The Minister for Planning

The Honourable Tony Kelly ALGA MLC
Parliament House

Macquarie Street

SYDNEY NSW 2000

Dear Minister,

Re Corrupt Interim Heritage Order process at Collector by Upper Lachlan Shire Council representatives in association with Mr Nethery of Heritage Branch
I wrote to your Heritage Branch on 7 July 2010 requesting that an Interim Heritage Order be placed on Collector Bridge, the adjacent houses and adjoining cultural landscape. A critical part of this submission was the need to recognise the importance of the visit by Governor Macquarie in October 1820, his camping adjacent to the present Collector Bridge and naming of Lake George from this site. Please see the details of the submission attached.

On 18 June 2010 a response was received from Mr Cameron White, Manager of the Listings Team, Heritage Branch.  This response ignored many of the points made in the original submission, particularly the references to Governor Macquarie, parroted Council misrepresentations and avoided any consideration of the site as an area of State significance. The details are as follows:

· Mr White advised that during a site inspection on 16 June “Heritage Officers [Mr Bill Nethery and a junior colleague] were pleased to have an opportunity to speak with you and owners of two of the properties adjacent.”   Mr Nethery was actually brought secretly to Collector by Upper Lachlan Council Manager of Works, Peter Mowle, without any intention of speaking to local people.  Their origins were only discovered by people confronting them and who then advised me. 

· Mr Nethery declined the offer of further information in regard to State significance of the bridge precinct and referred us to the Council. When it was pointed out that his colleague, Vincent Sicari, Manager of Conservation at the Heritage Branch had recommended this process, his only response was to look away and say “Thanks Vince”.  It was plain the purpose of the visit with Mr Mowle was to do a deal to dismiss any listing of State Significance. 
Mr White’s methodology (via Mr Nethery) is then to repeat the misrepresentations of Council in regard to Collector Bridge, adjacent buildings and impact of roadworks. For example, in relation to the bridge: 

· “any attempt to restore it would entail…reconstruction of the bridge”. This statement is contradicted by Council’s own report of December 2009 which found that it could be renovated but it considered that the cost was too great; 

· “There may, however, be design options that would be more sympathetic …than the proposed concrete culvert. The Heritage Branch understands that the Council has undertaken to explore such alternatives.” This is demonstrably untrue – Council’s first and continuing priority is a low culvert (confirmed by Mayor Shaw on ABC Radio 666 on 21 June 2010). In May it was forced by community objections to engage consultants to review this option – with a high culvert as a default option (but is refusing to make the brief for the consultants available to the community for less than a $200 FOI fee);
In regard to the adjacent buildings Mr White advises that they “may date from the mid nineteenth century”.  One of them is from the 1830’s and the dates of the others are not much later but do need further research. The reference to use the Council’s heritage process is demonstrably not viable: Council to date has only put 4 items in Collector village on its heritage list despite Collector being the oldest European settlement in the Shire and there being another 15 items of obvious heritage provenance. For example, the Anglican Church built of local stone in 1860, whose pastor Robert Cartwright toured the area with Macquarie in 1820, where Miles Franklin attended and was confirmed in 1894 – is not on the list.  
Since Collector is too small to have a Councillor representing it – Council resources for heritage and other matters are spent elsewhere.  This is demonstrated by the study on collectorvoice.com of funds spent by Upper Lachlan Council on bridges in the Shire: those bridges which receive the major funds are those which are proximate to Councillors - even if the roads involved are insignificant. There are many other examples which can be provided to you. 
In regard to impact of associated roadworks, Mr White says “the change to the level of the paved road surfaces to the new crossing will be negligible”. This is contradicted by Council’s own approved Collector Bridge Options Paper of December 2009. This states the culvert will be 1.46 metres below the deck of the current bridge and the road lowering to meet it in front of adjacent houses will be lowered for 100 metres either side of the bridge. To call this “negligible” is therefore grossly dishonest and misleading. 
Mr White’s further assertions that: 

· the changes to the hydrology through road lowering “represent no threat” are similarly without evidence and seem to be based on parroting Mr Mowle who himself has been forced to go back to hydrological consultants, is still awaiting their report and therefore not in a position to make any claims;  and

· the effects of the heavy traffic on adjacent buildings “could be addressed by monitoring and enforcement of the speed limit” is another example of wishful thinking contradicted by the evidence. Mr Mowle himself has verified that heavy vehicles have regularly exceeded speed and load limits on this road for years despite very prominent signage prohibiting it.

In regard to the cultural landscape of Collector Mr White, in summary says:

· community members need to see the Council’s Heritage advisor for nominating items on the State’s Heritage Register; and

· the only item in the cultural landscape that will be affected by the road and bridge works is the bridge.

 The first point is fair if the Upper Lachlan Council’s heritage officer will have the time to support heritage matters in relation to Collector. It should be noted this person only works one day per month and already has a large work schedule of priorities for other towns in the Shire. It is therefore apparent that, as before, heritage elements of Collector’s history will be buried in “other priorities”.  The second point is a demonstrable untruth: even Mr Mowle admits the foundations of the adjacent houses will be affected, but he asserts – without any evidence – that “they should settle”.  

It should also be noted that most of the safety issues relating to the culvert are being ignored; an 150 year old tree adjacent to the bridge will be killed by the road excavation; and that the effects on the ecological heritage of the creek are also being ignored.  

Conclusion:

The agenda of Upper Lachlan Shire Council officers to date has been to misrepresent details of the Collector bridge and its immediate environment to the Heritage Branch so they can proceed with a low level culvert. This culvert will destroy the built heritage of more than 150 years and be a blight on the Macquarie precinct which is an area of State significance. Ecologist Dr Julia McKay has also advised that the creek ecology will also be considerably damaged by the culvert.
Council’s lack of good faith is shown by its:

· refusing to consult and provide information to the local community; 
· demanding the lodgement of a $200 bond before any information will be made available as to their plans and evidence for their position; and 
· misleading the Heritage Branch regarding the situation of Collector Bridge and the consequences of the proposed works.
We are therefore, asking for your intervention to prevent Upper Lachlan Council destroying the Macquarie precinct and early European settler heritage adjacent to Collector Creek by implementing an Interim Heritage Order with specific conditions. We ask that the conditions should be to the effect that Upper Lachlan Council should:

1. obtain an independent assessment of the heritage and ecology of the historic precinct adjacent to the Bridge prior to any further action;

2. have an open public access policy for  all documents and processes relating to proposed developments associated with the Bridge; and 

3. build a replacement bridge which maintains the built and natural heritage of the creek precinct and is worthy of the legacy of Governor Macquarie and the tourist potential of the town.

Due to its position, Collector has the potential to bring much tourism and other revenue from Canberra to New South Wales if it is given adequate support. We hope you will assist us through endorsing the above recommendations.  
Yours sincerely,
Frank Ross

Secretary
Collector and District Historical Association Inc

30 June 2010
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