FROM:________________________________________ 

_________________________________________

state_________________________

postcode_______________

The Manager, Planning Services Unit

Conservation, Strategy and Planning

Department of Environment and Resource Management

Level 4, 400 George Street

GPO Box 2454

BRISBANE QLD 4001              

email <parkplans@derm.qld.gov.au> 

date:

Dear Sir/Madam

Please find below my comments on the draft Hinchinbrook Area Island and Marine Management Plan (HAIMMP), covering four island national parks (Hinchinbrook, Goold, Family Group including Dunk) and the Great Barrier Reef Coast Marine Park surrounding the islands.  

I strongly support the conservation and rehabilitation purpose of national and marine park management and the international responsibility of presenting this beautiful and wild part of the world heritage area for the appreciation of its intrinsic (natural) qualities. 

I have used the list of recommendations made by the Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service and advice from North Queensland Conservation Council and the Alliance to Save Hinchinbrook (ASH) as a template for my remarks.   
Yours sincerely

Your name
Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service (QPWS) has made five sets of recommendations: national park protection, Dunk Island spit arrangements, national park zoning, marine park protection, and marine park zoning.   

1.  ABOUT NATIONAL PARK PROTECTION 

I STRONGLY SUPPORT: 

· No new public utilities (e.g. communication towers); not appropriate for a national park; no need.  

· Conversion of Woln-Garin & Pee-Rahm-Ah islands, Mona Rock & esplanades at Cape Richards & Dunk Island Spit to national park.  These very small islands are very close to Dunk and Hinchinbrook Island National Parks and should always have been included as national park.

· A new Restricted Access Area (RAA) for Eva Island (Hinchinbrook) and Woln-Garin & Pee-Rahm-Ah (seasonal RAA) (Dunk) , and continuation of existing all year RAA for the Brook and Muhr Amalee; & seasonal RAA for Purtaboi;  all fragile, small, and ecologically important, specially birds.

· New special management areas for Goold & Haven fish traps, Muhr Amalee; to protect special features of these popular sites from accidental damage.

· Upgrading the protection of the Brook Islands to National Park Scientific. The tiny Brook Islands are essential  for many bird species (terns, beach stone curlews, Torres Strait pigeons) to raise their chicks.

· Introducing upper limits for commercial use, camping, infrastructure (eg. toilets, tables), and signs.

· Developing site plans for certain visitor sites; degradation of sites must be prevented.

· Retaining existing campsites, day visitor sites, and walking tracks, except for North Zoe where there is no suitable campsite and there may be crocodile risk; appropriate for bush walkers and safety.

· No aircraft landings (must stay above 1500 feet); to protect wildlife and visitors from nuisance noise.

· Enforcing "no fishing" in Channel 9 and freshwater creeks and close other creeks to fishing if there is a decline in natural & cultural resources & if agreement is reached with key recreational & commercial organisations.   Fishing is against the cardinal principle of national park management.  

· Removing coconut palms and prohibiting campfires. The National Landscapes Program has determined that Australia's tourism future lies in niche marketing for Australia's unique features. Coconuts are not native to Australia. Falling nuts can kill. Camp fires risk wildfire and have used native vegetation for fuel.

· No more hard structures as erosion control (also marine park). Rock walls interfere with natural coastal processes and cause further erosion. 

I STRONGLY SUPPORT No motorised watersports, personal watercraft, hovercraft, high speed vessels (>35 kn) in Hinchinbrook creeks; 

AND I ALSO RECOMMEND 

· MAKE SPEED LIMIT LOWER.  35 knots (68 km/hr) is far too fast for dugongs and turtles.  

· MAKE "NO WASH" RULE in creeks and within prescribed distance of other vessels.  

I STRONGLY OPPOSE the introduction of commercial guided tours for the Thorsborne Trail.  

· The Thorsborne Trail must be kept for non-commercial walkers only. Commercial guided group walks do not belong on this wilderness walk. The sense of wilderness is destroyed instantly by a guide controlling, instructing and entertaining an organised group. Human beings are social and chatter. Even group footfalls are surprisingly noisy in a totally natural setting. Commercial tours would make a travesty of "natural remote" zoning for personal recreational walkers seeking a rare wilderness experience.  

2.  ABOUT THE COMPLICATED ARRANGEMENTS FOR DUNK ISLAND SPIT

The spit is part of the Family Islands National Park. The spit is leased to the Cassowary Coast Regional Council; subleased to the Hideaway Resorts (previous owners); and sub-sub-leased to Dunk Island Pty Ltd (current operators). The Jetty is managed by the Council. Other commercial users must negotiate with the Resort and the Dunk Island Spit Committee. There has been environmental damage  and conflict between users. 

QPWS has come up with three options for the spit:

OPTION 1 is no change - the resort keeps "permanent" buildings on fragile shifting/eroding spit, controls public land and continues uses which are incompatible with national park protection. 

OPTION 2 removes permanent buildings so coastal processes of spit can recover BUT continues other damaging uses and control by resort.   

OPTION 3 QPWS (not the resort) will manage the access road and campground; remove permanent buildings, restrict resort use to barge and road only.  

I STRONGLY SUPPORT OPTION 3

· protection and management of the spit as world heritage listed national park. 

· QPWS management to retain public access for appropriate activities.

· Continuing maximum 250 visitors/day for regular commercial day use.

· Removing infrastructure threatened by erosion, ceasing beach nourishment by 2013, and letting natural sand spit dynamics return. 

· the use of light temporary/removable structures, covered food outlet, etc. 

I OPPOSE QPWS Options 1 and 2 as unacceptable.  

I OPPOSE ANY DOWNGRADING OF NATIONAL PARK PROTECTION FOR THE SPIT

It is completely wrong to downgrade a piece of national park (to a lower status conservation park) just because it has a history of mismanagement and misuse. Why reward bad practice?  The spit area should be rehabilitated - a world heritage duty.    

3. ABOUT THE FOUR NATIONAL PARK ZONES:  
1 "almost totally natural",  2 "natural remote",  3 "natural", and 4 "natural recreation".

I SUPPORT 

· "No facilities" for zone 1 "Almost totally natural" (for self-reliant visitors who wish to have an experience as near as possible to completely natural). 

· Defined campsites in zone 3 "Natural zone", but only where necessary to prevent site damage and conflict between users. Management should focus on appropriate levels of camping. 

I CANNOT SUPPORT 

· "Well developed facilities" as described for zone 4 "Natural Recreation".  I do support comprehensive onsite signage, campgrounds with some limited infrastructure, BUT NOT high-number commercial visitation. Mass visitation must not swamp private recreational users - national parks are for the people. 

I STRONGLY OPPOSE

· New proposal for commercial visitation in zone 2 "natural remote" - "kayak tours, guided tours of Thorsborne Trail, transport campers, scenic flights e.g. Coombe Island, Banksia Bay".  Natural recreation consistent with world heritage protection and presentation means appreciating the area for its intrinsic (natural) values. "High numbers" by commercial operators will have big impacts on the enjoyment of personal recreational users.  The enjoyment by local recreational users and small commercial groups must take precedence over large commercial tours and de facto commercial control over national park use. 

· Scenic flights approaching over the adjacent sea within 1 horizontal km of national park mountain slopes. 

4. ABOUT  MARINE PARK PROTECTION 

I STRONGLY SUPPORT 

· Restricted access to some intertidal areas - Brooks, Muhr Amalee (all year) & Eva, Purtaboi, Pee-Rahm-Ah, Woln-Garin (1 Oct – 31 March) (consistent with national park protection, as above).

· No anchoring at the Brook Islands (coral) and the Haven (fish traps).

· No commercial non-motorised craft in Hinchinbrook Channel or Missionary Bay (crocodile risk) – discourage recreational use for safety reasons.

· No take or interfering with dugong or turtle (this does not prevent legal indigenous killing)

· Monitoring and regulating voluntary transit lanes & speeds - BUT 25 knots is too fast for dugongs; and are the lanes in the best place to protect seagrass?

· No new moorings or facilities in ‘locations’ (e.g. jetties, aquaculture) except ‘intensive use’ and public mooring; BUT  I DO NOT SUPPORT new moorings for existing aquaculture. 

· Restriction on nets in Hinchinbrook DPA , to protect dugongs. The whole HAIMMP area should be free of netting capable of trapping and drowning dugongs. 

· Removal of unpermitted infrastructure - not "legitimise" it; marine park is for the people, not squatters. 

· Protection of bird sites - vessels maximum 6 kn, aircraft 1500 ft.  I recommend that vessels should also be restricted from closely approaching bird-nesting beaches. 

I STRONGLY OPPOSE

· Legitimising the illegal activities of squatters in national and marine parks - sends a really bad signal to others. Past wrongs must be corrected and the marine  park properly protected. 

· Giving Conn Ck aquaculture expansion of site, new site, or additional species.  This cage mariculture wants a new area so it can move onto a clean sea bottom. Dirty intensive fish farming should never have been allowed in state marine park, or to drain into it.  If the fish cage farm has to move because it fouls the bottom it should not be allowed to continue, and certainly not be allowed to expand its activities into new species. Coastal water quality is crucial to healthy native fish nurseries and coral. 

5. ABOUT MARINE PARK ZONES

1 "Intensive use", 2 "high use", 3 "moderate use", 4 "low use"

I  SUPPORT 

the present use levels for all the zones except for zone 1"Intensive use"

I OPPOSE 

use levels proposed for zone 1"Intensive use" for jet skis, hovercraft and other high speed vessels in the Hinchinbrook area. In this area these activities are totally inappropriate. The Hinchinbrook Channel was listed world heritage as a unique wilderness passage, for its sensitive marine mammals, its outstanding natural beauty (aesthetics) and its accessibility to people for appreciation of its intrinsic (natural) values. Noisy, fast, competitive and dangerous  boating should not be allowed to spoil this place for appropriate visitation or for the safety and peaceful existence of its wildlife.    

I ALSO STRONGLY OPPOSE 

allowing large cruise ships (eg 70 metres) to approach, enter, or anchor in Missionary Bay, Hinchinbrook Channel or the southern part of Rockingham Bay - all shallow seagrass and dugong habitat. Hinchinbrook is not the Whitsundays.  Apart from some historical non-conforming uses (vessels about 30 metres), there should be no vessels over about 20 metres entering this area. 

The HAIMMP area is best served by local operators who know the area intimately and respect it, use small vessels suited to the shallows, have lower costs and flexible timetables to best service island bush walkers. This style of  small local "ferry" provides culturally appropriate transport as part of a low-key close-to-nature experience.

