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There are 6,641,256ha of National Parks and Reserves in New South Wales (source: 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/National_park),  740,000ha of Travelling Stock Reserves 
(source: http://www.lpma.nsw.gov.au/crown_lands/crown_reserves/stock_reserves) 
and about 3,700,000ha of roadsides(source: 
http://www.rta.nsw.gov.au/environment/downloads/rec_fact_sheet_3.pdf).  This is 
over 13% of the total area of the state that is managed by public authorities.  The NSW 
Roads and Traffic Authority, the Livestock Health and Pest Authority, the NSW 
Department of Primary Industries, the NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service and the 
NSW Department of Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts all manage these lands 
under the charter of providing public recreation and conservation areas, for the benefit 
of the people and the environment.  Yet what we have in reality is vast areas of the state 
that provide ideal conditions for the increase in feral pest numbers, the dispersal of 
noxious weeds and the build-up  of alarming fire hazards.  The residents and landowners 
throughout the state are becoming increasingly angry, disappointed, concerned and 
threatened by the issues that are not being addressed adequately by the managers of these 
public lands.  Society, and mostly rural communities, are having to bear the economic, 
social and environmental costs from this lack of management.  The intent behind the 
ideal of public lands is admirable, but unrealistic.  There is no way that society can afford 
to own and properly manage the vast public lands within NSW, without these areas 
returning fiscal rewards.  The perceived benefits are far greater than the tangible benefits.  
Most of the public lands within NSW are never accessed or used by the public.  The 
small National Parks that can be well maintained and reasonably accessed, and that 
provide general amenities for the public, are very well supported.  The large areas of 
National Parks are already a huge liability on society.  The Travelling Stock Reserves are 
rarely used for travelling stock and have outlived their time.   Roadsides are essential but 
they have to be properly maintained as roadsides, not as nature reserves.  Their  
fundamental purpose is to allow the safe passage of motor vehicles, not as pest and weed 
harbors.   
There is simply no way that the NSW State government or any public authorities can 
afford the immense cost involved in properly managing our public lands.  Some, and a 
great deal, must be returned to private ownership.  This is the only viable way that 
enough resources and manpower can be provided to properly maintain them.   Private 
landholders also have the greatest pool of knowledge and experience about controlling 
weeds, pests and fire.  They have a very real and personal benefit in making sure that this 
is done correctly, and they don’t charge for the service.  Prior to the 1970’s, most of the 
land within NSW was held privately, and managed so well, that the government 
considered it to be of high conservation and environmental value, and claimed these 
areas as National Parks.  If the private landholder was doing such a great job, give it back 
to him.  Not only will they preserve these areas for future generations, they will do so in 
an economically responsible way. 
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I ap p reciat e t he oppo r t un it y t o  p ar t icip at e in  t he Inq uiry int o  t he Managem ent  of  

Pub lic Land  in  NSW being cond uct ed  by General Purpose St and ing Com m it t ee No  5. 

 

I have lived  in  a sm all rural com m un it y all m y lif e and  I am  becom ing increasing ly 

concer ned  ab out  t he devast at ing m ism anagem ent  o f  p ub lic land s and  t he adver se 

ef f ect s on  neighbours and  com m un it ies.  I am  p ar t icu lar ly refer r ing t o  Nat ional Par ks, 

Wild erness Areas, Livest ock Healt h  and  Pest  Aut hor it y (LHPA) m anaged  land s, and  

r oadsides.  The acq uisit ion  and  m anagem ent  o f  t hese lands is being d r iven by em ot ion 

and  good  in t ent ions, not  by realist ic and  sound  land  m anagem ent  p r act ices. 

Roadsides 
While I know  t hat  it  is a n ice idea t o  t h ink o f  road sides as p ar t  o f  our  nat ure reser ves f or  

f lo r a and  f auna, in  realit y it  is on ly creat ing t raf f ic hazards.  Road  ver ges t hat  have been  

allow ed  t o  regener at e uncont r o lled  now  have veget at ion  grow t h  r igh t  t o  t he ed ge o f  

t he road .  It  im ped es t he ab ilit y o f  d r ivers t o  spot  w ild lif e app r oach ing t he road  and  

conseq uent ly m ore w ild lif e are being h it  and  killed  b y t r af f ic.  It  also  d isregards t he f act  

t hat  veget at ion  so  close t o  t he roadside w ill invar iab ly end  up  across t he r oad .  A t er r ib le 

exam p le is t he Oxley Highw ay f rom  Long Flat  t o  Yar r ow it ch .  Th is st ret ch  o f  ro ad  is very 

w indy and  st eep  and  w henever  t here is w ind y w eat her  or  st or m s, t he g iant  t rees end  up  

across t he r oad .  Th is w ill one d ay result  in  a f at alit y. 

Livestock Health and Pest Authority (LHPA) 
Tr avelling St ock Reser ves (TSR‟s) are cont ro lled  and  m anaged  b y t he Livest ock Healt h  and  

Pest  Aut hor it y ‟s (LHPA) in  New  Sout h Wales.  These reserves are m any o f  t he w or st  p ocket s 

o f  f er al an im al harb or  and  noxious w eed  in f est at ions w it h in  t he st at e.  Tw o TSR‟s on  t he 

east ern  side o f  Walcha are so  heavily in fest ed  w it h  St  Johns War t , t hat  t hey are  alm ost  

useab le fo r  st ock. These reser ves, w h ich  are ad jo ined  b y in f est ed  roadsides, ar e t he seed  

b ank f or  t he con t inued  sp read  o f  t h is and  ot her  w eeds.   Across t h e st at e t hese r eser ves 

are r ar ely used  f or  t he p urposes o f  t r avelling st ock, and  dur ing d r y per iods, t hey p rovide 

supp lem en t ary f eed  f o r  a ver y sm all num b er  o f  st ock.  The r esources need  t o  q uell t he 

w eeds and  pest s w ould  be com p let ely un just if ied  if  a cost  / b enef it  analysis w as 

under t aken . 
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National Parks and Wilderness Areas 
These are t he p ub lic lands o f  great est  concern .  Due sim p ly t o  t he huge am ount  o f  land  

t hat  is now  cont ro lled  b y t he Nat ional Par ks and  Wild lif e Service (NPWS) t hey have not  

on ly beco m e an incred ib le cost  b urd en  on t he gener al com m un it y b ut  t hey pose an  ever  

increasing f ire r isk t o  neighbour s, f iref ight ers and  t he gener al pub lic.  If  t hese areas are 

allow ed  t o  cont inue t o  b u ild  up  f ire hazards peop le, hom es and  an im als are go ing t o  be 

inciner at ed .  I d on ‟t  believe t hat  t he gener al pub lic has any under st and ing o f  b ush f ir es, or  

realise t he im m ense d anger  t hat  is accru ing.  Bush f ir es t hat  w e have p reviously seen in  

t h is count r y are on ly a w arn ing o f  w hat  is t o  com e. 

I am  at  a com p let e loss as t o  und erst and ing t he log ic b eh ind  am assing t he vast  areas o f  

Nat ionals Par ks t hat  are in  NSW.  In  our  area, t he Oxley Wild  Rivers Nat ional Par k is 123,000 

hect ares. (source:  Dep ar t m ent  o f  Environm ent , Wat er , Her it age and  t he Ar t s)  How  could  

any pub lic aut ho r it y p ossib ly im age t hat  t hey are go ing t o  be ab le t o  ef f ect ively m anage 

a p ar k t hat  size?  It  d ef ies belief  t hat  anyone w ould  consider  t h is, yet  t h is is on ly one o f  

t he m any Nat ional Par ks w it h in  NSW.   

Accord ing t o  t he Dep ar t m ent  o f  Environm ent , Wat er , Her it age and  t he Ar t s w ebsit e, t he 

Oxley Wild  River s Nat ional Par k t h reat  st at us f o r  d ensit y o f  pest  species is r at ed  h igh (6), 

pest  im p act  is h igh  (6) and  w eed  densit y is h igh  (3).  Th is is not  m anagem en t  by anyone‟s 

st and ard .  The m ost  sign if icant  in t r od uced  species are Gian t  Par r am at t a gr ass (Spor obo lus 

f er t ilis), lan t ana (Lant ana cam ar a), p r ickly pear  (Op unt ia), b lue helio t r ope, b lackber r y , 

sw eet  b r iar  (Rosa rub ig inosa) and  b ur r s o f  t he Xant h ium  spp . Lant ana is so  w idely 

d ist r ibut ed  it  has af f ect ed  Wor ld  Her it age values. (source:  Dep ar t m ent  o f  Envir onm ent , 

Wat er , Her it age and  t he Ar t s)  Feral an im als w it h in  t he p ar k include f oxes, r abb it s, cat s, 

deer , d onkeys, ho rses, p igs and  d ogs.  Add  t o  t h is a m assive am oun t  o f  f ir e bu ild -up  and  

w hat  w e have is t he f u ll cat ast r ophe!! 

The hyp ocr isy in  all o f  t h is is t hat  t hese areas w ere t aken  over  f rom  p r ivat e landho ld ers 

because t hey w ere „p r ist ine‟ areas o f  h igh  conservat ion  value.  In  ef f ect  t hey have been 

locked  up  and  allow ed  t o  degener at e in t o  overgrow n  scr ub , o f  w h ich  t h e vast  m ajor it y o f  

t hem  are never  ent ered  by p eop le, no nat ive f auna lives and  f er al an im als and  pest s 

t hr ive. 

Last  Ap r il I v isit ed  t he Oxley Wild  Rivers Nat ional Par k, b ut  I d idn ‟t  rem ain  in  t he very w ell 

m ain t ained  2ha o f  p icn ic area.  I at t em p t ed  t o  w alk t h rough  t he p ar k over  areas t hat  I 

have p r eviously covered  by f oot  w hen  t he land  w as p r ivat ely ow ned .  Inst ead  o f  a 

relaxing w alk, exper iencing m agn if icen t  view s and  an  am azing ar r ay o f  w ild lif e, as 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sporobolus
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lantana_camara
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Opuntia
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Blackberry
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rosa_rubiginosa
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Xanthium
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pr om ot ed  b y t he Nat ional Par ks, and  p reviously exper ien ced  b y m yself , I f ound  t hat  I had  

t o  t rudge m y w ay t hrough  chest  heigh t  gr ow t h  o f  gr ass and  w eed s, includ ing st ingy 

net t les and  b lackber r ies.  The on ly an im als t hat  I saw  all d ay w ere t w o  w ild  hor ses.  I d id  

not  even  hear  a b ird  or  see a goanna.  The an im als cannot  survive in  t hat  sor t  o f  

over gr ow t h  eit her . 

Th is Nat ional Par k has already exper ienced  t w o  sever e b ush f ire ep isodes.  These w ere 

b ot h  declared  Sect ion  44 Fires and  m illions o f  d o llars w ere sp ent  t rying t o  ext inguish 

t hem .  Bot h f ires w ere cont ro lled  on ly w hen it  began t o  r ain .  How ever , gover nm ent  

aut hor it ies lear nt  not h ing and  t he f uel has been  allow ed  t o  b u ild  up  again .  It  is w or t h 

not ing here, t hat  dur ing t he t im e o f  p r ivat e land  ow nersh ip , no  t axp ayer  f unds w ere ever  

sp ent  on  f ir e-f ight ing and  no  lives or  hom es w ere ever  lost .   

Learn ing t o  m anage f ire t h reat  is a skill t hat  is acq uired  over  m any years, m ost ly by 

exper iencing sm all hot  f ires and  develop ing an  underst and ing o f  how  t hey r un  and  self -

perpet uat e.  Count erp ar t s in  Am er ica have now  realised  t heir  m ist akes.  “By st am p ing out  

sm all f ir es and  allow ing f uel t o  st ockp ile, our  po licies ensured  t hat  w hen  cond it ions w ere 

r ight , f ir e w ould  ret ur n  – b igger , hot t er  and  m ore d est r uct ive t han  ever .  There com es a 

p o in t  w here no  am oun t  o f  m oney, n o  am oun t  o f  hero ism , is enough .  Far  f rom  w ho lly 

w it h in  t he cont r o l o f  m an , f ire becom es unst opp ab le.” (source: Wild f ires, Nat ional 

Geograph ic, Ju ly 2008)  Th is is just  com m onsense and  underst ood  b y very b ushm an  across 

NSW, b ut  incom prehensib le t o  our  governm en t  aut hor it ies.  Iron ically, t he b iod iversit y 

and  an im als t hat  t hey m ean  t o  p rot ect  w ill one d ay be com p let ely dest r oyed .  The 

m onet ar y cost  t o  our  governm ent  w ill b e unbelievab le. 

 

Conclusion 
I am  ast ounded  b y how  t he m anagem ent  o f  p ub lic lands in  NSW has becom e such  a 

com p licat ed  issue.  Landow ner s acr oss t he w or ld  have been  successf u lly m anaging p r ivat e 

lands f or  hund r eds o f  years and  yet  p ub lic ent it ies, w it h  f ar  gr eat er  resources, can ‟t  seem  

t o  get  it  r ight .  Per haps t he answ er  is t oo  sim p le.  Fir st ly, t he area o f  Nat ional Par ks is w ay 

t oo  lar ge.  All o f  t hese lands have been m anaged  by p r ivat e landho lder s bef ore t heir  

acq uisit ion  in t o  Nat ional Par ks.  They rem ained  in  a cond it ion  t hat  w as ideal enough  f or  

t hem  t o  m aint ain  b iod iversit y and  conservat ion  value, and  becom e Nat ional Par ks, so  
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som ebody w as d o ing som et h ing r ight .  Rever t  m ost  o f  t he land  b ack in t o  p r ivat e hands 

and  begin  t o  reverse t he decline. 

Second ly, t he m ain  consider at ion f or  m anaging t he land  t hat  is ret ained  b y t he Crow n , 

has t o  be a cost  benef it .  There has t o  be enough visit s and  use o f  t he land  t o  just if y t he 

cost  invo lved  in  m ain t ain ing t hem  p roper ly.  The abso lut e vast  m ajo r it y o f  Nat ional Par ks 

areas ar e never  used  or  accessed , year  on  year , by anyone.  There is no  just if ic at ion  f or  

t he cont inued  lock-up  o f  land  t hat  is on ly becom ing a liab ilit y.  Weeds, pest s, f ire hazards 

and  f ences all need  con t inuous and  ef f ect ive resources app lied  t o  t hem .   

Th ird ly, look at  how  p r ivat e land  is m anaged  and  be p r ep ared  t o  t ake advice f r o m  

landow ners.  Quit e o f t en  t hey w ill be t he gr eat est  asset  t o  p rop er  m anagem ent .  Th is also 

app lies t o  TSR‟s and  roadsides.  Ad jo in ing ow ners have a personal b enef it  t o  be gained  

f r om  ensur ing t hat  t hese p ub lic land s are p r oper ly looked  af t er , so  w or k w it h  t hem , 

inst ead  o f  ham per ing t heir  ef f or t s. 




