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Environmental cost of a million acres a year

Annual deaths: 
• Five million small mammals.
• 80 million reptiles.
• 10 million birds.

Species loss.
Land degradation.
Rainfall decline.

But massive agricultural 
production; a ‘food bowl’.



More than an industrial agricultural 
landscape

Biodiversity hangs on…just… 
and….is it worth it?



But what place really for conservation 
in the Wheatbelt?

Trap-door spiders and 
Southern Scrub-robins are 
not high on the political 
agenda



…and most reserves are too small

How do we protect 
Trap-door spiders and 
Southern Scrub-robins 
in this landscape?  
Why would we?



How do we argue for conservation?



#1.  Intrinsic value



#2.  Ecological services

A tree may be worth $Ks to all of 
society, but who pays to keep it?

• Climate
• Water
• Shelter
• Carbon capture
• Biodiversity can enhance 

productivity 



But intrinsic value and ecological 
services versus economic imperative?

A former leader of the Greens stated that the government is 
there to manage “a society, not just an economy”.  And society 
means people.

Cute, iconic but dying out in the Wheatbelt; one road verge and bush block after another.  
Who is responsible?  And who pays?



So what about the people?

Garden City movement of 
early 20th Century.

Urban greening and urban 
forest movement in early 
21st Century.

Does the Wheatbelt need 
something similar?



Recollections of older farmers…. Loss 
of quality of life

Victorian Govt report: “Humans 
have forgotten how much the 
natural world means to them.  It 
has been reported that modern 
people are experiencing a 
spiritual famine and that alcohol, 
food and drug addictions are 
futile attempts to fill the spiritual 
emptiness that has arisen from 
loss of contact with nature.” 



So what does this mean for biodiversity 
conservation in the Wheatbelt?

There is social value in biodiversity….but all of society 
must invest in it.  

Because all of society 
benefits from a 
biodiverse Wheatbelt



Implications for the Wheatbelt if we recognise 
the social value of biodiversity

Landowners are paid to keep trees (as we pay them to 
install wind turbines).
Landowners are paid to keep woodland and bushland.
When a tree has to go, landowners are supported to 
replace it.

As the German farmer said to the Australian farmer...”I’m 
not expected to make a profit; I’m expected to look after 
the land”.  


