variety of regulatory and voluntary schemes
supported by many different standards. While
at first glance, the trading in something as
intangible as a tonne of gas that may or may
not actually exist appears somewnhat asinine,
the reality is far from that. The ability of the
project to provide additional benefits in addition
to the carbon offset can be extraordinary.

The development of carbon offset projects
should be done, where possible, in partnership
with national priorities and strategies aligned
with that sector. While the climate outcomes
are valuable, social and environmental factors
must also be strongly considered. The
opportunity to intertwine funding for urgently-
needed carbon reduction activities with
previously identified priorities for conservation
development, for example, is one that must
not be missed.

Planting native trees tc sequester carbon
dioxide, a key greenhouse gas, has the
potential to restore WA's unique biodiversity
and help our flora and fauna adapt to a
warming and drying climate. It is also critical
that we revegetate rural areas to combat a
range of increasingly serious environmental
issues. As stated in a 1995 Federal report on
native vegetation clearance, ‘A major impact
of inappropriate native vegetation clearance
on ecological processes js the alteration of
water cycles and the resultant rise in water
tables and salinity problems. While the effects
of altered ecological processes on biodiversity
may not be immediately apparent, recent
rescarch has highlighted the serious
implications of current and future impacts.’
Biological diversity is a useful indicator of the
health of our biological systems and the
capacity for ecosystems to continue to provide
the services they do.

Offsetting emissions through planting trees
is a popular way to offset emissions. In fact, a
recent global report led by EcoSecurities
found that in 2008, many carbon buyers opted
for forestry offsets for the first time. The
Forest Carbon Offsetting Survey 2009 found
that nearly a third of the 2.7 million carbon
credits purchased in 2008 came from forestry.

The report goes on to mention that "buyers
are keen to support the sustainable development
of communities from which the offsets
originate. Buyers assign high importance to
many aspects of a project, including ... the
delivery of biodiversity and social co-benefits,
price, project type, and location. The
enthusiasm for co-benefits was backed by a
stated willingness to pay significant price

Our National Strategy for the Conservation
of Australia’s Biological Diversity requires us
to "achieve the conservation of biological
diversity through the adoption of ecologically
sustainable forestry management practices’
[Department of the Environment, Sport and
Territories, 1996). This points to a clear
national policy for governments, community,
industry and scientists to protect Australia’s
natural environment by incorporating
opportunities identified in the carbon markets
with biodiversity restoration and conservation.

The key focus here is biodiversity and the
ability of the right trees in the right places to
address environment problems affecting our
rural communities.

The question is: is the government
doing enough to incentivise and
promote quality, biologically
diverse forest carbon projects that
incorporate national conservation
strategies? Neither the Federal
Government’s proposed Carbon
Pollution Reduction Scheme nor
the proposed National Carbon
Offset Standard address this.
There is growing concern
regarding the effect that tax-
incentivised large scale forest
plantations - usually single
species monoculture planted
above all for their carbon storage
potential - will have on rural
communities.

In a Farm Weekly Online article, WA
Farmers President Mike Norton is quoted as
saying ‘forest plantations driven by tax breaks
have already taken thousands of hectares of
prime agricultural land out of production
across Australia, particularly in the high
rainfall regions of south-west WA'".

The potential for the government to help
restore regional Australia’s native
revegetation, preserve our biological integrity,
and protect our valuable ecosystems through
funding from carbon markets is huge.
Providing the facility for stakeholders that
purchase voluntary carbon offsets to
contribute to these conservation objectives
positively engages and empowers multiple
sectors in society is an issue that ultimately
affects us all. We know there is a demand for
it. We just need the government to ensure that
incentives are in place for carbon sinks with
high conservation value.

CASE IS CLEAR FOR
A PUBLIC INQUIRY
ON URANIUM MINING

PIERS VERSTEGEN CCWA DIRECTOR

In recent months CCWA has helped form a
powerful coalition calling for a full public
inquiry into the issue in WA, to determine if the
uranium mining industry is in the public interest.

Other organisations adding their voice to this
call include the peak union body, churches,
doctors, indigenous leaders, students, the
Public Health Asscciation, local governments
and political parties including the WA Greens
and WA Labor.

The case for the public inquiry is clear. This
industry represents unprecedented risks in WA
and it deserves an unprecedented level of
public scrutiny.

The normal process of using the
Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) to
conduct a detailed assessment is clearly
insufficient in this case because the EPA can
only consider purely environmental issues.

Many of the risks posed by a uranium
mining industry do not fall within this scope,
including the issue of whether WA uranium will
end up in foreign nuclear weapons programs.

It is for precisely this sort of proposal that in
1986, special powers were created under the
Environmental Protection Act for the Minister
to establish a public inquiry with the powers of
Royal Cormmission.

Under the Act, such an inquiry can be
established 'to assist in the assessment of a
proposal which is very complex and of intense
public interest’. We have been arguing that the
Yeelirrie uranium mine proposal more than
meets this test.

Such an inquiry has never been conducted in
WA, and we expect that proponents of the
uranium mining industry will try to avoid such
a high level of public scrutiny for this project,
seeking instead to go under the public radar,
as suggested recently by the WA Mines and
Petroleum Minister.

On the other hand, if the State Government
and the uranium mining industry are so sure
that these operaticns are safe and sustainable,
then they would have no hesitation in
presenting their case to the broader community.

We eagerly await the Environment Minister’s
decision on whether a public inquiry will be
held in WA.

view online at www.conservationwa.asn.au



