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16 TUGGERAH LAKES NEEDS MORE THAN GRANDSTANDING
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Rehabilitating Tuggerah Lakes needs
more than Grandstanding. 0
g0

The Community Environment Network has taken
issue with claims by the Save Tuggerah Lakes
Group that they have achieved more for the lake

since taking control of council. In reality, they ﬁ b
have reduced community involvement, been
indifferent to pollution and used a harvester and 0

T

swamp dozer (Truxor) to remove weed and black 0

ooze for aesthetic purposes. T
To claim this will not damage the lakes or hurt wildlife is not
credible.

Chairman, John Asquith said: “/t will toke a lot more than
spurious cloims about wrock horvesting to rehabilitote the
lokes.

The focts ore: since taking affice the Save Tuggerah Lakes Group has;
- gbolished Councils' Environment Deportment
- removed community members fram the Estuary Management Committee;
planned to obolish community input through Precinct Committees;
reclassified nearly 240 Ha. af council owned community land containing threatened species, so thot it may be soid, leased or
developed;
approved subdivisions for clearing without vegetation corridors or identified offsets;
nat token oction to address angaing pallution af the lakes, ond;
doubled wrack harvesting, which is treating less than 1% of the problems coused by pollution and poar catchment manggement,”

On most measures the new management of the lakes is going backwards. Most of the water guality improvements we are
currently seeing are the results of expert strategies and community engagement implemented during the Tuggerah Lakes
Rehabilitation program over the past 5 years.

Mr Asquith went on to say: “It is estimated that approximaotely 100,000 tonnes of wrock are produced annuaily in the lokes.
Rehobilitated salt marsh removes many theusands of tannes af wrack annually for no cost. In compaorison, the weed harvester
removed 3,000 tonnes ot a high cost. The STL group seems to be claiming credit for the reswits af the 520 miilion spent in o
federally funded project over the post 5 years. However, those improvements such os rehabilitating salt marsh will be improving
water gquality aver the long term, whereas wrack honvesting ond use of a Truxor are expensive, unsustainable and lorgely
cosmetic”
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