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Willoughby Environmental Protection Association

Next Meeting:

Tuesday 17

May 2016

Glenaeon School Hall, Edinburgh Road, Castlecrag
(between Charles and Edith Streets and opposite The Parapet)

8pm

THE LAST SEA TREASURE
You are invited to a film screening of an exploration of the Coral Sea, the cradle of
the Great Barrier Reef and one of the last places on Earth where ocean giants still
thrive.
This is a very topical film given the revelations that 93% of the Great Barrier Reef has suffered coral
bleaching, a phenomenon which has even affected corals in Sydney Harbour.

Upcoming NSW Bio Review community forums
Don’t miss one of these forums organised by the Nature Conservation Council of NSW and Total
Environment Centre to discuss the draconian draft legislation and to help you formulate your response.
Forums will be held on the North Shore (18 May), Northern Beaches (19 May) and in Sydney CBD,
Eastern Suburbs, Gymea, Parramatta and Manly, all dates to be confirmed. To register for the North
Shore (Crows Nest) and Northern Beaches forums, see page 2.
Analysis and submission guides are being prepared by TEC/NCC and EDO NSW. We will email
these to you if you are unable to attend one of the meetings.
INSIDE
Backtracking on Biodiversity, p3; En route to extinction, p5; Government threatens environment
groups, p6; Centennial Coal in court, p7; Wildlife Willoughby, p8; Haven Amphitheatre, p8;
Budget ignores climate change, p9; Break Free, p10; Pollution Free Politics, p10; Transitioning to
clean energy, p11; Container Deposit Scheme victory, p12.

Willoughby Environmental Protection Association, WEPA, Inc, Box 4263, Castlecrag, 2068, wepa.org.au
A member of the Nature Conservation Council of NSW
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Diary Dates
NSW Bio Review Community Forums
To register for the North Shore forum
(6.30pm, 18 May), please go to: https://
www.eventbrite.com.au/e/nsw-biodiversitydraft-legislation-community-forum-sydneynorth-shore-tickets-25334548316
To register for the Northern Beaches
forum (6.30pm, 19 May), please go to: https://
www.eventbrite.com.au/e/nsw-biodiversitydraft-legislation-community-forum-sydneynorthern-beaches-tickets-25335601466
Guringai Festival 2016
Friday 27 May to Tuesday 12 July
A celebration of Aboriginal Culture and Heritage, now
in its 16th year.
The Festival involves 11 Northern Sydney Councils and
many government, reconciliation and community
organisations.
Events include:
Film screening: “Spear”, with Bangarra dancers and
score by David Page. 6.30-8.30pm Thursday 2 June,
Chatswood Library on the Concourse.

Contemporary Bush Tucker Cooking
Workshop 10am - 12pm, Saturday 4 June
at the Dougherty Centre, Chatswood. $10, bookings
essential.

Aboriginal Cultural Bushwalk 10am-12pm,
Sunday 19 June, Rotary Athletic Field car park,
Mowbray Rd, Lane Cove West.

Gundhay Art: Native Floristry Workshop,
2pm-4pm, Saturday 2 July, Incinerator Art
Space, Small Street Willoughby. $35, Bookings
essential.

Life Drawing with Jannawi Dance Clan
Girls, Gapala Yunupingu & Bianka Martin,
2pm-4pm, Saturday 25 June. Incinerator Art
Space, Willoughby.

For more information on events in
Willoughby visit
www.willoughby.nsw.gov.au.
For the full Guringai program of events
across all 11 councils, visit
www.guringaifestival.com.au

Talks @ Willoughby
On Track: In search of the Bundian Way by
John Blay 12.30pm, Tuesday 7 June.
Chatswood Library on Concourse, Victoria Avenue,
Chatswood. Free.
John Blay talks about his book, combining bushwalking
and Australian history, to help rediscover a pathway
between Mt Kosciusko and Twofold Bay on NSW far
south coast. The 360km pathway was used by
Indigenous Australians long before European
settlement. The Bundian Way is now Heritage listed.
Bookings essential at www.willoughby.nsw.gov.au/
Library/

Other council activities
Includes: Moonlight Meander, 13 May; Early
Morning Birdwatch, 22 May; Pre-schoolers Bush
Scramble, 8 June; Aboriginal Cultural Bushwalk, 19
June; Castlecrag Coastal Walk, 23 June. Bookings
essential. For information see Diary Dates at
www.willoughby.nsw.gov.au

Meet the Candidates
June 21, 2016, Dougherty Centre, Victor
Street, Chatswood.
Hear what the candidates for the Electorate of North
Sydney, in the forthcoming federal election, have to say.
Organised by the Federation of Willoughby Progress
Associations.

WEPA Executive and Committee
2016
President
Gay Spies
Vice President
Cotter Erickson
Secretary
Dr Meredith Foley
Treasurer
Diana Jones
Publicity Officer Christina Pender
Committee
Geoff Osborne,
Harold Spies
It is a great pleasure to welcome our new Honorary
Secretary, Dr Meredith Foley. Meredith has been
WEPA’s representative on the WCC Heritage Advisory
Committee. She has also been a regular and
knowledgeable helper on our plant stalls and has her
own wonderful native garden. She is an enthusiastic
birdwatcher.
Note: The newsletter is compiled by Gay Spies.The
views expressed are hers. Your contributions are always
welcome and lighten the editor’s load.
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State Government backtracks on
Biodiversity
The Baird Government quietly released its new draft
Biodiversity package on 2 May, while everyone was
concentrating on the Federal Budget. It’s no wonder it
hoped it would escape people’s notice.
Rachel Walmsley, Policy and Law Reform Director for
EDO NSW, says ‘The Government’s proposed
biodiversity legislative and policy package removes
many of NSW’s long-held environmental protections,
and represents a serious backward step for
environmental law and policy in NSW.’
At the last state election the Government promised to
reform biodiversity laws and committed to axing the
Native Vegetation Act 2003, which has limited land
clearing in rural areas, It did not apply in urban areas.
During the consultation process, many community
meetings were organised and finally there was a formal
withdrawal of peak environment groups from
consultations with the Office of Environment and
Heritage,.They declared process had been overtaken by
“radicals” in the National Party. The peak groups said
“ it is now clear that the government is on a course to
pursue development at high environmental cost.”
The new package of legislation includes a new
Biodiversity Conservation Bill, a Local Land Services
Amendment Bill, and information about proposed
clearing codes. this package is designed to replace the
Native Vegetation Act, the Threatened Species
Conservation Act, the Nature Conservation Trust Act
and parts of the National Parks and Wildlife Act.
Concerns expressed by the EDO include greatly
increased land clearing under self-assessable codes, no
requirement to maintain or improve biodiversity (which
was a requirement of the Native Vegetation Act), water
quality, soil and salinity, an increased reliance on
flexible (and indirect) offsets, wide discretion of consent
authorities to apply the results of the Biodiversity
Assessment Method (BAM), reduced public
transparency, and unclear responsibility for who will
actually do any compliance and enforcement.
The resourcing and expertise of Local Land Services to
administer native vegetation regulation is also in
question. Not only are legal protections significantly
weakened, but any potential biodiversity gains are
dependent on funding decisions and not guaranteed in
legislation. (EDO Bulletin 3 May 2016)

Mapping
The new Native Vegetation Regulatory Map
will underpin the new land management
framework under the Local Land Services Act.
For native vegetation clearing, land is mapped
as exempt, regulated or excluded.
Category 1 (exempt land): Clearing of native
vegetation is exempt from the new land
management framework
Category 2 (regulated land):Defined low-risk
native vegetation clearing activities that are
part of routine land management will not
require a formal approval or notification to
Local Land Services.
Four Land Management Codes of Practice
will allow landholders to undertake clearing
that supports more productive farming methods
and systems, while responding to environmental risks. In some cases permanent setaside areas will be required to improve
biodiversity. (To this editor, these sound like a
very big can of worms).
Areas not covered by the Native Vegetation
Regulatory Map.
The Department of Planning and Environment
will develop a State Environmental Planning
Policy (SEPP) and a comprehensive model
Development Control Plan (DCP) for land
where the native Vegetation Regulatory Map
does not apply. This land will include all
Sydney local government areas and land
across the state in urban zones, E2, E3 and
E4 zones and R5 zones under Local
Environmental Plans.
Some farmers have complained that the maps
are not ready and may not be available until
next year.
However the whole mapping issue is
controversial because of revelations that
clearing in rural areas has been occurring six
times faster than detected by the Office of
Environment and Heritage (OEH) and most
offsets used to compensate for vegetation
destruction merely preserve existing
conservation areas, according to unpublished
research by leading biodiversity Expert Philip
Gibbons from the ANU.
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His findings, based on satellite data, record clearing of
81,000 hectares in NSW from 2007-2011. However the
OEH approved only 12,480 hectares for clearing, with or
without offsets. Associate Professor Gibbons says that
no-one in the OEH is aware of this.

clearing laws and in 2013 introduced amendments
which allowed for a huge increase in broad-scale
clearing.

According to a report by Peter Hannam (SMH
16-17/1/2016) there is a ‘simmering feud within OEH
over how to map the very vegetation that needs to be
preserved’.
Lake Macquarie Council was so concerned about the
quality of new automated mapping that was being
foisted on them by OEH that it commissioned a report
by a respected ecologist to check how well it compared
with the actual plants on the ground in the Upper
Hunter Valley. This found that the mapping of individual
plant communities was only 17% accurate and
“inherently useless for regional and landscape planning
or environmental assessment.”

The OEH says its mapping has improved, however it
appears from Prof Gibbons research that it is only aware
of the extent of cleared land that it has approved and
ignorant of a huge amount of what would appear to be
illegal clearing.
Minister for Environment, Mark Speakman would not
comment until after he had read Prof. Gibbons paper.
Kate Smolski, CEO of NCC, said that
“Mr Baird has been asleep at the wheel on
environmental policy, allowing his Nationals and the
agribusiness lobby to open up more wildlife habitat for
land clearing, endangering healthy soils and pure water
supplies.” “ under his new (offsets) system developers
will be allowed to put money into a fund and then let

Land clearing in Queensland post 2013

Now just as the NSW Government is relaxing its laws
on vegetation removal, at the same time saying, ‘we
won’t be like Queensland’, the current Queensland
Government has recognised the devastation created by
Newman’s laws and intends to reverse most of the 2013
amendments, as well as extending protection to three
additional catchments to reduce run-off onto the Great
Barrier Reef. The laws will also be retrospective to
prevent panic clearing.
(Megan Evans, The Conversation,10/5/2016)

Please attend one of the NCC/TEC
community forums. When the analyses and
submission guides are available we will
forward them to help you with your
submissions.
See also the Stand Up for Nature new
website - www.standupfornature.org.au
and the TEC video_www.youtube.com/
watch?v=s0vV58gptOw

rip.”
Lessons from Queensland
Queensland has been held up as THE example of bad
environmental laws.
Changes to land- clearing laws in 2007 were supposed to
end broad-scale clearing in that state. In 2012 Premier
Campbell Newman was elected on a promise to keep
tree- clearing laws in place. Soon afterwards, the
government announced it would ‘take an axe’ to tree-
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En route to extinction
The Federal Government has added 49 species to its
Threatened and Endangered Species lists under the
Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Conservation
Act. The latest listings include the brush-tailed bettong
(endangered), the three toed snake-toothed skink
(vulnerable), swift parrot (upgraded from endangered to
critically endangered), ghost bat, and several types of
orchid and albatross.
Australian Conservation Foundation campaigner Jess
Abrahams noted that the federal budget has provided no
new funding for the existing threatened species strategy,
meaning programs to bring animals such as the
Leadbetter;s possum back from the edge of extinction
were unable to be delivered.

Black-throated finch threatened by Adani Carmichael mine

The Golden-tailed Gecko is a threatened species from
Queensland’s Brigalow Belt, which is among Australia’s
most significant biodiversity hotspots. The Brigalow

Most species are threatened due to habitat loss.
Commercial activities that contribute to habitat loss are
ongoing. These include mining for coal and CSG, forest
logging, and vegetation-clearing, particularly in rural
areas.
The decline of the swift parrot is due to the failure of the
Tasmanian government to protect crucial habitat from
native forest logging, described as ‘ideological’ by
Australian Greens Senator Nick McKim.
The Great Glider whose habitat is the forests of East
Gippsland, is listed as vulnerable under the Federal
EPBC Act, but logging is exempt under the Act.
The ghost bat, newly listed as vulnerable, together with
two other bats listed - the large-eared horseshoe bat
(endangered) and Semon’s leaf-nosed bat (also
vulnerable) are all found near Cooktown in an area
subject to a mining proposal which the Queensland
government has yet t refer to the federal government for
assessment under the EPBC Acct.

Belt’s 36.4 million hectares stretch from Townsville to
northern NSW. It contains diverse ecosystems
dominated by dense woodlands of brigalow (Acacia
harpophylla) home to unique plants and animals. Only

Rio Tinto’s Mt Thorley mine threatens not only the
Hunter Valley village of Bulga and its inhabitants, but
also the Warkworth Sands Woodland, which had been
previously set aside as a buffer area between the mine
and the village. It is impossible to offset this ecological
community because it exists nowhere else. Rio Tinto is
still pursuing the expansion of the mine, in spite of its
previous agreement to retain the woodland and in spite
of the decline in the price of coal.
Proposed coal mines in Queensland, including Adani’s
Carmichael mine, would destroy the habitat of the
threatened black-throated finch. A condition of Federal
approval for the mine -offsetting of habitat - is
impossible since the best remaining habitat would be
impacted by the mine.

790,000 ha of brigalow ecosystems remain - just over
10% of the original extent. Sixteen out of 22 ecosystems
where brigalow is the dominant or co-dominant species
have less than 10% left, and even those are under threat.
Since the arrival of Europeans in the 1850s, 90% of the
brigalow has been cleared for crops and pasture.
Adapted from The Guardian 3/5/2016 and 7/5/20165

Deducting Democracy: Inquiry
report targets environmental
groups

“indispensable” for “representative and responsible
government”.
In responding to the provocative 25% requirement, the national
environmental groups have pointed out that the donating
public understands that protecting the environment is about
much more than planting trees. Education and advocacy
campaigns to help protect places like Kakadu, the Franklin
River and the Great Barrier reef, and stop massive coal mines,
are equally, if not more, important.
The Labor MPs on the committee rejected the proposed ”25
per cent rule” outright, saying in their dissenting report it
would in effect be a restriction on free political speech.
It is worth noting here that the inquiry received a huge number
of submissions - the vast majority of which were supportive of
environmental groups. The majority report itself recognised
the enormous contribution environment groups have played in
safeguarding Australia’s precious yet fragile environment,
protecting icons from the Great Barrier reef to the Franklin
River. In addition, the inquiry failed to uncover credible
evidence to justify removing the charitable status of any
environment group.

The Rock Island Bend image used in advertising
against the Franklin Dam’s construction.
Environmentalists say that this site would be a dam
today if not for peaceful protest, now under threat.
Image: Peter Dombrovskis
“.. it should be noted that it was due to
environmental activists, through their efforts and
through the use of a blockade, that major
environmental disasters have been prevented” Mr
Jason Wood, Coalition MP, Report - Inquiry into
the Register of Environmental organisations, April
2016
Last week, during the federal Budget fanfare, the report the
House of Representatives Inquiry into the Register of
Environmental Organisations was tabled quietly in
parliament. Some of its recommendations are constructive and
look at streamlining the system for administration of tax
deductible status for environmental groups first established in
the early 1990s.
Two of its recommendations, however, stand out for their
ideological intent and represent a troubling trend towards
hobbling Australia’s environmental movement.
The Register of Environmental Organisations administers the
process of providing eligible environmental groups with
Deductible Gift Recipient (DGR) status. Some groups rely on
DGR donations for the majority of their income, so removal of
this status could have disastrous impacts on their ability to run
effective campaigns to protect the environment in the future.
The majority inquiry report recommends (Recommendation
5) that, in order to maintain their DGR status, environmental
groups should limit the time applied to advocacy and meet an
arbitrary requirement to spend 25% of donor funds on
‘environmental remediation’ work (eg tree planting or cleaning
litter from waterways).
The strong implication of this recommendation is that
advocacy and education is in some way an illegitimate purpose
for environmental groups with DGR status. There is , however,
a clear legal precedent for the status quo. The High Court
ruled in 2010 that groups with tax-deductible status have the
right to engage in political debate and advocacy. The judgment
described the freedom to speak out on political issues as

Despite these favourable views, however, the majority inquiry
report, in Recommendation 6, goes on to champion the
imposition of administrative sanctions and fines for those
environmental groups with DGR status that “encourage,
support, promote, or endorse illegal or unlawful activity
undertaken by employees, members, or volunteers of the
organisation without formal connections to the organisation”.
Peaceful protest and civil disobedience is an important part of
a healthy democracy, successful in saving many precious
places from the Franklin River to the Daintree Forest. This
point is acknowledged by committee member, Coalition MP
Jason Woods, who said in his report “it should be noted that it
was due to environmental activists, through their efforts and
through the use of a blockade, that major environmental

disasters have been prevented”.
This provision appears aimed in particular at stopping
protests and blockades, whether peaceful or not, against
such activities as logging, mining and gas extraction.
Mr Wood and Labor both criticised this proposal,
arguing it would be complex and burdensome to
reggae;ate, and hat current laws could already police
acts of violence and property damage by activists.
Environmental organisations play an important role in
civil society, keeping politicians and leaders in business
and industry accountable for their actions. Almost all
environmental decisions made in Australia have been the
result of this type of community advocacy. The ability
of the environment movement to advocate for and
contest ideas should be celebrated, not restricted.
The issues raised by the inquiry report reflect equally on
the future of environmental protection and the
democratic right to speak out against bad decisions.
The CEOs of the WWF, The Australian Conservation
Foundation, The Wilderness Society, Greenpeace
Australia Pacific, Friends of the Earth and the Nature
Conservation Council of NSW are campaigning against
the unjust inquiry recommendations. More details can be found
on their respective web pages.WEPA members can also

support the campaign by calling,emailing or tweeting
Greg Hunt and Malcolm Turnbull urging the rejection of
Recommendations 5 and 6 of the report.

Contact
Malcolm Turnbull:
Phone: (02) 9327 3988
Email: malcolm.turnbull.mp@aph.gov.au
Greg Hunt:
Phone: (03) 5979 3188
Email: Greg.Hunt.MP@aph.gov.au

by Meredith Foley

Court action to stop pollution of
Sydney’s drinking water
The group 4nature is taking Centennial Coal to the Land
and Environment Court to stop the Springvale coal mine
from polluting the Cox’s River.
“If the court action doesn’t stop the discharge of 19ML
per day of untreated toxic mine waste water, then the
law that’s supposed to prevent pollution of Sydney’s
drinking water is proven to be useless” says Keith Muir,
director of the Colong Foundation for Wilderness.
Last year the Planning and Assessment Commission
(PAC) approved the mine discharge, which is high in
nutrients, salt, metals and other contaminants, as part of
its approval of the Springvale in expansion. The toxic
waste water flows through the Greater Blue Mountains
World Heritage Area and then into Warragamba Dam,
from whence it forms part of Sydney’s water supply.
In a late development, Centennial Coal has lodged an
application with the Department of Planning and
Environment to remove the mine waste from the river
and send it to the Mt Piper Power Plant.
Once again it is efforts by concerned groups and citizens
that push companies into doing the right (or least worst)
thing. This proposal could have been part of Centennial
Coal’s recently approved mine expansion and saved a lot
of time, money and effort.
The Environmental Defenders Office (EDONSW), on
behalf of 4nature, is challenging the expansion, arguing
that the consent was in breach of s10 of NSW SEPP
(Sydney’s Drinking Water Catchment 2011) when it
approved the mine. It should not have given consent
unless it was satisfied that the carrying out of the
proposed development would have a neutral or
beneficial effect on water quality.
Centennial Coal has approval to pump 30 megalitres of
mine water per day into Sydney
’s catchment rivers.
If successful. this case would set a precedent to stop
other polluting development.
except for Australia…. “There are no international
examples of long wall mining operating in publicly
owned water catchments” NSW Chief Scientist Report
May 2014

EPA prosecution of Centennial
Coal’s Clarence Colliery
The Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) has
launched top-level prosecution of Centennial Coal for its
coal fines pollution of the Wollangambe River near
Lithgow.
The Wollangambe is the most popular canyoning river in
NSW and flows through the Greater Blue Mountains
World Heritage Area.
On July 2, 2015, the Clarence Colliery allowed a
massive spill in fine weather of coal fines into the
Wollangambe River. The spill covered 8 kilometres
inside the World Heritage listed Blue Mountains
National Park.
Conservation and bushwalking groups have called for
prosecution regarding this major spill of coal fines since
July last year.
The Colong Foundation for Wilderness’s director, Keith
Muir, said ‘Centennial Coal can’t keep out of court.
“This company is a serial polluter and environmental
abuser of the wonderful Gardens of Stone region”.
“Yesterday (9May) Centennial Coal was in court for its
Springvale mine allegedly polluting the Cox’s River,
today proceedings commence for a massive pollution
event on the Wollangambe River”.
Bushwalking groups have mapped the spill, collected
samples and reported their findings to the EPA, enabling
targeted removal of these deposits.
Nature Conservation Council of NSW CEO Kate
Smolski said “For decades Centennial Coal has been
dumping millions of litres of mine water effluent into the
Wollangambe River from its Clarence Colliery.
“Independent university research has revealed the
impact these discharges are having on the once pristine.
the OEH ha confirmed damage identified by the
university was caused by the mine effluent.
“The Wollangambe is dead for 15 kilometres
downstream of the discharge point compared to
unaffected tributaries or the river upstream from the coal
mine.
Most macroinvertebrates were gone, salinity was up,
temperature was up and there was ‘potentially lethal’
levels of heavy metals such as nickel. The NCC is
calling for the complete removal of this discharge as
well as the coal fines.”
The EPA is prosecuting Centennial Coal as a tier 1
offence, the most serious under the Protection of the
Environment Operations Act 1997 and with a maximum
penalty of $2,000,000 for a corporation.
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Wildlife Willoughby Community
Facebook page
Like natural environments world-wide, Willoughby’s
environment is subject to continual pressure from
development and its many detrimental effects such as
habitat loss, degradation and fragmentation resulting in
a loss of diversity in our local flora and fauna species –
issues that WEPA members will be all too familiar with.
A powerful way to combat these pressures is to
engage people with nature and awaken their concern
for the environment, to inspire personal responses and
a richer and deeper acquaintance with the details of
nature through observation, reporting and enjoyment.
The facts and figures of conservation alone, although
essential to conservation efforts, don’t always engage
people to the same extent.
With this goal in mind, a group of local friends launched
a “Wildlife Willoughby” community Facebook page in
2015. The site was created for people with a passion for
the native animals and plants of the Chatswood and
Willoughby sandstone country and we hope it also
inspires others to develop their passion for the local
environment.
The site provides a place for people to share:
photographs, sightings, photos and insights about their
favourite local bush animals and plants; local
environmental news, tips and stories; alerts about
workshops, walks and talks (including WEPA news);
and stories about environmental campaigns locally and
further afield.

Wildlife Willoughby stall at WCC Fauna Fair

The community of people who “Like” Wildlife
Willoughby continues to grow steadily, with a post
reach of 3,000 to 4,000 people per week. As the
readership grows we hope the number of people with
an informed interest in local environmental issues will
also continue to increase, lending much needed
support to the conservation efforts for our remaining
natural environment.
While the basics of setting up and running a Facebook
site such as Wildlife Willoughby are free there is the
opportunity to increase the reach of Facebook posts
through the use of paid “boosts” that help Facebook
posts reach a wider, targeted audience. To develop a

“boost fund” some of the Wildlife Willoughby founders
ran a successful stall at the recent Willoughby Fauna
Fair, selling greeting cards featuring local native flora
and fauna to raise funds to boost posts and help
increase the reach of information featured on the site.
Wildlife Willoughby invites you to join us online at
www.facebook.com/wildlifewilloughby to celebrate the
native animals, plants and environment of the
Chatswood and Willoughby sandstone country.
Wildlife Willoughby

by Meredith Foley

Haven Amphitheatre Saga Moves
Forward
Through it’s pre-budgetary process Willoughby City
Council has decided not to allocate funding in the
2016/17 financial year for the reconstruction of the
Amphitheatre stage and ancillary facilities. Rather it
has resolved that Council provide a maximum
allocation of $544,000 in 2017/2018 subject to
matching dollar for dollar from community donations
and grants. The project and funding will be allocated
within the Long Term Financial Plan for 2017/2018
with an anticipated total allocation of $1,088,000.
Thus, Council’s maximum contribution of 50% of the
total allocation will need to be matched by grants and
community donations of $544,000. To achieve this over
the next 12 months will require a substantial and coordinated effort by our community organisations
working in collaboration with Council officers to
prepare grant applications, seek donations from
individuals and organisations, and establish the
mechanism for tax-deductible donations. Castlecrag
Progress Association is now working with Sailors Bay
Ward Councillor Rachel Hill on strategies which focus
on this outcome.
Council allocated $152,000 in the 2015/16 budget
towards the Haven Amphitheatre Stage Renewal
Project to enable removal of the existing stage and for
restoration work to the creek and terrace stone steps.
This work is scheduled to commence in the 2015/16
financial year. Included in the allocation is $70,000 for
the restoration works to be funded from e-restore
Catchment Management Actions and BushlandsCastlecrag Reserves Restoration.

by John Steel
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Turnbull’s first
budget ignores
climate change,
dumps clean
energy
By Giles Parkinson on 4 May 2016

Climate change, prime minister Malcom Turnbull once
said, is the ultimate long-term problem that needs to be
acted on urgently. But in his first budget as government
leader, it is as though the issue does not exist.

!

Climate change was not even mentioned as a word, or
a concept, or even an issue – despite Tuesday’s budget
apparently being about growth and jobs for the future.
There was no new money for climate initiatives and the
only mention renewable energy got was to confirm that
$1.3 billion in funds would be stripped from the
Australian Renewable Energy Agency.
“There was nothing in the speech, not a word,”
Professor John Hewson, a former leader of Liberal
Party, told the SolarExpo conference in 2016.
“The slogan is jobs and growth. I would have though
that one of the most significant sectors for economic
and jobs growth is renewables – I am staggered that it
didn’t get a mention in the speech or in the
documents.” Hewson said the decision to remove
funding from ARENA was an “absolute tragedy.”
In the budget papers, for instance, there is no extra
funding for the Direct Action plan that Turnbull once
ridiculed and dismissed as a “fig-leaf” for a climate
policy and now forms the basis of the government’s
emissions reductions plan, including the Paris
agreement it signed just a few weeks ago.
Once the government has spent the current $2.5 billion
allocation for handouts to polluters to do pretty much
what they were doing anyway, there is zero extra
funding for emissions abatement.

The Coalition government might have been expected to
shift towards a “modified” scheme that would see Direct
Action evolve with its safeguards mechanism to become
a baseline and credit scheme. But that’s what Labor
suggested last week, and rather than accept the
tentative offer of a return to a bipartisan approach to
climate policies, the government slammed the door.
It slammed the door, too, on renewable energy
innovation. The $1.3 billion of unallocated funds for the
Australian Renewable Energy Agency remains excised
from the budget papers – even though it remains
legislated – while $1 billion is transferred from the
Clean Energy Finance Corporation and rebadged as a
new Clean Energy Innovation Fund.
Don’t expect Labor to stand in the way of that initiative.
It voted with the Coalition earlier this week against a
Greens motion to protect ARENA, and has since blamed
NGOs for not standing up to the Coalition move to defund ARENA, so it won’t stand up either. (Apparently
said in disgust, however Labor has since since it would
support Arena ED).
For his part, Australian Solar Council chief John Grimes
was taking a stand on the matter, telling the Energy
Storage Conference in Melbourne on Wednesday that
the federal government had “taken a backwards step”
in defunding ARENA, and not making the Agency’s
competitive grants available any more.
“So they’ll only invest (in clean energy technology) on
an equity or …a loan basis, which means that any
money that’s given from the government has to be
repaid with interest, and there has to be strong
independent commercial case… and a risk mitigation.
“A lot of the blue sky research, the first research we
might see out of somewhere like the CSIRO… you can’t
make a commercial case to say, well lend me $1.5
million I’ll pay you back $2 million in three years (or)
five years time.
“It just doesn’t work that way,” he said.
The Climate Institute was also critical of the budget,
saying it “ignores the fact that if we do not invest in
strong, effective action to reduce emissions now, it will
simply cost us much more in the not too distant future.”
CEO John Connor said: “The consequences of ongoing
failure to tackle climate change will be escalating
energy, unemployment and other economic costs over
the next few decades.”
“There’s no extra funding for the government’s current
principal policy tool the $2.55bn Emission Reduction
Fund now likely to be expended by the end of 2016 well
before the policy review in 2017, threatening jobs and
growth in the carbon farming and other emission
reduction industries.”
He noted that support for climate adaptation research is
to be slashed with no new money for CSIRO or the
Bureau of Meteorology to fully redress CSIRO climate
impact research cuts.
“Droughts, bushfires and the bleaching of the Great
Barrier Reef are already major threats to jobs and

growth, and weakening our knowledge base means we
risk facing these threats blindfolded.”
He said the budget also contains no sign of extra
climate finance commitments necessary to do our bit in
assisting developing countries boost climate resilience
and clean energy.
“We should be scaling up from the current $200 million
annually to $1.5 billion by 2020 to help meet
commitments made in Paris last year.
“Without a plan to end climate pollution with net zero
emissions by 2050 the government doesn’t have a plan
for the future let alone a plan for climate change. This
budget of delay is piling up the risks of shocks to
electricity prices, energy security and the jobs that
depend on both,” concluded Connor.
The Marine Conservation Society said the federal
budget contains a mere $8.9 million a year year of new
and additional funding over the next three years for the
Reef. (However this is money taken from other
programs. Ed.) It noted that this compares with $7.7
billion a year for fossil fuel subsidies which have not
been reduced in this Budget.
RenewEconomy, 4 May 2016

Break Free
-

A climate movement initiative to shut down the
world’s most dangerous fossil fuel projects and
support the most ambitious climate solutions.
Sunday 8 May 2016 - Mothers’ Day - was a day of global
Break Free of Fossil Fuels Actions across 12 countries,
including Nigeria, Indonesia, Germany, Turkey and Australia.

In Paris, Australia pledged to avoid dangerous climate
change. However since then, Australia has gone backwards.
The government has approved one of the world’s largest coal
projects (Adani’s Carmichael mine),, opened a major centre
for the oil and gas industry, and slashed funding for clean
energy statrers.
Meanwhile 93% of the Great Barrier Reef has been bleached,
there have been unprecedented temperature rises, and fires so
strong they create their own weather systems. Serious fires
include not only the fire in Alberta ,Canada, but also fires in
pine forests in northern India, fires burning for more than two
months in the Amazon. and previous fires inCalifornia. In the
remote Solomon Islands five reef islands have been lost
completely to sea level rise and coastal erosion and a further
six have been severely eroded. They supported tropical
vegetation at least 300 years old.
What will it take to get the government to act?

Pollution Free Politics
350.org is a global climate change movement started by US
citizen, Bill McKibben who has recently revisited Australia.
350 ppm is the emissions goal for a safe climate.
In an article in The Saturday Paper, 16/4/2016, “Polluting the
Body Politic” Bill has issued a warning to the Australian
people:
“If we want our democracy to avoid becoming ‘more and
more American with each new donation’ then we must call
for an end to fossil fuel donations and subsidies”.
350.org’s campaign for Pollution Free Politics aims to end
fossil fuel donations and subsidies.
Supporters have met with dozens of politicians to discuss
their position on fossil fuel donations and subsidies. So far 15
politicians, 4 former politicians and 8 candidates have signed
the PFP pledge. However many of these meetings have ended
in excuses. MPs have clutched at straws to justify taking dirty
donations and continuing to subsidise coal and gas.
From 16-22 May, 2016, the campaign will hold a Week of
Action which will be an opportunity to highlight the
politicians who are working hardest to block action on
climate change.
350.org supporter will be holding creative stunts at their
offices, inviting the media, and reminding Australians that a
vote for these climate blockers is a vote for dirty polluted
politics.

In Newcastle over 1000 climate change activists took part,
Over 800 kayaks and other boats blockaded the shipping
channel, stopping coal ships entering or leaving the port.
Over 70 people on Sandforth bridge blocked the rail line from
the Hunter Valley to Newcastle Port, Australia’s biggest, and
one of the world’s biggest coal ports.
The protesters were taking part in Non-Violent Direct Action
to urge the government to take action on climate change and
to wind down use of fossil fuels. 66 people were arrested.
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Rapid transition to clean energy
will take massive social change
Mark Diesendorf,
Associate Professor, Interdisciplinary Environmental
Studies, UNSW
“Global climate change, driven by human emissions of
greenhouse gases, is already affecting the planet, with
more heatwaves, droughts, wildfires and floods, and
accelerating sea-level rise.
Devastating impacts on our environment, health, social
justice, food production, coastal city infrastructure and
economies cannot be avoided if we maintain a slow and
steady transition to a zero-carbon society.
According to Stefan Rahmstorf, Head of Earth System
Analysis at the Potsdam Institute for Climate Impact
Research, we need an emergency response.
A big part of this response needs to be transforming the
energy sector, the principal contributor to global
warming in Australia and many other developed
countries.
Many groups have put forward ideas to transition the
energy sector away from carbon. But what are the key
ingredients?
Technology is the easy bit
At first glance the solution appears straightforward.
Most of the technologies and skills we need –
renewable energy, energy efficiency, a new
transmission line, railways, cycleways, urban design –
are commercially available and affordable. In theory
these could be scaled up rapidly.
But in practice there are several big, non-technical
barriers. These include politics dominated by vested
interests, culture, and institutions (organisational
structures, laws, and regulations).
Vested interests include the fossil fuel industry,
electricity sector, aluminium smelting, concrete, steel
and motor vehicles. Governments that receive taxation
revenue and political donations from vested interests
are reluctant to act effectively.
To overcome this barrier, we need strong and growing
pressure from the climate action movement.
There are numerous examples of nonviolent social
change movements the climate movement can learn
from. Examples include the Indian freedom struggle led
by Gandhi; the African-American civil rights movement
led by Martin Luther King Jr; the Philippine People
Power Revolution; and the unsuccessful Burmese
uprising of 1988-90.
Several authors, including Australian climate scientist
Matthew England, point out that nations made rapid
socio-economic changes during wartime and that such
an approach could be relevant to rapid climate
mitigation.
Learning from war
UNSW PhD candidate Laurence Delina has
investigated the rapid, large, socio-economic changes

made by several countries just before and during World
War 2.
He found that we can learn from wartime experience in
changing the labour force and finance.
However, he also pointed out the limitations of the
wartime metaphor for rapid climate mitigation:
•
Governments may need extraordinary
emergency powers to implement rapid
mitigation, but these are unlikely to be invoked
unless there is support from a large majority of
the electorate.
•
While such support is almost guaranteed when
a country is engaged in a defensive war, it
seems unlikely for climate action in countries
with powerful vested interests in greenhouse
gas emissions.
•
Vested interests and genuinely concerned
people will exert pressure on governments to
direct their policies and resources
predominantly towards adaptation measures
such as sea walls, and dangerous quick fixes
such as geoengineering. While adaptation must
not be neglected, mitigation, especially by
transforming the energy sector, should be
primary.
Unfortunately it’s much easier to make war than to
address the global climate crisis rapidly and effectively.
Indeed many governments of “democratic” countries,
including Australia, make war without parliamentary
approval.
Follow the leaders!
According to Climate Action Tracker, the 158 climate
pledges submitted to the United Nations by December 8
2015 would result in around 2.7℃ of warming in 2100 –
and that’s provided that all governments meet their
pledge.
Nevertheless, inspiring case studies from individual
countries, states and cities could lead the way to a
better global outcome.
Iceland, with its huge hydroelectric and geothermal
resources, already has 100% renewable electricity and
87% renewable heat.
Denmark, with no hydro, is on track to achieve its target
of 100% renewable electricity and heat by 2035.
Germany, with modest hydro, is heading for at least
80% renewable electricity by 2050, but is behind with its
renewable heat and transport programs.
It’s easier for small regions to reach 100% renewable
electricity, provided that they trade electricity with their
neighbours. The north German states of MecklenburgVorpommern and Schleswig-Holstein are generating
more than 100% net of their electricity from renewables.
The Australian Capital Territory is on track to achieve its
100% renewable electricity target by 2020. There are
also many towns and cities on programs towards the
100% goal.
If the climate action movement can build its strength
and influence, it may be possible for the state of
Tasmania to achieve 100% renewable energy
(electricity, heat and transport) and for South Australia
to reach 100% renewable electricity, both within a
decade.

But the eastern mainland states, which depend heavily
on coal for electricity, will need to build new renewable
energy manufacturing industries and to train a labour
force that includes many more highly trained engineers,
electricians, systems designers, IT specialists and
plumbers, among others.
Changes will be needed to the National Electricity
Market rules, or at least to rewrite the National
Electricity Objective to highlight renewable energy, a
slow task that must obtain the agreement of federal,
state and territory governments.
Australia has the advantage of huge renewable energy
resources, sufficient to create a substantial export
industry, but the disadvantage of a declining
manufacturing sector.
There are already substantial job opportunities in
renewable energy, both globally and in Australia. These
can be further expanded by manufacturing components
of the technologies, especially those that are expensive
to ship between continents, such as large wind turbine
blades, bulk insulation and big mirrors.
Transport will take longer to transform than electricity
generation and heat. Electric vehicle manufacturing is in
the early stage of expansion and rail transport
infrastructure cannot be built overnight, especially in
car-dependent cities.
For air transport and long-distance road transport, the
only short-term solution is biofuels, which have
environmental and resource constraints.

Finally, some good news!
Container Deposit Scheme victory
TEC’s Jeff Angel and the Boomerang Alliance have been
campaigning for 13 years (!) for the introduction of
Container Deposit Legislation.
On Sunday 8 May, Premier Baird announced that NSW will
get a genuine Container Deposit Scheme (CDS) in 2017, not
the weak alternative proposed by the beverage industry. This
CDS will have all the key elements proposed by TEC and the
Boomerang Alliance. It will now be put out to tender.
The campaigners fought off a final push by the big beverage
companies, including Coca Cola, to own and manage the
scheme. These beverage owners had previously taken the
Northern Territory Government to court - and lost. Basically
they just wanted more rubbish bins.
TEC and the Boomerang Alliance are not resting on their
laurels. They are committed to cut 70% of plastic pollution
entering Australian oceans by 2020 - including a CDS in each
state - a ban on unnecessary plastic products e.g. plastic bags,
microbes and an end to factory pollution.

How long would it take?
The timescale for the transition to 100% renewable
energy – electricity, heat and transport – depends on
each country or region and the commitment of its
governments.
Scenario studies (see also here), while valuable for
exploring technological strategies for change, are not
predictions. Their results depend upon assumptions
about the non-technical strategies I have discussed.
They cannot predict the timing of changes.
Governments need to agree on a strategy for
transitioning that focuses not just on the energy sector,
but includes industry, technology, labour, financial
institutions, governance and the community.
Everyone should be included in developing this
process, apart from dyed-in-the-wool vested interests.
This process could draw upon the strengths of the
former Ecologically Sustainable Development process
while avoiding its shortcomings.
The task is by no means easy. What we need is a
strategic plan and to implement it rapidly.”
The Conversation, May 9 2016
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