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I would like to suggest that the Inquiry uses the Cairns & Far North Environment Centre as a test example, because it does not fit into an intuitively agreed category at present and yet it has an established place in the community. When groupings and deffinitions come to be drafted, CI&INEC could be presented to reveal how a real organisation fits.

CAFNEC is undeniably not‑for‑profit; by constitution and by financial accounting.

By constitution CAFNEC's main purpose is for public education about the natural

environment. Members have understood since inception 20 years ago that education

means purposefully presenting information and argument in support of value for

non‑human ecosystems, habitats and species. Scientific method is followed , ‑ '
understanding of other perspectives is sought, but CAFNEC endeavours to educate

by advocacy. A perceived imbalance of power in the community between people who

wish to use Nature for immediate human convenience and people who put value on

Nature for its own sake is considered to impose a duty for advocacy in the public

interest in a society with an adversarial style of decision making.

CAFNEG's understanding of 'education' is not accepted by many observers, who have an underlying feeling that comparing value of natural environment for its own sake with human needs is a personal indulgence of a religious nature; to be accepted in a free country, but proselytising for the satisfaction of members not a public service.

This is my analysis of common certainty I have met behind resistance to CAFNEC's use of council‑owned premises however carefully they behave, behind objection to government grants in principle, behind disapproval of any official attention &.'Q CAFN~L as"vote buying". I have recently met a similar view of 'education, in trying to place CAFNEC in the tax system. Lobbying., which CAFNEC undoubtedly does, seems to put it with political and member‑service organisations, and only self assessment saves it for the moment from paying income tax on government grants and fundraising proceeds.

Is advocacy a service to the quasi‑religious feelings of members, or can it be a service to community decision making? The answer to that question might help in defining community not‑for‑profit purposes.

