sale value of the buildings.)

With the recent trend to minimalism and open plan living it is imperative that we look at how we are going to attract the next generation to spend their time, energy and money looking after a heritage building.
I believe this inquiry has set about not only looking at the current position but has proposed a framework that will encourage the conservation of our historic heritage places well into the future.


Lack of Support in this Inquiry
It was disappointing that neither the NSW government nor the NSW Local Government Association had one kind word to say about the private owner.

The NSW National Trust likened private owners to “poachers on the estate".

In fact the general tenor of those representing heritage bodies appeared to be more threatening than supportive.

This attitude and lack of support does not auger well for the future of private owners of Australia's heritage. While there may be the odd owner who rocks the boat I am sure the majority of owners are very happy to do their utmost to conserve their heritage properties.
One Rule Fits All
Australia is a vast country of extremes. The current regulations have failed to acknowledge that there is a huge difference between the leafy heritage conservation areas in large cities where buildings gain support from each other and where real estate values are relatively high compared to those buiIdings located in less desirable areas, particularly those in rural areas where there are extremes of climate, armies of termites, and difficulty in obtaining skilled tradesmen and restoration materials and often depressed real estate values.

In a rural area the heritage place may not even be visible to the general public.

Regulations are drafted and enforced, in the main, by city dwellers who appear not to comprehend that outside the city is an unforgiving country where a completely different set of circumstances apply.
The draft recommendation would appear to go a long way to address the above problems. Individual heritage agreements would overcome the ‘One Rule Fits All" by creating contracts that look a the individual circumstances of each heritage item. It would achieve a much more positive outcome for the long-term preservation of out heritage. It would hopefully eliminate the `them and us' syndrome.





Funding
Much is made of funding available to private owners.

The evidence tendered to the inquiry shows that the commitment of government to private owners of heritage has significantly decreased over the last 10 years.

Most levels of government and the NFP Organizations stated that funding was inadequate. There are too many heritage bodies chasing too little funding.

It would appear that the administration of the various government heritage offices uses up a considerable amount of the available funding with only a very small amount left to be distributed over a significant number of private owners. At the local level this usually represents only a few hundred dollars per owner.
The draft recommendation would appear to assist in this situation as once a contract has been entered into there is no need to revisit the agreement for a number of years and the owner would gain the full benefit without having to reapply to each year for a part of the available funding.


Local Government
I would urge the commission to be cautious in adopting any proposal to increase the power of local government in heritage matters for the following reasons:

·	Local government has limited heritage expertise.
·	Local government can be subject to considerable pressure from vested interests.
·	The submission from the Local Government Association requested more legal power to force owners of heritage items of local significance to maintain their properties yet It then went on to say that local councils could not afford to maintain their own heritage listed properties.

Heather Berry 23.2.2006

