants are often overlooked. Species of Indian medicinal
plants and the tropical Asian slipper orchid are facing
extinction from over-collection and habitat destruction.
The ACF report states that recovery plans consistently avoid
any measures to prevent habitat loss and that successive
governments have ‘entrenched the process of extinction’.
However, the Carnaby’s black cockatoo does have a
recovery plan that stresses the danger of habitat loss, but a
focus on providing offset for cleared land has exacerbated its
decline.
James Tresize says ‘We know that land clearing is a key
threat and recovery plans need to state unambiguously that
the best bits of remaining bush should be left intact.’

A third study, also published at the end of June, found that
over the last century, the extinction rate for many species
was 100 times faster than usual and that we are heading into
a human-created sixth mass extinction on Earth. The study
blamed this on habitat destruction, as well as climate change,
trade and pollution. (Accelerated modern human-induced species
loss: Entering the sixth mass extinction. Ceballos et al, Science
Advances, June 2015).

To follow the ACF’s recommendations would be to start to
seriously protect habitat. Much would depend on adequate
funding - the ACF recommends $370 million per year.
Importantly, much would also depend on whether new
recovery plan arrangements deprived decision makers of

Samantha Vine, head of conservation at Birdlife Australia
says ‘Extinction is a choice. Where we’ve tried in the past,
Australia has been remarkably successful at recovering
threatened species. In many cases averting extinction has
been straightforward and relatively inexpensive.
‘Securing and improving existing habitats for threatened
species is one of the most powerful and cost effective tools at
our disposal’.
James Tresize says:’Threatened species protection isn’t just
about feral cats. It’s about a diverse range of pressures and
the biggest threat is habitat clearance. We have a choice - we
either accept that we put developments in less
environmentally sensitive areas or we will have species go
extinct.’
Material from Don Anton, The Conversation, 13/7/2105 and Oliver
Milman, The Guardian,9/7/2015.
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Council Amalgamations
Willoughby Council has resolved to be a standalone council
and to reject any future forced amalgamation. Its proposal,
entitled Template 2: Council Improvement Proposal Existing
Structures has been submitted to IPART, the Independent
Pricing and Regulatory Tribunal, in the Fit for the Future
process. IPART has been appointed by the state government
to assess whether councils should be merged.
The council recommendations, of 22 June, 2015, were voted
against by three councillors: Councillors Coppock, Mustaca
and Rozos. Councillor Hooper was absent.
The proposal, together with various attachments, can be
viewed at ipart.nsw.gov.au - click on the Fit for the Future tab
at the top.

The process
IPART will assess the various councils’ proposals and submit
a final assessment to the NSW Government by 1 October,
2015.
The Government will advise councils by December 2015 of
the direction they are required to take.
The vast majority of councils wish to stand alone and reject
amalgamation, forced or otherwise, with other councils,
although some have proposed tentative partnerships in the
hope that they won’t be forced to merge. All councils have
had to do an extensive mount of work to able to comply with
the Fit for the Future process. Failure to submit a proposal
will find them deemed Unfit.

Public opinion
Unlike other councils, Willoughby has not held a public
meeting to gauge public opinion on the proposal to
amalgamate. It engaged consultants, Iris Research, to carry
out a Community Engagement Survey, via telephone,
online survey, hard copy, and staff survey. Residents
preferences were directed towards four options. The results
showed that more than half of all residents surveyed (54.3%)
favoured the standalone option. A merger between
Willoughby, Lane Cove and North Sydney was chosen by
18.7% and with North Sydney alone, 15.8% . When the
preferred option was removed, 50.8% favoured a merger with
North Sydney.
A Citizens Panel Report was also prepared. 22 residents
were accepted to join the panel and met for 13 hours between
4 and 13 June. The panel recommended against
amalgamation. Details of the report and the panel’s
recommendations can also be viewed on the IPART website.
There was much criticism of the tight time frame and of
the IPART methodology. particularly of the notion that
councils had to conform to a minimum size. This in spite of
the fact that Sydney councils are vastly larger than those in
the OECD.The average for OECD councils was 27,224, while
the average population of the 41 Sydney councils is 104,493.
Only two councils were smaller than the OECD average. The
push for large councils appears to be coming from
developers, who would prefer to have to deal with fewer
councils.
After public consultation, the IPART Chair advised that a
major criterion of Fitness, scale and capacity, is beyond a
minimum population size. It is about the ability of a council
to deliver quality services and infrastructure at an affordable
level and representing the diverse needs of the community.
Willoughby Council again engaged consultants to assess
scale and capacity.

They demonstrated that Willoughby meets the criterion of
strategic capacity:
• has one of the most robust revenue bases of any council in
NSW
• has demonstrated ability to execute major projects e.g. The
Concourse which made a net profit in 2014 of $600,000
• has a full range of skilled staff
• demonstrates knowledge, creativity and innovation
• has advanced skills in strategic planning and policy
development
• undertakes effective regional collaboration
• is a responsible and capable partner for government
agencies
• the Better Services Review undertaken over 18 months
identifies Willoughby as having the resources to cope with
complex and unexpected change
• has a history of stable and responsible political and
managerial leadership.

Legislative Council Inquiry into Local
Government Amalgamations
An Upper House inquiry has been set up, supported by Labor,
The Greens, the Christian Democrats and the Shooters and
Fishers, which all oppose forced amalgamation.
Only the Liberals and the Nationals have not spoken out
about forced amalgamation, however they do not have the
numbers in the parliament to force mergers on unwilling
councils.For the Inquiry’s Terms of Reference see
www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/localgovernment.
The Inquiry is conducting an online questionnaire for people
to have their say. The deadline is 19 July 2015. Go to:
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r//QLMRKCJ
The deadline for formal written submissions has passed.
Local groups and community members can make
submissions to IPART about their council’s submission.
The deadline is Friday 31 July 2015. Go to ipart.nsw.gov.au
or email to ipart@ipart.nsw.gov.au
The Legislative Council Inquiry will hold public hearings
in Parliament House on Mondays July 27 and August 10 and
24.

Willoughby Council Organisational Restructure
For the last 18 months Council has been conducting a Better
Services Review. An outcome of this review is a restructure at
managerial level, which it is anticipated will result in savings
of $2million p/a from 2016/2017.
Council’s 27 managerial positions were regarded as excessive
when council was compared with comparable councils. All 27
managers have been offered redundancies and are able to
apply for reorganised and in some cases, newly created
positions.
In the restructure, the Open Space Branch has disappeared
while Bushland Management moves into Sustainability
Branch under a new Planning and Infrastructure Director.
This begs the question: who is responsible for the
management of the many parks which are not bushland or
sports fields, and of nature strips which are an important
component of the city’s landscape and its biodiversity?
The proposed structure and an outline of roles can be viewed
at http://www.willoughby.nsw.gov.au/
DownloadDocument.ashx?DocumentID=11231
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NCC 60th anniversary

AGL’s PEL 2 CSG Exploration licence covers 668,102
hectares, stretching from the Illawarra and Southern
Highlands, over Western Sydney, up to Wiseman’s Ferry. It
blankets the catchment and vital water infrastructure - nine
dams, the Nepean, Cataract, Warragamba, Mangrove Creek,
Mooney Mooney, Lower Mooney Mooney, Woronora,
Cordeaux and Avon, and the Wingecaribee Reservoir, Fitzroy
Falls Reservoir and Mangrove Creek Weir. It includes parts of
Bowral, Welby, Balmoral, through to Warragamba
The PEL2 licence was first issued by the John Fahey
Coalition Government in 1993, renewed twice , first by Eddie
Obeid, then by Ian MacDonald.
Community opposition to CSG put pressure on the Coalition
Governments of Barry O’Farrell and Mike Baird. The pre2011 election promise by then Coalition Opposition leader
Barry O’Farrell, that if elected, he would ban mining in NSW
drinking water catchments, would have won him many votes.
His famous ‘No ifs, no buts, a guarantee’ was soon broken
once he gained office and community opposition to CSG
gathered strength, led by groups such as Stop CSG Illawarra,
Stop CSG Sydney and Lock the Gate. More recently Our
Land, Our Water Our Future and many other environmental
groups have joined the campaign.

Terania Creek, circa 1979
On July 2nd, the Nature Conservation Council of NSW
(NCC) celebrated its 60th birthday.
NCC was established in July 1955 to give the strong
emerging conservation movement a united voice and to
engage constructively with governments of all persuasions.
Before NCC there were no national Parks and Wildlife
Services, no Environment Protection Authority, no Land and
Environment Court, and no marine parks.
Before NCC, nature in this state was being pillaged on an
industrial scale. Logging and land clearing were largely
uncontrolled, rain forests were clear-felled, wildlife was
being decimated and mining companies recklessly destroyed
our extraordinary wild places. Threatened species had few
protections and there were far fewer limits on industrial
pollution.
The achievements of the environment movement in NSW
over the past 60 years are a tribute to the hard work, vision
and tenacity of the many thousands of people who have had
the courage to be a voice for nature.
Happy Birthday NCC, for being a voice for nature in
NSW since 1955.

CSG licences in drinking water
catchment cancelled
The threat of CSG exploration and extraction in Sydney’s
drinking water catchments is gone - for now - with the
announcement by the NSW Government on 6 July, that it
would buy back the coal seam gas (CSG) petroleum
exploration licence from AGL that covers Sydney’s water
catchment.
This is a huge win for all those who have been
campaigning over the last four years to protect the catchment,
and a win for all of us that a major threat to our drinking
water has been removed.

Opposition to CSG exerted a strong influence on the Baird
government, which lost the seat of Ballina to The Greens in
this year’s state election. It only just retained the seat of
Northern Rivers, signalling a wake-up call to the National
Party that they should start representing their constituents
wishes.
The government initiated a ‘review’ of CSG licensing and
made public money available for a CSG licence buy-back
scheme. Several licences, including PEL 463, which covered
the Sydney metropolitan area, were bought back before the
state election.
However until the government legislates for a ban on CSG in
the catchment, the future of our water supplies is not secure.
Jess Moore, spokesperson for CSG Illawarra, says that
without permanent protection of our drinking water, ‘new
licences can be issued that put our drinking water at risk.’
She said communities across NSW will fight until a ban is in
place.
‘We also need to know just how much of our tax dollars are
being spent on buying back these licences - essentially a
correction of past mistakes - because that’s money not being
spent on schools and hospitals. There is provision under the
Petroleum (Onshore) Act 1991 to cancel without
compensation.’
AGL, like Origin, is getting the message that the future does
not lie in fossil fuels. It says it is divesting ‘non-core and
poorly performing assets and activities’. It will surrender
PEL 4 and PEL 267 in the Hunter Valley, but it will retain its
licence for the Gloucester Gas Project, despite waste water
disposal problems. It will also retain the Camden Gas Project
in southwest Sydney, despite multiple leaks and its proximity
to houses and schools. It will not proceed with the Northern
expansion of the Camden Project.
The fight is not over. For now, the biggest threat to our
drinking water catchments is coal.
Adapted from Pip Hinman, Stop CSG Sydney, in Green Left
Weekly, 14/7/2015
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Welcome draft change to NSW
Government mining policy

Unwelcome Federal approval of new coal
mine

The day after the cancellation of the CSG licences, the NSW
Planning Minister, Rob Stokes, announced a change to the
government’s contentious mining policy.
The draft amendment seeks to remove the provisions that
make resource significance the principal consideration when
determining a mining application. This means that social,
environmental and economic considerations would all have
equal footing under the rules.
The ‘resource significance’ clause of the State planning
policy for mining is an unfair coal mine approval regulation
that was put in place by former Minister Chris Hartcher. It is
widely believed that the regulation was introduced at the
request of Rio Tinto after the NSW Supreme Court knocked
back the company’s proposed Warkworth coal mine
expansion, which threatens the community of Bulga.
Hartcher’s unfair rule change ensured that mining company
profits trump the public interest when a decision is made on a
coal mine project - no matter how big the impact on
biodiversity or local communities, the decision-maker had to
prioritise the economic significance of the coal.

Environment Minister Greg Hunt has just approved the
massive Watermark coal mine, owned by the giant Chinese
state-owned corporation, Shenhua. The mine is located on the
Liverpool Plains, in the electorate of the Agriculture Minister
Barnaby Joyce.

Please thank Rob Stokes. By doing the right thing he is
going against the powerful mining lobby and doing what the
community has called for ever since former Minister Hartcher
introduced the preeminence of resource significance.
Call him on his Ministerial phone number (02) 8574 6707.
Let his staff know you are calling in relation to the proposed
changes to the mining SEPP and that you fully support his
intervention to restore balance for communities and the
environment.
Minister Stokes decision to change the unfair policy could be
vital for the community of Bulga in the Hunter Valley, which
has fought Rio Tinto’s mega mine expansion for over six
years.
Prepare a submission
Speed is of the essence. The draft policy is only on exhibition
until Tuesday 21 July, allowing for a two-week consultation
period. There is already massive fight back from the mining
industry, so community submissions and support for the
minister are vital.
To help with your submission, Lock the Gate has prepared a
rough submission guide which is available online at:
http://www.lockthegate.org.au/bring_back_some_balance
Make sure you clearly state that you SUPPORT the proposed
changes, i.e. removal of clause 12AA of the SEPP and hope
that this change occurs quickly after 21 July. (Bulga residents
are dependent on this. The Minister has proposed this change
prior to a final decision by the Planning Assessment
Commission on the mine and the future of Bulga.)
It would also be a good idea to provide a copy of your
submission to office@stokes.minister,nsw.gov.au and also to
the Premier at:http://www.nsw.gov.au/your-government/
contact-premier-new-south-wales
As well as Rio Tinto’s Warkworth mine, Wollongong coal has
applied to expand its Russell Vale coal mine under Sydney’s
drinking water catchment. If Minister Stokes’decision
becomes policy it means our water catchment will no longer
be considered less important than the profits of a mining
company.
Information from Lock the Gate and the Nature Conservation
Council of NSW

Local farmers, who crop the nation’s most productive soils,
are opposed to the mine because of its potential to affect the
groundwater that their farms depend on. They are furious
that Joyce, as their local member, has been unable to stop the
mine. So far all the attention has been on water. Curiously,
nobody has mentioned the health effects from the pollution
the mine would bring, nor the impact of coal dust on crops.
Minister Hunt says apologetically that he had no option but to
approve the mine, he relied on the best scientific minds in the
country etc etc. He says no mine has had more conditions
placed on its development and if there are any impacts, work
will be stopped immediately. He doesn’t seem to get it that if
the aquifers the farmers are so worried about are breached,
then any action will be too late.
However Federal approval is not the last word. Before any
mining starts a mining licence has to be issued by the NSW
Government. By the time that happens, New England could
have a new Member of Parliament. Tony Windsor is so
incensed by the approval of the mine, he is thinking of
standing for Parliament again.
The NSW Government is not sounding too sympathetic to the
pleas of the farmers. Mike Baird is also trotting out the expert
advice from the ‘best scientific minds’ line. No doubt he is
looking forward to the mine royalties. Could the Chinese Free
Trade Agreement also be lurking in the background.
The farmers are vowing to do all in their power, including
taking legal action, to stop the mine. Something Tony
Windsor would be pleased to help with as he was the person
who was behind the introduction of the ‘water trigger’ in
mine assessment.

Community involvement in renewable
energy
Willoughby Council recently hosted a seminar run by the
NSW Government Office of Environment and Heritage,
which facilitates the involvement of community organisations
in setting up renewable energy projects in which the public
can invest.
Several case studies were presented, the achievements of
which were truly inspiring.
Clean energy for eternity is based in Tathra on the NSW
south coast and has been in existence for ten years. During
that time it has
• equipped many community buildings in SE NSW with
solar PV including 20 RFS stations, 6 surf lifesaving
clubs, 3 churches and 4 other community buildings (with
funds raised by big swims and other community
challenges they organised.)
• built a 30 KW solar farm in Tathra - a joint project with
Bega Valley Shire Council
• organised two successful solar bulk buy projects in SE
NSW
• hosted countless public meetings on climate change
across SE NSW and in Sydney’s Northern Beaches and
Lower North Shore
continued on p9
8

Community renewable energy (continued)

Wrecking ball in hand, Abbott changes
tack on clean energy

Clean energy for eternity has also created the social
enterprise ClearSky Solar Investments which provides
opportunities for people without access to a suitable roof to
nonetheless invest in solar.
CEFE has made numerous submissions to government
inquiries and shared in the initiatives of other groups to
advance renewable energy. It has been 3 times runner-up for a
Eureka prize.

Lane Crockett
Business Spectator 15 July 2015

How did they do it?
In May 2006 orthopaedic surgeon Dr Matthew Nott invited
the Bega valley community to make a human sign. Over 3000
people (10% of the population) wrote “CleanEnergy for
Eternity” and “Imagine” on Tathra Beach.
A movement was launched! Public meetings were held across
SE NSW and in Sydney’s Mosman and Manly. A number of
councils committed to 50/50 by 2020 - a 50% reduction by
2020 and renewable energy being 50% of the mix by that
year.
Now in 2015, CEFE is still on the job, working in local
communities to tame the avalanche of information concerning
the technology, economics and regulatory framework of
renewable energy and come up with practical steps that
communities can take to participate in the renewable energy
revolution.
You can join or make a donation to CEFE.
Visit their website: www.cleanenergyforeternity.net.au
Another amazing case study was about the Sydney
Renewable Power Company, presented by spokesperson
Allegra Spender. The company was set up by half a dozen
committed young professionals whose day jobs are in very
different fields. Nevertheless they are obviously very cluey,
with good connections.
Sydney Renewable Power Company
• The company is an ethical investment opportunity that
allows the people of Sydney to invest in local renewable
energy for financial, environmental and social returns.
• Its first project is a solar photovoltaic (solar PV) rooftop
installation at the redeveloped Sydney International
Convention Centre.
• The ~500KW of power generated by the installation on
the rooftop will be consumed on-site. The size equates
to the power needs of more than 100 houses.
• During 2015 Sydney Renewable Power Company will
offer shares to the general public.
• The company thinks it is a particularly great opportunity
for apartment dwellers and renters to get involved in
helping more renewable energy take place in their city,
given that they don’t have the opportunity to install their
own panels.
• The target return for investors is 4-5% per annum over
the life of the investment, expected to be fully franked. It
is underpinned by a 25-year contract.
For more information, email info@sydneyrenewable.com or
visit sydneyrenewable.com.au
If you would like information about other projects or about
starting one, contact the Office of Environment and Heritage
co-ordinator for the Hunter and Central Coast, Gordon Fraser.
Email: gordonfraser@environment.nsw.gov.au or (02)4908
6844.

!
This Moir cartoon, SMH 14/7/2015 complements Lane
Crockett’s article perfectly.
The Abbott Government’s assault on clean energy changed
tack this week as they move on from limiting new investment
and switched focus to attempting to manage where new
investment will come from and who will benefit most.
Let’s review the clean energy landscape after 18 months
under the regime of the Abbott Government. The carnage is
best described by a rubbish skip full of policies and agencies
designed to support new investment in clean energy.
Discards include:
•
•
•
•

the Climate Commission;
a price on carbon;
a third of the Renewable Energy Target;
much of the funding budget for the Australian Renewable
Energy Agency (ARENA)

And it would have been much worse save for the long and
persistent defence by environment and health groups, the
clean energy industry and concerned communities.
Having finished its almost complete annihilation of all things
green, the prime Minister boldly declared: “This is a
government which supports renewables” and the
Environment Minister, Greg Hunt, followed suit with “I love
renewable energy”.
These seemingly bizarre statements are indicative of a
predetermined change in course. The government has limited
new investment as much as it can, now it’s time to determine
who will get the spoils of what’s left.
The Clean Energy Finance Corporation, or CEFC, the
‘untouchables’, are under attack again. Having set an
unrealistic and unfair target for their lending returns, the
government is now trying to dictate which technologies
should receive assistance. While it is well-known that the
government is keen to abolish the CEFC, it can be used as a
vehicle to direct investment in one direction or another and
thereby benefit one sector of the industry or another.
continued on p10
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One of the CEFC’s mandates is to address market failures
which reduce competition and investment in the clean energy
sector and therefore, by reducing its efficiency, the
government can manipulate who are the likely benefactors. A
closer look under the bonnet suggests that the new investment
mandate may not simply be about killing wind and small
solar, but could be about directing investments to more
favoured sectors. The reduced Renewable Energy Target, or
RET, will only be successful for small players if the larger
utilities enter into long-term purchase agreements, thereby
underpinning the financing to build the projects. If the larger
utilities don’t play ball then, without the CEFC, the power
remains concentrated in a handful of larger utilities, that
market will also be less competitive.

knowingly exposing its citizens to danger and is in
breach of its duty to care for its citizens.
Dutch civil laws are much more specific in their terms
than Australian laws. In arguing the duty of care
Urgenda relied on a number of legal instruments
including:
the international obligation on States to abide
by the ‘no-harm’ principle;
formal international obligations, which are a
‘common responsibility’ of all nations;
an Article of the Dutch Constitution which
provides that ‘[i]t shall be the concern of the
authorities to keep the country habitable and to
protect and improve the environment’ (Article
21); and

Whether the new direction taken by the government is driven
by ideology or by sticking with its friends, the one thing we
know is that it won’t be in the best interests of the clean
energy sector or the consumer.

provisions in the European Convention on
Human Rights, which provide, respectively, a
right to life and a right to respect for private and
family life (Articles 2 and 8). This Convention is
formally binding in Dutch law.

Lane Crockett is a former executive general manager
(Australia) of Pacific Hydro

NSW EDO
Defending the environment
Advancing the law

Urgenda argued that climate change poses a real and
dangerous threat and this was evidenced by both
international consensus and the fact that the Dutch
government had admitted to Urgenda the danger of
climate change and the inadequacy of their response.
Urgenda also argued the international consensus is that
a lack of action on climate change will be more costly in
the future than actions taken now to prevent dangerous
climate change.
Articles 2 and 8 of the European Convention on Human
Rights have previously been found to impose a
requirement on European Governments to protect their
citizens by preventing damage caused by
environmental pollution. Urgenda argued that the same
provisions impose a requirement on the Dutch
Government to protect its citizens from climate change
impacts.
While similar litigation is now apparently being
contemplated by Belgium (another civil law jurisdiction)
and Norway, Australians are wondering what they can
do.

!

Court sets emission reduction targets for
Dutch Government
By EDO NSW Principal Solicitor Sue Higginson
In landmark climate change litigation the Dutch Government has
been ordered to cut its greenhouse gas emissions by 25% within 5
years.

A Dutch Court in the Hague has set the Dutch
Government’s targets by court order. In contrast,
Australia will set its climate change (emission reduction)
targets through the Cabinet of the Australian
Government. They are set to be announced next month
in July.
The Dutch case came about because 886 Dutch
citizens, through an organisation called Urgenda, took
the Dutch Government to Court and argued that by not
acting to prevent climate change, it is liable for

The common law system in Australia is much more
nuanced than the relatively straight-forward Dutch civil
law model. Also, in Australia there is no overarching
domestic incorporation of international human rights
laws as there is in the Dutch Constitution. The specific
precedents from the European Convention on Human
Rights do not apply to the Australian Court context.
Additionally, there is no constitutionally imposed general
duty of care on the Government in Australia for
environmental protection, as in the Dutch Constitution.
Despite these limitations and jurisdictional differences,
EDO NSW will continue to explore a range of legal
avenues and options and commence climate change
litigation proceedings on behalf of the Australian
community.
This groundbreaking case has drawn significant
attention to climate change, community and law.
EDO, 15/7/2015
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Climate heading off cliff, but Coalition
wants to review law of gravity
By Sophie Vorath on 7 July 2015

Reneweconomy

As the global scientific community gathers in Paris for a fourday climate conference - a pre-COP21 meeting that will focus
on moving from present knowledge to future solutions scientists in Australia are stuck dealing with a federal
government which is still questioning the basics of global
warming science.
A group of 13 Australian scientists have offered to meet with
the two Liberal members behind the retrograde push - Denis
Jensen MP and Senator Chris Back, both from WA - to brief
them on the latest science on climate change and gently
remind them that they are, well, simply wrong.
But they are rapidly losing patience with these increasingly
fringe views, particularly from the likes of politicians like
Jensen who, despite a background in physics, and a desire to
be Science Minister, has been stubbornly opposing climate
action since theme of the Howard government.
To Professor Leslie Hughes, a climate ecologist and one of
those scientists offering to bring Jensen up to date, it’s a
frustrating and frightening situation.
“It’s a little bit like we’re all on a bus accelerating downhill
towards a cliff and there’s one person on the bus who says,
well look we need to understand the physics of gravity before
we put the brakes on the bus”, she told ABC radio in a recent
interview.
“We’ve understood the physics of the greenhouse effect since
1824, we’ve understood the relationship between burning
fossil fuels and the earth’s temperatures since 1896 - and
we’ve had an awful lot of science since then” Hughes said.
“The rest of the world stopped debating this issue a long time
ago and it’s about time we did too.
“We’re in a bus hurtling towards the precipice, and scientists
and many other people around the world are trying to avoid
us going off the cliff. It’s about time we put the brakes on.”
But as Hughes also concedes, there’s little point trying to
convince the Jensens of this world. As fellow Australian
scientist and Nobel laureate Peter Doherty put it recently:

“All scientists are comfortable with skepticism. But the
difference between skepticism and denial is that the skeptic
engages. If you are a skeptic, you talk to other researchers,
you look at the data. If you’re in denial you simply reject
everything that’s being published.”
Meanwhile a new report from a collective of global leaders
and economic experts has stressed the economic importance
of acting on climate change, arguing that greater policy
ambition will be as much an economic boon as a vital
foundation for future lower-carbon growth.
The report, released by the Global Commission on the
Economy and Climate on Tuesday, identifies 10 specific areas
where international climate co-operation could ‘drive further
economic growth’, including developing carbon pricing and
supporting renewable energy and energy efficiency - just two
of the policy areas where the Abbott government has taken
Australia backwards over the past three years.
“Momentum is building towards the inevitable clean
economic transition, and 2015 offers an unprecedented
opportunity for business and governments to seize the
opportunities this creates,’ the report says.
“Crucial investments will be made over the next 15 years in
the world’s cities, land use and energy systems. They have the
potential to generate multiple benefits for economic growth,
human development and the environment; or they could lock
countries into high carbon pathways, with severe economic
and climatic consequences.”
In Canada on Sunday, more than 10,000 people - including
representatives of labour unions, First Nations, anti-poverty
and faith groups, health workers and immigration rights
activists - gathered in Toronto in a protest calling for a
paradigm-shift in how climate change is addressed - namely,
to treat it as the emergency it is.
And in the UK, HRH Prince Charles called for ‘profound
changes” to the world’s financial systems, warning the
business-as-usual approach was failing to step up to the
challenge of tackling climate change.
Speaking at the release of a report by the University of
Cambridge’s Institute for Sustainable Leadership (CISL) Rewiring the Economy: Ten tasks, ten years - the heir to
the British throne warned that the “irresistable power” of
business-as-usual has so far “defeated every attempt to
‘rewire’our economic system in ways that will deliver what
we so urgently need.”

WEPA Office Bearers and Committee 2015

This cartoon was not part of Sophie Vorath’s article, but it
complements it beautifully. (Ed)
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