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2 About EIANZ

The EIANZ, as the leading membership based professional organisation for environmental
practitioners in Australia and New Zealand, is an advocate for good practice environmental
management. It holds members accountable for ethical and competent good practice
environmental management.

The Institute regularly delivers professional development activities about a wide range of subjects
of interest to environmental practitioners, and delivers an effective training program for early career
environmental practitioners in seven core environmental and professional practice proficiencies.

GPO Box 211 Melbourne VIC 3001
Ph: 03 9654 7473

www.eianz.org
ABN 39 364 288 752
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A Certified Environmental Practitioner Scheme (www.cenvp.org) is also in place to assess and
certify competent experienced environmental practitioners working in government, industry and the
community. This includes specialist competencies such as Ecology.

The EIANZ is an advocate for environmental assessment and monitoring investigations and
reports being certified by suitably qualified and experienced persons for the completeness and
scientific rigor of the documents. One of the ways of recognising a suitably qualified practitioner is
through their membership of, and certification by, an organisation that holds practitioners
accountable to a code of ethics and professional conduct, such as the EIANZ.

The EIANZ is a not-for-profit, charitable organisation incorporated in Victoria, and a registrable
Australian body under the Corporation Act 20 allowing it to operate in all Australian
jurisdictions.
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Strategic planning can also identify opportunities for farmers and landowners to provide
biodiversity offsets on their land, and would complement the introduction of a NSW Biodiversity
Offset Fund.
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5 Establishment of a NSW Biodiversity Offset Fund

While the establishment of a NSW Biodiversity Offset Fund is a good idea in principle, more details
of the proposal are required. Key principles underpinning the establishment of such a Fund should
be that:

* Payments to the Fund must be at least the equivalent of the costs of providing and
maintaining suitable offset land in perpetuity.

* Funds should only be able to be spent on offset acquisition and management, not on
scientific research or derelict mine rehabilitation, etc.
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* |t adds a further methodology to the current assessment processes applying for the clearing
of native vegetation, Biobanking and biocertification. Where multiple approvals are
required, different assessment methodologies are required which are inconsistent with one
another.

* The Framework is confusing, difficult to use and will lead to inconsistency and inequity
compared to non-major development projects. In particular, socio-economic considerations
are not subject to a transparent methodology.
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* Proper ecological surveys are required, not simply regional scale vegetation mapping and
modelling which in many localities is inaccurate and unreliable for quantifying offsets. The
Plant Community Type (PCT) classification system for vegetation communities is very
broad, and is poorly suited to site based ecological assessment. Furthermore, impacts on
all flora and fauna should be considered, not simply listed threatened species.

* The Framework fails to adequately take into account time lags for the rehabilitation or
creation of habitat, which may be several decades or even hundreds of years for the
establishment of hollow bearing trees or re-establishment of food webs in forests,
woodlands or freshwater wetlands.
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Mine rehabilitation is subject to a separate regulatory framework, and should not form part of
biodiversity offset arrangements. In particular, accepting mine rehabilitation areas as offsets is not
appropriate, and remediation of mined land should not be funded from the removal of biodiversity
either directly or through the proposed Biodiversity Offset Fund.

EIANZ suggests that a review of the Mining Act 1992 is required to clearly distinguish between
mine rehabilitation and biodiversity land. The mining legislation also needs to be recognised as a
barrier to the establishment of biodiversity offset sites as it limits opportunities to establish offset
sites, either through the Biobanking scheme or other arrangements.
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9 Conclusion

The draft policy is an opportunity to improve present biodiversity offset practice in NSW. While it
represents a step forward, the policy also highlights the many areas that need work before NSW
has a comprehensive and equitable framework for biodiversity offsetting for all developments
adversely affecting biodiversity values in the state.

The NSW Government should aim to work towards a relatively simple and consistent process and
set of principles applying to the provision of biodiversity offsets for all developments (including
major projects), which applies at all levels of government. The draft policy has the potential to
further increase the complexity of biodiversity offsetting processes in NSW and the inconsistency in
standards applied between major projects an evelopment projects.
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