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Three models of wﬂdhfe conservatmn have evoived m recent history tc accommodate the

multlple chalienges of bmdwarmty presewatwn =

Zooiegwai Parks

Zoologzcai parks ex:st m many muntnes of the world w1th :ocwty belng generaliy very

acceptmg of them as Iegitimate"' ._'_::

resea:rch Whlie thc educatlon:an___

of space and a burden of |
conservaucn m thez long 1 ! _
efﬁc;ent method of c.onservmg blodzverszty, altho ugh they ._do. ggne_ratg___-mgmﬁcant'-

empioyment in the ezmronment secter

Natmnai i’arks _ R BERNES o
The system of Natmnal Parks and wﬂdhfe semces in Austraha prov;des thousands of
employment opportumtxes througheut the: country There are more than 540 Natlonal'
'Parks Austraha—wzde conservm : over 4% of the Austrahan Iand":_”"_p_ ""and encompassmg :
14 World Hentage lzsted sﬁes .

_ rabbxts are constantiy chaliengmg the surwval of ma:i

| thern dlspiaﬁing them or taxmg thésr food resourcesr_ It s hkely ﬂmt foxes cats and'

 rabbits will ever he fully eradxcated from our Natlonai Parks and some bmloglsts are
proposing that certam feral specms shouid now be regarded as nataral elements of the

Australian Iandscape to be accommodated as bast as p0531b1e L

Wildlife Sanctuaries
A wﬂdhfe sanctuary may be deﬁned as a place of reﬁtge for ammais and plants; a
protected place where ﬂom and fawza can Izve and breed w:thout mterference '
Australian wﬁdhfe sanctuanes typicaliy conszst of fenced areas of Iand that enclese some
species and exclude (}thers Sanctuaxy enclosures can be elther | _

* Incomplete or Qp_“_ such as a bxrd sanctuary Important habitats for feedlng,

breedmg and mlgratmg are protected but the b;rds can come and go

*  Complete or Closed - su_p_h as _an. a_m_mai sanct;laljy.__'[*he sanctuaries Farth
Sanc_:f:uafies_ 'Ltd_: (E"S_'L),- _th;él_-At;ls"tralian Wﬂdlife Cénéervancy (AWC) and free-

gfeﬁably,__¢X0ﬁ " "an al mciudlng ﬁ')xes cats and'- v
nve"' pecles by preymg on .



range Z00s like: Westem Plaxns Zoo are refuges in Whlch threatened spcczes are fuliy

ontalned and both feral ammals and lang _:'1eanng are fuily excluded

Sanctuarles are the most cost»effecuve way of rehably breedmg nattve Austrahan
wildlife, Sanctuanes also necessanly generate employment because 'i:hey are parhaiiy
artificial censtructs that require mmntenance of the mfrastrucmre and management of the
 flora a_nd fauna they enciose Sanctuanes can proceed te generate sa,gmﬁcant additional

empinyment thraugh the fonnatxon of ftmctmnal relatmnshxps w1th the eco-tounsm

mdustry and tha conservauun research sectar L




The authors of th;s suhnusswn are pmposmg that the relevant govemment authorities and other
'mtere:sted partles consuier the ments of a hybnd modei of wildlife conservation, A Park
Sanctuary model 1s bemg proposed zn whlch the dammant advantages of the natmnal pa:rks

system and the""losed sanctuary syst 1 are ""'ombmed to dehver supenor ‘and predommantiy

self-ﬁmde,d conservatmn ;:esults

It is proposed that':small, closed-'sanctuarles be established n seiected National Parks -

- at strateglc boundary Iocatxons CF1gure I)

NatomalPark
g (1e 20 000 hectares or. L

Sanctuary

(ie. 50-100 hectares,
-~ fenced and fe;ralmfree)

Figure 1: (not to scalc) A hypothetical Natzonal Park wrth a fenced and feral-free

' wﬂdhfe sanctuary !ocated on one boundary

If this type of land use is mappromate or otherwzse unworkabie for the NPWS, then uncleared

State land ad;mmng a Natlonai Park wouid also be sultable




The purpose uf thase sanctuarses woul"'_ be 1o 'breed threatened spectes of native

anamai in Iow-cost open-range captmty for three purposes'

(i) Eco-»toansm attractmg the wﬂdilfe conscxous 20cal interstate and overseas
v1s1tor fo come and pay to see natwe Austrahan ammais representatweiy hvmg in
the wﬂd’ in thelr natural habltat ' ' |

(i) - Pubhc Education attractmg school groups and the pubho in generai to observe

. and Iearn about thexr native _wﬂdhfe m_lts naturai envxronment and paymg for the .

9 expenence

(iii) ' Sggcxes conservauon mc asing the. populatlon s;.zes of ﬂlreatened natlve

B Sanctuaries would need to be 1ocated near a major czty or. tounst destmatmn (ie. with 1-2 heurs_
R comfartable drwe) to be economzcally v1ab'_ Sanctuanes would prcbabiy need to be posmonec{
- oon the boundary of a Natzonal Pari{ S0 that the vxsztors weren 't requlred fo enter the Park after_

_ _dusk (in keepmg Wlth common NPWS poi;cy) Sanctuanes wculd speclalise m gmded-

- mterpretwe walks at mght educatlon/research programs durln' "the day and hospltahty/catenng

- 'operatxons at most tunes See Appendxx I fof 'mo_ _:.detali mi the Park' Sanctuary concept

(B) Breed Threatened Specxes | o
The ma_lonty of Austraha s threatened fauna falis mto the cntzcal welght range of 0.5 to
Skg These animals: typzcally de very well zn the open-range lower cost style of breedmg
facility prov1ded the habltat is smtable The sanctuarxes wouid operate to contmuousiy breed
such threatened fauna at a rate Whlch is Weli m excess of that requlred for public display

| purposes. The sanctua_ry wouid__zthen_ do t_wo___tiungs _W_Ith_ th_c:- _excess pffspnng.

G . Supply them to NPWS authontles for dtstributlon to specws recovery teams _
. othﬂr breedmg estabhshments research mstltutlons etc onan ongomg basis. .

() - Re]ease them 1n' partnershlp wzth NPWS mto appropnate reg;onal National

: Parks for ongomg re~colomsat10n and ultimate df:—hstlng as threatened species. -




‘National Park .
(1e 20 000+ hectares) .
Protection Zone
(ie. 5,000 hectares)

) “""““‘"‘“M Release Slte '
(1e 20 hectares)

e Sanctuary
(1e 100 hectares)

Figure 2: "(.n'o't: t’o. éeéle)' hypothetlcal Natmnai Park w1th a boundaty sanctuaxy

' Zfer ammal bre splay and a more eentrahsed release 31te that i 1s

_ surrounded b"'__fa;feral protectlong zene o

<€) Centrel Feral Amz}:lals | |
Feral eentrei procedures (mcludlng the d:strlbutlen of pmson balts for foxes and- :
rabbits and the eppertumstfc sheotmg and trappmg of ferai cats) wouid be concentrated _
around the release sites to form protection zones w1tfnn winch feral ammals are eompletely -
absent or senously reduced 'I'his weuid be an engemg operation performed by private
contractors and ﬁnanced through tounsm-generated revenue whlch would max1mize the re- '
'colomsatmn potentzal ef the released ammais Interestmgly, _one of the major threat abatement
strategies reconunended by the: N’SW NPWS 1n two recently gazetted Threatened Speczes
Recovery Plans” is to' focus ferai centrol procedures on the remnant temtones ef endangered '
species in' the wild, Their mtentten 18 to estabhsh feral«-free buffer zones around the wild

populations to provxde yeaf-round protection

* The-Bzfqeh-_tei_led ReeknweIIaEY'-:'(May__2002)_ and the Bo;_gmas_.m_@us_é (July 2002).
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Release Sanctuary Wlldhfe a
_ The theory behmd estabkshmg popuiatlons ef threatened species within protection

zones msxde Natzonal- -Parks 1s- as feilows

It is Vﬂdeiy understoed that, wherever poss;bie the best way to proteet bwdwersxty is

“to conserve the natwe flora and fauna in its ﬂatural state. As Ieng as the presence of

feral ammais is accommodated and the apprepnate fire management reglmes are

"'_-"1mplemented, Natmnal Parks are the loglcal piace in which to- eonserve and re~

i estabhsh ﬁxreatened native speexes ”

'There is general agreement in the smenﬁf' ic eommﬂmty that ﬂie mnnmum size fora

| 'terrestnal vertebrate populatmn to be genetlcally viable (1e to have sufﬁcient internal -

robustness to su:mve naturai chaHenges) is between 250° and 500 freely breeding
mdmduals Metropohtan zoos do not have the necessary space o achleve thxs The '

| : sanctuarles of ESL and AWC oﬁen do ilave space but the use of vemn»prcof '

' fencmg on a masszve seale 1. very cestly Natlonal Parks ciearﬁiy have the space to |

_support iarge native ammai colomes whlle the contemporary strategles for .
- contrellmg ferals and ﬁre do net requ:re the use of fenmng or austere fuel reduct;on ﬁ':

B practzces

R The use of centrahsed ;3rotectzon zones w:tthln certam Natxenal Parks greatly reduees -

the opportumty “for reieased ammals and their progeny fo-enter any nelghbounng

suburbs and tomhlps Natlve wﬂdlee and urban Iandscapes typically don’t mix
well. Altematlvely, _Natxonal Park boundarzes can meet with rural/agricultural
landscapes, into whlch the return of native wﬂdhfe 1s also not altogether appropriate
or appreciated. Fer example the Depa:tment of Agrlculture in NSW has legitimate

concerns about natwe ammais (parﬁculariy camlvores) retummg to farmlands in

. elevated numbers By locai:mg the release s:tes well msxde the National Parks and

accessible only vm ex;stmg service roads or fire trails (1e 4WD tracks) these

concerns can be szdelined

The size of the proposed protection zones (ie. 5,000 hectares) is a recommendation

that is open to debate. This area of land is large enough to support decent colonies of

threatened anima_is._"-_é_q_me of these _eoiehies would be larger than the generally




accepted minlmum Gf 250 1 divic
“of ideally havm :' :'multxpl ¢ releas
" (i) Sepa

'mdmduals and hopefuily many more:

(i)

iduals; others would not. This highlights the imporiance

ﬂs/pmtectmn zones per sanctuary m order that

_-._low¥&ensxty dwellzng specws can total at 1east 250

Separate coiomes of ali ﬂneatened spec:es can co-ex:st mcrcasmg the
chances af specles surv:val .’By dxssemmaung ammal populations
throughout dlffere' f :'Natmnal Parks the risk of spemes extinctions through
local thz‘eatemng p:r ';césses is gmatly reduoed




The Park Sanctua:y model of w;ldhfe censervaﬁon offers a host of new employment

opportumties Five major empioyment nodes can readﬂy be 1dent1ﬁed: '

1. The Sanctuary

Wwildlife Ofﬁcers : (3)
Habitat Officers - (3
* Education Ofﬁcgr (2)

TourGuides j.f--'(2_ 'or 'ore Part»-T:melCasuaI)
_ .ReceptloﬂStaff @y L

_' 'Acimmstratwn _S ff : (2)

e Fu]l-»Tune Staﬂ:‘ : o
29 Pan-tlme/Casuai Staff

* These are mlnﬁnum sanctuazy empioyment ﬁgu:res based on the authors expenence in eco-
tourism operatmns The expanéed sanctuary concept zncludes further 3obs in- cookmg, _

. catcrzz_zg, acqqmmcdatiq" :ucat:{on rcmearch, admmlstratxon merchandismg, consultmg, etc

2. _':TheReieaseSxte ST
'_'Sancmaly Wﬂdhfe C}ﬁ‘wers ) :
_'NPW_S_.W;iéilfg_i}ﬁiqerg___:._._._ e

3. TheProtection Zone
anatc cantractors - Pcst spemes management
NPWS_Rangers o Wliéhfe momtonng

4. Sanctuary Vlsmrrs o s _ o
The beneﬁts of mcreased pafronage would rxppie through a regxon s tounsm mdustry
(1e. food accommodatlon transportatzon, mghtseemg, etc) from an increase in visitor

volume and spendmg

5. Other Agencxes R S
Wﬂdhfe/Research Staff - S_'pebiés Recovery Teams (see Appendix IT)

o Research fnéti_tz_iﬁoné’ (universities, breeding centres, etc)

o OtherEstabilshments(zcos, fauna parks, etc)




In addltlon the Park Sanctuary modei wculd prov1de excelient tram_mg cppertunmes for
'- peepie in wﬂdhfe management and research thereby heipmg to ensure an appropriately
“skilled workforce The Park Sanctuaxy “model weuid be an 1dea} vehlcEe for utilising
' zndlgencus- sklils m iand management and tradltmnal -knowledge in  biodiversity.
: Employment cppertumtles in the ezmromnent sector would’ ccnt:nue to multxply as
successes in the ccnservation and ece-tourlsm ventures gene;:ated connnued growth in the
operations of ex1stlng and new sanctuanes Reglenai employment in parﬁcx.ﬁar would

 benefit from expanded sanctuary cperancns '

~The operational cests cf a Park Sancmaly are mtended to be self-ﬂmded thmugh revenues
generated from ece—teunsm servwes sponsorsths rnemberships donanens ‘grant money and
volunteer Iabcu:r To make the Park Sanctuary mcdel v;abie itis envrsaged that a Private-
= Public Pmersmp or snmlar assoczatxen would be formed bctween the NSW government and
‘a’ private ccnsortlum that allews the eonsemum to operate a cemmerc:.ai venture on
govemment land uslng nanve ﬂora and f‘auna The pnvate ccnsomum wouid be a not-for-
profit orgamsation devcted tc wﬂdhfe censervatxon, educatzon and research Under thzs -
| arrangement, the 1ssue of nanve spec1es ownership wouid never be chalienged and a streng
| incentive wou]d ex1st for pecpie to vzsxt the Sanctuary and/cr make tax-deductshle donatxens

- tothe operatmg Foundatmn to ccntmue 1ts conservation wcrk

wildlife experts agree that Te- estabhshmg mdependent cclomes wztlnn thelr fonner ranges is
part of the strategy that must comp}n:nent the prctccticn of remnant wild populations The
Park Sanctuary model delivers both outccmes in an ent;rely sclfwfunded arrangement that
supports the National Parks and Wlldhfe system effers a first class presentation of Australian
wildlife assets to the general pubhc and prov1des a mechamsm for re-investing business
profits into expanded ccnservatzon ventures In essence the Park Sanctuary model becomes a
mechanism for cemplernentmg Increased numbers of tb:eatened spec:es recovery plans. We
would apply sxmﬁar conservanon strategzes to the NPWS ona much wider scale, working to
establish protectlon zones (1e fenceless sancmanes) around (1) re~1ntroduced colonies that

have originated from capuve breedmg programs; and (2) in"situi colonies that are in need of

recovery plan zmplementatlon.




Fmaliy, the sanctuan. th seleés _would functlon as refug% from reglonai disasters like
| wxldf ire, drought anci dtsease duﬁng whlch time a much greater protecnon could be conferred .
upon these colemes ‘housed’ "inszde And when, thmugh txme and good science, bxologlcal
controls 3 are eventually deveIOpcd for the darmnant pest species n Austraha (and also for the

overwabundant natlve _spemes) then noné of the. precedmg eﬁ'ort wﬂi have gone to waste. The

Park Sanctuary system wzll aiready be pnmed the protectzon zones “will smply be
- discontinued and the g - wildlif
nature mt_anded._ Th1 wil




Sancmarles would spemahse in gulded mterpretzve walks at mght educatlon/research programs

durmg the day anci hospxtahty/catenng serwces at mest tlmes

. A gccd example of E:ulded mterpretauve waiks at mghj is founci at Warrawong Earth

Sanctuary in the Adeimde hﬂls Warrawong 15 35 heiares nf fenced I:md in which

_ threatened marsuplal specxes are bred for cnnservation and cifsplay Warrawong recelves :

40 000 vzs;tors a year 'mth an average head spend of $2(} 00___'Warrawong IS cash—ﬂow

. posmve through the operatlon of mterpretlve wzldlife taurs educatmn programs faed &

| beverage accommodatzon oonference facﬂitles merchandislngan nsultmg

¢« A good example of educatlon/research urograms durmg the dav is fbuﬁd'at' Méctluarfé_

- Fauna Park, Macquar;e Universny Sydney The Faxma Park hoids a host of marsuplai ;
specxes in. speclahsed breedmg yards for teachmg and researah purposes The Park is
ﬁmded by govemment money and pnvate mvestrnent It prowdes tram;,ng in the'

__ _maxzagement of cap"' ¢ 'marsuplais experxence m natxve ammal research and advances in

E bmiogwal oontroi apphcations for natlve specles and exot:c pests : T

. The PTOPOSf’d Park Sanctuary wouid be a combmatxon of these two exampies The-' o
captxve breedmg/rasearch
~area (see Fxgure A) _'Th :"founder colom__" 3 of mcular ﬁlreatened spemes wouid be captive-_..

sanctuary wouid be: sectloned mto a free~range display area an'

bred mztiaiiy, w1th the first generatlon(s) bemg used to re~colomse the freea-range area for
 ensuing pubhc dlsplay (see Fi 1gure B) All subsequent generatmns of capt;ve»»bred

individuals, pius free—range :ndmduals in excess of dlsplay requxrements “would be

released in partnershxp w1th the NPWS mto s1zeable wﬁd Iocatlons with routine feral

protecnon to achxeve the optimal conservatmn outcome '_ |

. The Park Sancmary would be cash-ﬂow posmve through the same actxvmes as Warrawong
" Earth Sanctuary and sumlar ecoatounsm busmesses A mlmmum 52 OGO v1s;1tors a year to

the Park Sanctuary (1e 1 000 v151tors a week) wﬂ:h an averagc head—spend of $20.00, -
| would generate over $1 nnihon annualiy ThlS mcome would cover the cost of sanctuary
cperanens mciudmg the captlve breedmg programs and routine feral protectlon operations

associated with the threatened specxes in the wild,

1t




Figure A: Schematic representation of aPark Sancﬂlafy ‘showing walkways and breeding compounds.

Flgure B: Hypothetical' Sanctuary Scenano = some';_of the ammals observabie ona. guxdedf..
walk at mght (ie. during their active perzod) ‘Walks would typxcally compnse a Ie1surely 1-2 hour
mterpretat;on of mdlgenous flora and fauna followed by food and beverage in an ambient setting.
Other sanctuary' services could include a licenced- restaurant, retail shop, 1nterpfeta’s:ton centre'
function room, conference faclhtles native plant nursery, etc ShEh

Brush-tailed
Rock-wallaby. .




Basie Scenario:

The Blue Mountains Sanctuary is a reasonably straightforward proposition. The
location might be somewhere close to the Great Western Hwy between Katoomba and
Springwood. There might be one to four correspondmg release sites for the native
ammais All the Natlonai Parks 1dent1ﬁed here are over 20 000 hectares in size,

An alternative site to the Blue Mountams for a Park Sanctuary near to Sydney could
be Ku-nng—gal Chase Na’s}onal Park or the Royai Na’aonal Park.




Advanced Scenario: Three Park Sancmaries It is: feasﬂ)ie that three Park Sanctuanes could be
' SR _ .estabhshed in NSW, two in VIC and two in QLD The remalmng States (SA o
‘WA and TAS) could probably support one Park: Sanctuary each. The total
number of Park Sanctuanes in ﬂllS scenario zs therefore 10- natwn-wxde '

Note: The proposed canglameratzons of release srtes around each Park Sanctuary is not a fixed
entity. NSW east-coast National Parks are divided ‘into 4 regions - Northern Rivers, Hunter & Lower
North Coast, Sydney & Surrounds and South Coast & Hzghiands Conglomerations include National
Parks from different | reg;ons - this may or may not be a. problemi, Vital mput is required from the NSW
: :_priate and achxevable w1th thls model




APPENDIXHStamsof hreatenedSPeces Recovery Plans

Mammahan specxes (mmus bats) ilsted in Schedules 1 and 2 of the NSW Thr@atened Specms Conservatmn
Act (1995), and their ‘suitability. for breedmg and display in an east-coast Park Sanctuary. The’ Park
Sanctiary system could be directly responsible for de-listing these smtable species by mgmﬁcantly elevating
their numbers through a largely s elfwfunged i}reedmg & release operation. Clearly the NPWS is finding it
difficult to draﬁ and 1mplement the necessary Threatened Spemes Recovery Plans qulckiy enough.

Endangered Mamma!s PR -_._.'-“Sﬁ_ui_.ﬁtabie:fﬁr Ea'st-' _Recovery Plans
(Schedule 1) _: o1+ Coast Sanctuary - | Gazetted (NPWS)
i e e
. No
o No
:__'Penéi_ng -
Pf:ﬁdxng

Eastem Quoll (Das;mrus vwerrmus)

Long-footed Potoroo. (Potorous longipes
Black-striped Wallaby (Mac:rapus darsalzs) St RACRI R
Yellow-footed Rock-wallaby (Perragale xanthopus) o New oo b 0 No
Silky Mouse  (Pseudomys apademordes) st - No oo Yes
Bolam's Mouse (Pseudomys bolami) Ceaoedb o U N £ Yes -
Smoky Mouse (Pseudomys fumens) - Sl Posmbiv . No
Hastings River Mouse - (Pseudomys oralzs) 3}_-‘;1' L = PnsmbIY._ S N

Vumerabie'Mammals Sl
(Schedule_Z) e

Eastem Pygmy possum (Cercarretus' nanus) o Yes ooovidee o Noo
| Spotted-tailed Quoll - (Dasyuru macul "tus : oYes ol o Noo b
Brush-tailed Phascogale (Phascogale ic S Yes e 0 N
Common Planigale - (Planigale macuiata) el Possibly e N
Southern Ningaui (Ningaui yvonneae) . S ofeo  Ned oo o1 No
White-footed Dunnart (Sminthopsis: !eucapus) b Yes o . No
Stripe-faced Dunnart (Smmthopszs macroura) Cpoo  Ne No*
Koala (Phascolarctos cinereus). : : b Yeg o No
Yellow-bellied Glider (Peraurus australzs) S b Yes e fo o No o
Squirrel Glider (Petaurus norfolcensis) Coooooope o - Yeg oo o No
Rufous Bettong (depyprymnus rufescens) 1 - Yes . No
Long=nosed Potoroo : (Potorous- trtdaczylus) Gl Yeso oo ool No
Parma Wallaby- (Macropus parma) - Gl D O Yesoooooooob No
Brush-tailed Rock-wallaby: (Petrogale pemczl’lata) oo Yes oo _ Pendmg
Red-legged Pademelon (Thylogale sngma:zca) T Yes | No.
Forrest's Mouse - (Leggadindg forresti). . o e N ) Yes
Broad-toothed Rat (Mastacomys fuscus) P0551bly o ~_No
Fastern Chestnut Mouse  (Pseudomys: graczircaudatus) Do Possibly No
Sandy Inland Mouse (Pseudomys hermannsburgensrs) _' . No Yes
Pilliga Mouse (Pseudomys pilligaensis) - -t No No
Long-haired Rat (Rattus villosissimus). . . No No
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Stepﬁe_n McLeod - _PhD (Mammalian Physmniogy) Umverszty of Sydney, NSW
e © 2000-2002: Earth Sanctuaries Ltd (Group’ Wﬂdhfe ()fficer)
1995 = 1999 Marsupla] Cooperative Research Centre (Marsuplal CRC) -
' B Scmnuﬁc Ofﬁcer and Fauna Park Mamger (Macquarie Um)

"My t:me mth ESL: was both e
animals in thexr naturai sta :

expenenced by many znar

showed tc;wards censerv on
I believe: that ESL 1s wrong:i

arch and govemment wxldhfe authnri ies ¥

wildlife trade and wrong '; - practice’ ‘of fencmg vast tracts of land There zs a better way toj

achieve better outcomes By ng 'the posztlve aspects of BSL‘ revenue-generatmg capaclty in’
wildlife dlspiay and hnkmg _
and Wlldizfe Servxces measurable" conservaﬂon eutcomes can be ac}neved wiuch translater o

: essentlaily mto the self“ﬁm

ion of mor' "Threatened Speme: R 01

 Christopher Chapman:  Dip.Law; Dip CD; Dip: '_.M FCIS FAICD MBA (UNE)
S _'_'f___'1999:____2001 Earth Sanctuanes Ltd(Company Secretary)
T 1988' 1999 Vanous Cornpanies and reglstered Foundatlons -

Company Secremry and GeneraifLegal CounseI

"The vision of ESL was aiways out of reach The suany econormcs of the ESL ob;ectwe ef 100
sanctuaries in 80 habltats enclosmg 1% of Austraha under the company s management structure_ﬁ
and modus aperandz was. never gomg to be sustamable A vxtal mgred1ent in senlor management_ _'
practices at ESL has aiways been mzssmg - sound busmess acumen Important oppormmnes for ]

company growth were missed 'th:ough the disrespect it certa:n company directors for due pmcess o

in business pIannmg and due dlhgence m market trends The tnple bottom Ime of enwromnental a

1 g'_and dlsﬂlusmnmg The pubhc dzsplay of natlve plants and = :
' ardmg and umquely Ausirahan 'ncountar that shouid be:_-- T

1y 'disappomtmg ST
ont;ept o: nattve ammai ownershxp, wrong in 1ts'not;on of freef

em th the proper management pmcedures of our Naimnal Parks " o

social ‘and ﬁna.ncml sustamabihty m bus;ness pracuce cannot be’ 1gnored yet ESL ‘was. never

committed to the last two I am’ certam that a model of sustamable mldhfe conservatlon can be
achieved through both professwnal competency and: a genume partnershxp with Environment

Australia and our State/’l”emtozy wzldhfe colieagues LN
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