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Covering Letter
2nd August 2018

Committee Secretary
Senate Standing Committee on Environment and Communications
ec.sen@aph.gov.au

The Inquiry into Australia’s faunal extinction crisis
The Australian Koala Foundation is pleased to provide these comments to the
Senate Standing Committee on Environment and Communications.
Should you require further information our contact details are as follows:
Deborah Tabart OAM, CEO of the Australian Koala Foundation
Ph: (07) 3229 7233
Email: dtabart@savethekoala.com
GPO Box 2659,
Brisbane QLD 4001
I would appreciate if the Committee could make the submission and
my name public.
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Inquiry into Australia’s faunal extinction crisis
Submission by the Australian Koala Foundation (AKF)

Submission summary
On behalf of the Australian Koala Foundation (AKF), we thank the Senate Environment and Communications Committee for the opportunity to comment on
Australia’s faunal extinction crisis.
The Australian Koala Foundation participated in a former Senate Inquiry for
the Koala in 2011. The AKF’s submission to the 2011 Inquiry is attached in
Appendix A. The scientific bibliography should satisfy our credentials on
this matter.
The Senate Report of 2011 identified that the Koala was in crisis and the Committee took 101 submissions and had 3 hearings, in Brisbane, Melbourne and
Canberra. It is sobering reading and as I prepare this submission, it shocks me
that nothing has changed, except the plight of the Koala is now worse.
The AKF is the largest funding body of Koala research in Australia. We have
expended approximately $15million on mapping the entire geographic range of
the Koala which covers around 20% of the continent and scientists from Universities around Australia funded by the AKF have contributed to our collective
knowledge. I have been the CEO for nearly 30 years.
The Koala was listed as Vulnerable to extinction under the EPBC Act 1999
and in April 2012, the then Minister for the Environment, Mr Tony Burke
announced the Koala listing (see Appendix B) and that a Recovery Plan would
be finalised by December 2014. With a change of Government, the new Minister
for the Environment, Mr Greg Hunt, delayed the writing of the Koala Recovery
Plan and it is our legal advice that as of April 2018, the current Minister for the
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Environment, Mr Josh Frydenberg has failed in his responsibility as Minister by
not providing the Koala Recovery Plan by that date (see Appendix C). It goes
without saying it is now six years since that Senate Inquiry and the listing, and
one could strongly argue that the plight of the Koala now may well mean the
Koala should be listed as either Endangered or Critically Endangered.
The Koala was listed as Vulnerable in Queensland, New South Wales and the
Australian Capital Territory. The Victorian Koalas missed out on a listing by not
meeting the listing criteria (see Appendix D) by 1%. South Australian Koalas
were also not listed (see Appendix E).
The AKF is confident that all Koalas in Australia should be protected not only
because of their iconic status to Australia, but because as you will see in Bob’s
Map (see Appendix F) that the AKF believes there are between 47,860 and
85,695 Koalas in Australia.
These figures come from sound scientific data gathered over 30 years and
approximately $20m of privately funded research conducted both in-house and
at Universities around Australia. The AKF is confident this evidence was of value
to the 2011 Senators in their decisions about the plight of the Koala.
Before we deal with each of the terms of reference as they relate to the Koala I
want you to ponder questions that should be asked. The answers to these questions are the reason why I believe that wild Koalas and their habitat will never be
saved with current laws in place and why the AKF wants a Koala Protection Act.
1. Who is the custodian of the Koala?
2. Does a listing of the Koala automatically protect their habitat?
3. Has the EPBC Act or any State legislation ever saved a significant landscape
capable of maintaining a healthy population of wild Koalas.
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Terms of reference
We will now deal with each of the terms of reference as they relate to the Koala.
a. The ongoing decline in the population and conservation status of
Australia’s nearly 500 threatened fauna species.
AKF RESPONSE
At the time the Koala was listed in 2012 there were approximately 1700 species
on the list as vulnerable (one step down from Endangered) and the Koala presumably became 1701. The AKF had great hopes for a Koala Recovery Plan and
we have participated in endless committees and submissions over our 30-year
history including myself as a committee member on the National Koala Strategy
written in 2009. None of these documents nor committees have made one bit of
difference to the plight of the Koala.
At the time I was told that the Federal Government would need to expend around
$5m for the writing of a National Koala Recovery Plan and that these plans can
range from say $2m to $5m depending on the severity of the problems.
If you do the sums and take on average $5m for each species in this category –
then the Commonwealth will need to expend $5m times 1701. This is more than
$8.5B. So, with 1866 on the vulnerable list, does this committee only seek to
deal with 500 threatened fauna? The numbers will be in the thousands and this
process highlights the flaws of the whole process. When you list a species, you
do not list nor protect the habitat. When you list a species, you do not have the
monetary resources to actually carry out the plan (see Appendix G).
Let’s do the maths again. It is an impossible task to fund them all. A more strategic approach needs to be taken and that is at landscape level, rather than individual animals or small groups. The whole thing is so flawed.
AKF has argued that if the Koala forests of Australia were protected by a Koala
Recovery Plan, then thousands, probably hundreds of thousands of species
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would be protected. It falls on deaf ears and no-one in the Department including
all Ministers (see Appendix H) never seek solutions from a scientific organisation like ourselves. As the Koala Senate Report identified there appears to be an
open door policy for industry with the Ministers but after repeated offers to brief
all Ministers during my tenure, the doors are closed. You have to ask why? Does
the AKF’s Koala Habitat Atlas (see Appendix I) tell too many truths about the
damage to our landscapes perhaps?
We can certainly argue that the Koalas experience is that there is no appetite by
any level of Government to seek to write a Koala Recovery Plan and of course
the AKF questions why did the former Senate Inquiry go to the bother of having
the session, and worse still, how can successive Ministers ignore their own laws?
We can certainly argue too that there is no appetite to enforce existing laws.
AKF RECOMMENDATION
A Koala Protection Act that is simpler and ready to protect the Koala forests of the
East Coast of Australia.
b. The wider ecological impact of faunal extinction.
AKF RESPONSE
Who can imagine Australia without Koalas? Losing even one species is damaging
to the environment and fragmentation of habitat is not curtailed in any way. Many
describe our forests dying from “a thousand cuts”. AKF would prefer you posed
the following questions?
1. What would happen to the economy
without Koalas? (see Appendix J)
2. What would Mr. Abbott have done
without being able to produce two
Koalas for Mr. Obama and Mr. Putin
when they visited Australia?
Pictured: The G20 meeting in Brisbane 2014.
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3. What would our Foreign Minister
say when she refers to the power
of the Koala as Koala Diplomacy?
Tourism Australia is about to launch a
$40m marketing strategy to encourage the world to visit Australia to see
the Great Barrier Reef and of course
Koalas. What would happen if both of
these icons were missing. Our image
of the icons missing. Can Australia
afford to lose $3B and 30,000 jobs?

Pictured: Advertisement ran by AKF.

AKF RECOMMENDATION.
A Koala Protection Act which is ready to go.
c. The international and domestic obligations of the Commonwealth
Government in conserving threatened fauna.
AKF RESPONSE
AKF does not believe that any of the Governments of Australia take their environmental responsibilities seriously and in Redlands Shire, in a Koala habitat, a
RAMSAR site is also under threat from development (see Appendix K). It has
been hard to determine whether our international treaties are taken seriously and
AKF can certainly vouch that in our history; there has not been one Koala habitat
protected which suggest that the system is entirely broken. It is Australia’s obligation to meet international treaties.
AKF RECOMMENDATION
A Koala Protection Act that would ensure international treaties were met via the
approval process.
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d. The adequacy of Commonwealth environment laws, including but not
limited to the EPBC Act 1999, provides sufficient protection for threatened fauna and against key threatening processes.
AKF RESPONSE
It may be shocking for the Senators to understand that under the EPBC Act,
land clearing while mentioned as a threatening process does not actually trigger
the Act into action. That can only happen at the Minister’s discretion and in my
lengthy tenure as CEO of the AKF; I have not seen that happen in 30 years (see
Appendix L).
In the year 2000, the AKF convened a Summit, chaired by Professor Hugh Possingham with international and Australian lawyers to evaluate whether the
existing 22 pieces of legislation at State and Federal levels were capable
of protecting Koala habitat (this is an important point). None were deemed to
be capable and that is why the AKF took advice from this group and set about
asking for a listing under the EPBC Act. It took 12 years. By the time we were
able to convince the Threatened Species Scientific Committee that thousands of
Koalas had died and they reluctantly (and I emphasise reluctantly), suggested
a listing.
AKF has argued extensively that the International Union for Conservation of
Nature (IUCN) Guidelines for the EPBC Act are so narrow that you have to prove
there are one or two Koalas left in any given landscape before the legislation
kicks in for protection.
I would ask that you take a look at Appendix M and Appendix N which are the
post mortems of 600 Koalas from Pine Rivers and Redlands Shire. Read their
ailments many of which are “wasted” and that means “starved to death.” These
were collated by Government but nothing changed.
Now we have 40,000 dead Koalas that had been killed since 2011 – (see
Appendix O) and see some of them were covered in chemical waste.
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Hospital statistics were also used to convince the former Senate Committee and
a Federal Scientific Committee that the Koala was on a slippery slope to extinction (see Appendix P). In 2016, the Queensland Minister for the Environment
Steven Miles, announced with reluctance and only after media pressure that
the Koalas was functionally extinct and probably beyond recovery in South East
Queensland.
Read Appendix Q on the Federal Governments own website which articles how
easy it is to get approvals. Appendix R also shows that there has virtually been
no action since 2011 except “the federal government is in the process of preparing guidelines…”
AKF RECOMMENDATION
A Koala Protection Act. Which would provide sufficient protection for threatened
fauna and against key threatening processes.
e. The adequacy and effectiveness of protections for critical habitat for
threatened fauna under the EPBC Act 1999.
AKF RESPONSE
We urge you to read ‘Adani versus the Black-Throated Finch’ by Tor Hundle (see
Appendix S). AKF does not believe that critical habitat (nor any habitat) can be
protected by any legislation in Australia because there is no political desire to do
so and that loop holes abound. We note too that since the Koala was listed, major
subtle changes were introduced to the EPBC Act (that would not meet public
expectations) which has made all habitats harder to protect with a ridiculous and
arduous assessment process (see Appendix T).
AKF RECOMMENDATION
A Koala Protection Act.
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f. The adequacy of the management and extent of the National Reserve
System, stewardship arrangements, covenants and connectivity through
wildlife corridors in conserving threatened fauna.
AKF RESPONSE
80% of Australia’s Koalas live on
private land. Only 6% in National
Parks. Commonwealth lands are
mainly empty.
The AKF has mapped the entire
geographic range of the Koala (see
Appendix I). This constitutes approximately 1.5 million square kilometres and is 20% of the Australian
continent. Until there are incentives
for landholders to protect Koala
habitat or act as proper stewards of
the land, then Koalas will continue to
decline.
AKF RECOMMENDATION
A Koala Protection Act with more
responsibility

by

proponents

to

protect Koala habitat on their development sites. Currently it is up to ill-equipped
community members to mount expensive community and legal proceedings.
g. The use of traditional knowledge and management for threatened
species recovery and other outcomes as well as opportunities to
expand the use of traditional knowledge and management
for conservation.
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AKF RESPONSE
In the scientific literature the Aboriginal people are blamed for Koala numbers
being low, but at the time of white settlement AKF would argue that there were
sufficient numbers for white man to kill at least 10 million Koala’s for skins for the
fur trade from 1890-1927 when President Hoover stopped the importation of furs
into the United States (Appendix U).
AKF would encourage the Senators to read “Black August” (Appendix V) to read
the shocking accounts of cruelty and decimation of the Koala population. Australia now has only 1% of the original number of those killed.
AKF RECOMMENDATION
A Koala Protection Act to encourage aboriginal information and knowledge to be
honoured and respected.
h. The adequacy of existing funding streams for implementing
threatened species recovery plans and preventing threatened
fauna loss in general.
AKF RESPONSE
What funding? Only paltry figures for communities around the country are
offered. Imagine if the environment received the equivalent of the mining subsidies of $17B? (see Appendix W) There is no strategic thinking in any of the
grants. Adequate maps, like those produced by AKF could be used for strategically identifying areas for regeneration or better still, not allow more damage to
occur. It has been argued that all funding over the last 30 years has really only
replaced 1% of the damage created by industries. If the Koala cannot be protected, then what hope do other species have? We could argue strongly that if
existing funding had worked, how come the need for this Inquiry? How can it be
working with more and more species being listed? Since 1700 species in 2012,
it has now grown to 1866!
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The State of Environment report has been damning in its assessment of the
Government’s own performance (see Appendix X).
AKF RECOMMENDATION
A Koala Protection Act.
i. The adequacy of existing monitoring practices in relation to the threatened fauna assessments and adaptive management responses.
AKF monitors the 125 Federal Electorates of Australia for both habitat
and an estimation of Koala numbers.
Many habitats are empty.
The Australian Government to our
knowledge does no monitoring and
the ACEAS workshop in early 2012
(see Appendix Y) guessed huge
numbers and had no scientific basis
for their assessments. The discrepancies between AKF and Government numbers are distressing and I
am confident that AKF is closer to the
mark. The quality of the mapping in
that ACEAS workshop was shocking.
AKF RECOMMENDATION
A Koala Protection Act.
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j. The adequacy of existing assessment processes for identifying threatened fauna conservation status.
AKF RESPONSE
Without AKF science, the community outrage and a serendipitous change of
Government (it is my personal view that the Labor Government listed the Koala
to annoy an incoming Liberal Government) the Koala would never have been
listed. AKF takes a whole of landscape approach with millions of dollar’s invested
in privately funded research and mapping.
Without the submissions from the communities around Australia in that Koala
Senate Inquiry, no level of Government would have done anything to identify the
loss. The bureaucrats who were called to answer, had very little to say and certainly had no data. Many were put on notice and their responses were still bland
and ineffective.
AKF RECOMMENDATION
A Koala Protection Act.
k. The adequacy of existing compliance mechanisms for enforcing Commonwealth Environment laws;
AKF RESPONSE
The AKF would suggest that the Senators should watch the documentary Cultivating Murder, where it shows how Mr. Glen Turner a NSW Enforcement Officer
was shot dead by a landholder. AKF repeatedly asked the Federal Minister of the
day to ensure that the Federal Government attended that illegal land clearing.
Federal Enforcements officers were sent and nothing happened. Mr. Turner’s
death could have been avoided in my personal opinion had the system kicked
into action. Now, all enforcements officers are terrified to visit any landholder
doing the wrong thing. In my verbal submission if I get the chance, I can give
personal anecdotes of what is happening in the bush, sight unseen. It is truly
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shocking. And Canberra stays silent. And State Governments stay silent or worse
still put committees together with 3-5 year outcomes while more Koalas die. I am
confident that the Australian Governments would prefer that all Koalas were in
Zoos, so they do not hinder industry.
In the attached document “How did this Koala get chopped in half” you will
read that this Koala was harmed during a logging operation operating under
Regional Forestry Agreements (see Appendix Z). AKF has no faith that these
Agreements (now being negotiated) have the necessary constraints to protect
Koalas in logging coupes. Many conservationists in NSW believe that new Koala
research is to aid logging in pristine forests. I personally take this cynical view and
have repeatedly tried to educate the NSW Government on strategic thinking and
better mapping.
AKF RECOMMENDATION
A Koala Protection Act.
l. Any related matters.
AKF RESPONSE
We are very grateful for the opportunity to share our frustration with a system
that is not only broken, but has ceased to function (see Appendix AA). When I
spoke with Minister Frydenberg’s office recently seeking information about legal
time frames for the EPBC Act Koala Recovery Plan timeline, one of his staff did
not even know the telephone number of the Environment Department. It gives
no confidence that the Minister takes the environmental portfolio seriously. We
understand too that State and Federal Departments have lost many key staff and
certainly in Queensland we know this to be true. NSW are attempting to fund
more research, but again with 3-5 year time frames.
Our Governments are seeking jobs, growth and economic security and failing to
understand that the environment underpins all of Australia’s “lucky country”.
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The Koala brings billions to our shores in
tourism, tee shirts and stuffed toys (see
Appendix J). If an icon of this stature
cannot receive attention, then truly god
help the rest of them languishing on lists
in a musty office in Canberra. Or, again,
worse still, on the desks of Ministers
meeting with industry and assuring them
that the Koala “will not get in the way”

Pictured: Print advertisement by AKF.

(see Appendix AB).
The Australian Koala Foundation seeks a Koala Protection Act. It is written and it
would reduce all the red/green tape that our bureaucrats fear. The Leaders of the
major parties were given a copy at the time of the 2016 Federal election.
Mr. Turnbull, Mr. Shorten, Mr. Joyce and Mr. Di Natale all failed to even acknowledge receipt of that incredible document. So, who is the custodian of the Koala?
Technically Minister Frydenberg is the current custodian.
I do think he knows that he has that job with this comment in response to the
State of the Environment Report, “we must be conscious of these pressures,
prepare for them and put in place a coordinated, comprehensive, well-resourced
long-term response. Failure to do so will have a direct and detrimental impact on
our quality of life and leave a legacy to future generations that is inferior to the
one we have inherited. This is why reports such as this are important and why
we must continue to upgrade our capacity to collect and analyse critical environmental data.” (see Appendix AC)
But, if those words were true, then AKF would argue a Koala Recovery Plan
should have been instigated and of course that the Minister upheld the laws of
our land.
AKF RECOMMENDATION
A Koala Protection Act.
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The Inquiry into the status, health and sustainability of Australia’s koala
Submission by the Australian Koala Foundation (AKF)
(See seperately included document)
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Appendix B
The koala—saving our national icon
Senate Report
(See seperately included document)
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Appendix C
Koala protected under national environment law
Media report

Archived media releases and speeches
You are here: Environment home > Ministers > Media release archive

Disclaimer
Much of the material listed on these archived web pages has been superseded, or served a particular purpose at a particular time. It may contain references to activities or policies
that have no current application. Many archived documents may link to web pages that have moved or no longer exist, or may refer to other documents that are no longer
available.

The Hon Tony Burke MP
Minister for Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities

Koala protected under national environment law
Media release
30 April 2012

Environment Minister, Tony Burke, has today announced Australia's most at-risk koala populations need to be included on the national list of threatened species.
Minister Burke has decided to list koala populations in Queensland, New South Wales and the Australian Capital Territory as vulnerable under national
environment law.
"Koalas are an iconic Australian animal and they hold a special place in the community," Mr Burke said.
"People have made it very clear to me that they want to make sure the koala is protected for future generations.
"My decision to list the koala under national environment law follows a rigorous scientific assessment by the Threatened Species Scientific Committee which
gathered information from a variety of experts over the past three years.
"Koala populations are under serious threat from habitat loss and urban expansion, as well as vehicle strikes, dog attacks, and disease.
"However, koala numbers vary significantly across the country, so while koala populations are clearly declining in some areas, there are large, stable or even
increasing populations in other areas.
"In fact, in some areas in Victoria and South Australia, koalas are eating themselves out of suitable foraging habitat and their numbers need to be managed.
"But the Queensland, New South Wales and Australian Capital Territory koala populations are very clearly in trouble, so we must take action.
"That is why the scientific committee recommended to me to list the Queensland, New South Wales and Australian Capital Territory populations as threatened,
rather than to list the koala as nationally threatened across its full range."
Mr Burke said the Gillard Government had committed $300,000 of new funding under the National Environmental Research Program Emerging Priorities to find
out more about koala habitat.
"This funding will be used to develop new survey methods that will improve our knowledge of the quality of koala habitat using remote sensing, and help fill
important data gaps to enhance our understanding and ability to protect the species," Mr Burke said.
"The new funding is in addition to more than $3 million we have invested since 2007 to ensure the resilience and sustainability of our koala population."
For more information on the koala listing go to www.environment.gov.au/biodiversity/threatened/species/koala or http://www.environment.gov.au/cgibin/sprat/public/publicspecies.pl?taxon_id=197.

Accessibility | Disclaimer | Privacy | © Commonwealth of Australia
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Appendix D
Phascolarctos cinereus (combined populations of Qld, NSW and the ACT) —
Koala (combined populations of Queensland, New South Wales and the
Australian Capital Territory)
Species Profile and Threats Database
(See seperately included document)
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Appendix E
Why hasn’t the Koala been listed as a Vulnerable species in Victoria and South
Australia?
The Australian Koala Foundation

Why hasn’t the Koala been listed as a Vulnerable
species in Victoria and South Australia?
To be eligible for a Vulnerable listing under the federal laws, specifically the EPBC Act, Koalas had to
have undergone a 30 per cent decline in numbers over 20 years. The Australian Government found
they had declined nationally by 29%. Victorian and South Australian Koalas missed a federal listing by
1%. Where is the science to support that 1%?
Government estimates of Koala numbers in Victoria – and nationally - have waxed and waned over
many years. In 1995, the Government said there were 180,000 in the Strathbogie Ranges in Central
Victoria. It was acknowledged at the time that this figure was not based on any research, but simply
the opinion of a Government researcher and the Government of the day accepted 180,000, citing that
figure when declining to list the Koala in 2006.
Then in 2010 numbers changed again. There was international pressure to protect the Koala, and given
that a Vulnerable listing would be dependent on population estimates from 1995, we assumed that the
Victorian Government realised that the 1995 figure of 180,000 was far more than their 2010 state-wide
figure of 73,000 Koalas.
So what did they do? They pretended that the 180,000 figure had never existed. All of a sudden it became
>100,000, with caveats.
And that would have been the end of things, if not for the 2011 Senate Inquiry into the Status of the
Koala.
New research presented to the Senate Inquiry highlighted significantly lower Koala numbers in
Western Queensland. As a result, Koala declines would be greater than 30 per cent nationally, and the
Koala seemed eligible for a national listing.
But that wouldn’t work for the Federal Government… And so a new figure was plucked out of the air the Victorian Koala population was not 73,000, but suddenly 200,000.
Why then was 200,000 chosen as the new estimate?
If 73,500 had been used, national declines would have been 36 per cent, and the Koala would be
eligible for listing nationally. The Victorian Koala population had to be boosted all the way to
200,000 to offset the declines in Western Queensland. With this new figure, national declines over
20 years fell back to 29 per cent, meaning the Koala was no longer eligible for protection in Victoria
(and as a consequence, South Australia). You then have to ask: Why the Government did not want
that listing?
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Appendix F
‘Bob’s Map’ - Koala numbers by Federal electorate with Potential Habitat
The Australian Koala Foundation
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Appendix G
Ecological Communities for which Recovery Plans are required to be prepared
as at 01/05/2013
Government document
This list has not been updated since 01/05/2013. Ten out of twelve of the eucalypt
ecological communities on this list are high-quality Koala habitat:
•

Coolibah - Black Box Woodlands of the Darling Riverine Plains and the Brigalow Belt South
Bioregions - Secondary Habitat (Class A)

•

Cumberland Plain Shale Woodlands and Shale-Gravel Transition Forest - Secondary Habitat
(Class A)

•

Gippsland Red Gum (Eucalyptus tereticornis subsp. mediana) Grassy Woodland and Associated Native Grassland - Primary Habitat

•

Grassy Eucalypt Woodland of the Victorian Volcanic Plain - Primary Habitat

•

Grey Box (Eucalyptus microcarpa) Grassy Woodlands and Derived Native Grasslands of
South-eastern Australia - Secondary Habitat (Class A)

•

New England Peppermint (Eucalyptus nova-anglica) Grassy Woodlands - Secondary Habitat
(Class A)

•

Peppermint Box (Eucalyptus odorata) Grassy Woodland of South Australia - Secondary
Habitat (Class A)

•

Shale/Sandstone Transition Forest - Secondary Habitat (Class A)

•

Turpentine-Ironbark Forest of the Sydney Basin Bioregion - Secondary Habitat (Class A)

•

Western Sydney Dry Rainforest and Moist Woodland on Shale - Primary Habitat
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Ecological Communities for which Recovery Plans are required to be
prepared
as at 01/05/2013
Ecological Community
Alpine Sphagnum Bogs and Associated Fens
Arnhem Plateau Sandstone Shrubland Complex
Blue Gum High Forest of the Sydney Basin Bioregion
Brigalow (Acacia harpophylla dominant and co-dominant)
Broad leaf tea-tree (Melaleuca viridiflora) woodlands in high rainfall coastal north Queensland
Claypans of the Swan Coastal Plain
Coolibah - Black Box Woodlands of the Darling Riverine Plains and the Brigalow Belt South Bioregions
Cumberland Plain Shale Woodlands and Shale-Gravel Transition Forest
Giant Kelp Marine Forests of South East Australia
Gippsland Red Gum (Eucalyptus tereticornis subsp. mediana) Grassy Woodland and Associated Native
Grassland
Grassy Eucalypt Woodland of the Victorian Volcanic Plain
Grey Box (Eucalyptus microcarpa) Grassy Woodlands and Derived Native Grasslands of South-eastern
Australia
Littoral Rainforest and Coastal Vine Thickets of Eastern Australia
Lowland Native Grasslands of Tasmania
Monsoon vine thickets on the coastal sand dunes of Dampier Peninsula
Natural Grasslands of the Murray Valley Plains
Natural Grasslands of the Queensland Central Highlands and the northern Fitzroy Basin
Natural grasslands on basalt and fine-textured alluvial plains of northern New South Wales and southern
Queensland
Natural Temperate Grassland of the Victorian Volcanic Plain
New England Peppermint (Eucalyptus nova-anglica) Grassy Woodlands
Peppermint Box (Eucalyptus odorata) Grassy Woodland of South Australia
Seasonal Herbaceous Wetlands (Freshwater) of the Temperate Lowland Plains
Shale/Sandstone Transition Forest
Swamps of the Fleurieu Peninsula
Turpentine-Ironbark Forest of the Sydney Basin Bioregion
Weeping Myall - Coobah - Scrub Wilga Shrubland of the Hunter Valley
Weeping Myall Woodlands
Western Sydney Dry Rainforest and Moist Woodland on Shale
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Appendix H

UN

TheFoundation
international organisation dedicated to saving the Koala and its habitat.
The Australian Koala

Australian Koala Foundation
Australian Politicians in office over the last 30 years
The international organisation dedicated to saving the Koala and its habitat.

Australian Politicians in office over the last 30 years
Prime Ministers
Bob HawkeMinisters
(Labor)
Prime

Julia Gillard

(Labor)

Paul Keating
Bob
JohnHawke
Howard

Kevin Rudd
Julia
Tony Gillard
Abbott

(Labor)
(Labor)
(Liberal)

Paul
KevinKeating
Rudd
John Howard
Kevin Rudd

(Labor)
(Labor)
(Liberal)
(Labor)
(Labor)
(Liberal)
(Labor)

Kevin Rudd
(Labor)
Malcolm Turnbull (Liberal)
Tony Abbott
(Liberal)

Total 8

Malcolm Turnbull (Liberal)

Total 8

Federal Environmental Ministers
Graham
Richardson
(Labor)
Federal
Environmental
Ros Kelly
(Labor)
Graham
Richardson
(Labor)
John Faulkner
(Labor)
Ros
Kelly
Robert
Hill
John
DavidFaulkner
Kemp
Robert
Hill
Ian Campbell
David Kemp
Ian Campbell

(Labor)
(Liberal)
(Labor)
(Liberal)
(Liberal)
(Liberal)
(Liberal)
(Liberal)

Malcolm Turnbull
Ministers

(Liberal)

Peter Garrett
(Labor)
Malcolm
Turnbull
(Liberal)
Tony Burke
(Labor)
Peter
Garrett
(Labor)
Mark Butler
(Labor)
Tony
Greg Burke
Hunt
Mark
Butler
Josh Frydenberg

(Labor)
(Liberal)
(Labor)
(Liberal)

Total 12

Josh Frydenberg (Liberal)

Total 12

Greg Hunt

(Liberal)

State Premiers
State
Premiers
QLD

NSW

Mike Ahern

Barrie Unsworth

QLD
Russell Cooper
Mike
Ahern
Wayne
Goss
Russell
Cooper
Rob Borbidge
Wayne
Goss
Peter Beattie
Rob
Borbidge
Anna Bligh

(Nationals)
(Nationals)
(Nationals)
(Labor)
(Nationals)
(Nationals)
(Labor)
(Labor)
(Nationals)
(Labor)
(Labor)
(Liberal)

Peter
Beattie
Campbell
Newman
Anna Bligh
(Labor)
Annastacia Palaszczuk (Labor)
Campbell Newman
(Liberal)
Annastacia Palaszczuk (Labor)

NSW
Nick Greiner

Barrie
Unsworth
John Fahey
Nick
Greiner
Bob Carr
John
MorrisFahey
Iemma
Bob
CarrRees
Nathan

Morris
KristinaIemma
Keneally
Nathan
Rees
Barry O’Farrell

Kristina
Keneally
Mike Baird
Barry
Glady O’Farrell
Berejiklian
Mike Baird

Total 8

Glady Berejiklian
Total
10

Total 8

Total 10

VIC
(Labor)
(Liberal)
(Labor)
(Liberal)
(Liberal)
(Labor)
(Liberal)
(Labor)
(Labor)
(Labor)
(Labor)
(Labor)

(Labor)
(Liberal)
(Labor)
(Liberal)
(Liberal)
(Liberal)
(Liberal)
(Liberal)

John Cain Jr

VIC
Joan Kirner

John
Cain Jr
Jeff Kennett
Joan
SteveKirner
Bracks
Jeff
JohnKennett
Brumby
Steve
Bracks
Ted Baillieu

John
DenisBrumby
Napthine
Ted
Baillieu
Daniel Andrews

(Labor)
(Labor)
(Labor)
(Liberal)
(Labor)
(Labor)
(Liberal)
(Labor)
(Labor)
(Liberal)
(Labor)
(Liberal)

Denis Napthine

(Liberal)
(Labor)
(Liberal)

Daniel Andrews

(Labor)

Total 8
Total 8

All these politicians and the plight of the Koala is even worse...
All these politicians and the
plight of the Koala is even worse...
www.savethekoala.com
www.savethekoala.com
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Appendix I
Koala Habitat Atlas 2018
The Australian Koala Foundation
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Appendix J
The Economic Value of the Koala
The Australian Koala Foundation
(See seperately included document)
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Appendix K
How did such a wildly inappropriate developement get this far?
The Courier Mail, July 7-8, 2018
Key quotes highlighted below:
“A council that wants to allow an internationally significant Queensland wetland
to be drained, dredged and turned into canals for 3600 homes” “migratory shore
birds and koalas live there”
“Staggeringly, this involves dredging, draining and reclaiming a large area that
overlaps the Ramsar-listed wetland between the coastline and Cassim Island,
which provides critical high-value habitat for wading birds and mangrove fauna”
“The Ramsar Convention is an international treaty for the conservation of
wetlands globally, signed by 170 countries including Australia in 1971. Australian promised not to reclaim any of a Ramsar listed wetland – unless for “urgent
national interests”. Does that include high-rise units?”
“A koala scientist tells me this is one of the few places in southeast Queensland
to spot them in the wild”
“Yes coast wetlands and mudflats are unglamorous, and not as easy as high-rise
to market to wealthy Chinese investors. Yet, they are vital to life on this planet. It
all collapses without them”.
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Appendix L
‘A national disgrace’: Australia’s extinction crisis is unfolding in plain sight
The Guardian, Feb 12, 2018
Key quotes highlighted below:
“Changes to the Act in 2006 made the making of recovery plans optional and
at the discretion of the minister. The changes also introduced an alternative
document known as a conservation advice, which a minister only has to consider
– as opposed to being bound to specific actions or protections for a species –
when making approvals under the EPBC Act.”
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Our wide brown land

'A national disgrace': Australia's extinction crisis is
unfolding in plain sight

•

More than 1,800 plant and animal species and ecological
communities are at risk of extinction right now
Interactive: Wombats, sharks, possums, frogs: Australia’s animals
at risk of extinction
Lisa Cox
Mon 12 Feb 2018 17.00 GMT

G

lobal warming wiped out the Bramble Cay melomys – the ﬁrst
mammalian extinction in the world to be caused by climate change
– but a straightforward plan that could have rescued the little
rodent was thwarted by red tape and political indifference.

“It could have been saved. That’s the most important part,” says John
Woinarski, a professor of conservation biology who was on the threatened
species scientiﬁc committee that approved a 2008 national recovery plan for
the species, endemic to a tiny island in the Torres Strait.

Extinction is entirely avoidable. We can turn the trend around but
it needs meaningful government intervention
James Trezise, ACF policy analyst
The fate of the melomys is symptomatic of the failures in Australia’s
management of threatened species, which has seen the country lose more
than 50 animal and 60 plant species in the past 200 years and record the
highest rate of mammalian extinction in the world over that period.
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The mammal at the centre of this story was an uncharismatic rodent in a
remote part of the country. The key factor for the species’ extinction was
almost certainly ocean inundation of the low-lying cay, but recovery efforts
were insufﬁcient and hampered by disagreement within government
agencies over approaches – in this case captive breeding. And while it was
clear urgent action should be taken – and that action was likely to be
successful, straightforward and inexpensive – the plan was implemented too
late. While the researchers hypothesised the melomys or a close relative
might occur in Papua New Guinea, Australia’s only mammal endemic to the
Great Barrier Reef has been declared extinct.
In the past decade alone, the country has lost two mammal species – the
Christmas Island pipistrelle as well as the Bramble Cay melomys – and one
reptile, the Christmas Island forest skink.
More than 1,800 plant and animal species and ecological communities
(woodlands, forests and wetlands are examples of ecological communities)
are currently at risk of extinction, a number that is increasing but which is
also likely to be an underestimate of how many are truly vulnerable.
“We should have learnt the lessons,” Woinarski says of Australia’s failure to
arrest its rate of species decline.
'The Franklin
would be dammed
today': Australia's
shrinking
environmental
protections
Read more

“As a society, we should be caring more for our nature, and
we’re not. The legal protections we’ve got and the funding
mechanisms are simply insufﬁcient, as is the extent to
which we care.”
There is another feature of the Bramble Cay melomys that
is typical of many species in peril across the country.

‘It could have been saved. That’s the most important part,’ says Woinarski of the Bramble Cay melomys, declared
extinct in 2016 due to climate change. Photograph: Ian Bell

It is likely most Australians were not even aware of the animal’s existence.
For scientists, conservationists, researchers and those in the broader
environment community, the challenge of securing stronger protection and
more funding for Australia’s threatened ﬂora and fauna is made tougher by
the fact that much of the population does not realise that the wildlife the
country prides itself on is in trouble.
The federal government’s most recent State of the Environment report
concluded that Australia’s biodiversity had declined further since 2011 and
new approaches were needed to address this downward trajectory for many
species.

We need to connect Australians with their wildlife again

faced by
nativepolicy
plantsanalyst
and animals,
namely habitat
loss and degradation,
James
Trezise,
at the Australian
Conservation
Foundation,
climate
change,
land
use
practices
and
invasive
plant
and
animal
says Australia has an extinction crisis and governments
are
failingspecies.
to
implement
the
reforms
and
investment
necessary
to
turn
the
situation
Guardian Australia interviewed scientists, researchers, conservationists and
around.
policy analysts whose work across threatened species research and
protection spans decades.
They described the situation confronting Australia’s threatened plants and
animals as a “national disgrace” and the systems that are supposed to protect
them as “broken”.
Interviews were requested with both federal environment and energy
minister Josh Frydenberg and the government’s new threatened species
commissioner, Dr Sally Box, and both were declined.
Euan Ritchie, an associate professor in wildlife ecology and conservation at
Deakin University, says the plight of Australia’s threatened species is an
“environmental crisis”, with more and more species edging closer to
extinction “despite our capacity to prevent such a tragedy from occurring”.
“What’s occurring is akin to allowing the art of Namitjira, Olley, Preston,
Nolan, Whiteley and others to disappear from our most treasured museums,
through neglect, and much of society being unaware or responding with a
collective shrug of shoulders,” he says.
James Trezise, policy analyst at the Australian Conservation Foundation,
says Australia has an extinction crisis and governments are failing to
implement the reforms and investment necessary to turn the situation
around.
“Extinction is entirely avoidable. We can turn the trend around but it needs
meaningful government intervention. From a conservation standpoint we
know what needs to happen, but it seems there isn’t the political will to get
us there,” he says.
According to the Department of Environment and Energy, Australia is home
to more than one million species and 85%of the country’s ﬂora, 84% of its
mammals, 45% of its birds and 89% of inshore, temperate-zone ﬁsh are
found nowhere else on earth.
The conservation community says Australia has an obligation to protect
these unique species but, despite this, the country is having trouble
reversing the trends of the past 150 years. Among mammals alone, Australia
is losing one to two species per decade.
By comparison, the continental United States, whose Endangered Species Act
imposes tougher enforcement of threatened species protection and recovery,
has lost only one mammal species since colonisation – the sea mink.
The experts who spoke to Guardian point to a range of complex and
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According to the Department of Environment and Energy, Australia is home
to more than one million species and 85%of the country’s ﬂora, 84% of its
mammals, 45% of its birds and 89% of inshore, temperate-zone ﬁsh are
found nowhere else on earth.
The conservation community says Australia has an obligation to protect
these unique species but, despite this, the country is having trouble
reversing the trends of the past 150 years. Among mammals alone, Australia
is losing one to two species per decade.
By comparison, the continental United States, whose Endangered Species Act
imposes tougher enforcement of threatened species protection and recovery,
has lost only one mammal species since colonisation – the sea mink.
The experts who spoke to Guardian point to a range of complex and
intertwined issues affecting the decline of threatened species in Australia,
which have occurred under governments on both sides of the political aisle
over many years and will be explored throughout the series.
Among them are: massive rates of land clearing, urbanisation, weakening of
protections under the EPBC Act, cuts to environment budgets, poor
monitoring of species, poor coordination between federal and state
governments, a lack of legislation compelling governments to actually fund
recovery actions for listed species once they’ve been identiﬁed, and a lack of
accountability measures to ensure actions that are being taken are working
or assess what processes have failed when a species goes extinct.

I think the whole system is completely broken
Prof Lesley Hughes, Macquarie University
“I think the whole system is completely broken,” says Prof Lesley Hughes
from the department of biological sciences at Macquarie University.
“The fact that our threatened species lists continue to grow and very few if
any species have ever come off those lists due to conservation action is
evidence that what is being done thus far is not effective.”
Humane Society International Australia participates in an annual federal
nomination process to list new threatened species as either vulnerable,
endangered or critically endangered under the EPBC Act.
For an animal, plant or ecological community to qualify for assessment by
the government’s Threatened Species Scientiﬁc Committee, it must ﬁrst
make a priority list that is drafted by the committee and signed off by the
minister.
The HSI Australia head of campaigns, Nicola Beynon, says this process of
requiring a priority listing from the government before the ﬁnal scientiﬁc
assessment stage could enable “politically difﬁcult nominations to be deprioritised.”
“The priority list is necessitated by a lack of resources; it sees threatened
species drip-fed for protection rather than a concerted effort into ensuring
that everything that deserves protections is receiving it,” she says.
How little brown
birds get
overlooked in the
protection pecking
order
Read more

“There’s so many little things in the system that all add up
to failure.”
In the past, species listed as vulnerable, endangered or
critically endangered under the EPBC Act required the
drafting of what is known as a recovery plan for their

management.
But changes to the Act in 2006 made the making of recovery plans optional
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The mine was re-approved two months later after the minister went back and
considered the advice for both species and signed off on the development.
Dr Bruce Lindsay, a lawyer with Environmental Justice Australia, says “part
of the issue we’ve got is the environment laws within the EPBC Act have
really become more about facilitating development than protecting
threatened species.”

Adani’s approval was overturned in 2015 because Greg Hunt failed to consider conservation advices for the yakka
skink, pictured, and ornamental snake. Photograph: Shawn Scott

“It’s about development with conditions. The purpose of the laws is not
really about arresting and reversing the decline of threatened species,” he
says.
Since the Coalition took power in 2013, it has taken steps to invest in the
eradication of predators such as feral cats and has established a threatened
species commissioner to raise the proﬁle of threatened species. Its
threatened species prospectus includes commitments to improve the
trajectories of 20 mammals, 20 birds and 30 plants by 2020, but this is a
small portion of the mammals, birds, reptiles, ﬁsh, plants and other species
that have threatened species listings, and the process by which the mammals
and birds were selected has been a source of conjecture.
“With 503 animal and 1,308 plant species listed as nationally threatened,
there is a big task ahead,” Frydenberg has said.
“The Coalition government, however, is strongly committed to threatened
species protection and recovery – that’s why we appointed Australia’s ﬁrst
threatened species commissioner. We also launched Australia’s ﬁrst
threatened species strategy and have mobilised $255m for more than 1,200
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This was seen in 2015 when approval of Adani’s Carmichael coalmine in
Queensland was overturned because the then environment minister Greg
Hunt failed to consider the conservation advices for the yakka skink and
ornamental snake.
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But changes to the Act in 2006 made the making of recovery plans optional
and at the discretion of the minister. The changes also introduced an
alternative document known as a conservation advice, which a minister only
has to consider – as opposed to being bound to speciﬁc actions or protections
for a species – when making approvals under the EPBC Act.
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projects with threatened species outcomes.”
But scientists say these measures will be insufﬁcient as long as factors such
as vegetation destruction remain unaddressed and that Australia is ﬂying in
the dark on a whole range of other management and monitoring concerns for
threatened species.
“Habitat loss and modiﬁcation remains the elephant in the room in terms of
the total number of threatened species it affects, and because the loss of
vegetation can compound other serious threats, for example by making it
easier for feral cats and foxes to ﬁnd and kill native animals” Prof Ritchie
says.
'Everything is
made into a
political issue':
rethinking
Australia's
environmental
laws
Read more

In a recent paper on Australia’s three known vertebrate
extinctions of the past decade, Woinarski and fellow
scientists Stephen Garnett, Sarah Legge and David
Lindenmayer recommended Australian governments
establish an inquest after any extinction to better
understand the factors that led to it and to reduce the
likelihood that they will occur again – similar to what
coronial inquiries do in unexplained deaths of humans.

Darren Grover, head of living ecosystems for WWF Australia, says another
part of the challenge is simply making Australians understand what is at
stake.
He says the current plight of threatened species is made more difﬁcult by the
fact that many of the plants and animals under threat are species Australians
“have never heard of, they’ve never been to where the animal lives and it
doesn’t affect them in any way”.
“But what we will see starting to happen in the next couple of years, if we
can’t turn things around, is that it will be things that people know,” he says.
“We need to connect Australians with their wildlife again.”
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Appendix M
Car hits in Pine Rivers Shire for the 2006 calendar year
(See seperately included document)
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Appendix N
Car hits in Redland Shire for the 2006 calendar year
(See seperately included document)
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South East Queensland Hospital Admissions 1996 - 2017 Graph
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Appendix P
Summary of Koala Hospital Presentations, Releases and Major Causes of Death,
1997 to mid May 2011 - Southeast Queensland
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Appendix Q
FAQs: What does the koala listing decision mean for me?
Government Document
Key quotes highlighted below:
“You will only require federal environment approval if your proposal is likely to
result in a significant impact on a protected koala population.”
“Australia’s national environment law is not about stopping activities and development.”
“Social and economic circumstances can be taken into account when considering approvals.”
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April 2012

FAQs: WHAT DOES THE
KOALA LISTING DECISION
MEAN FOR ME?
Australia’s most at-risk populations of koalas (Phascolarctos cinereus) – those in Queensland,
New South Wales and the Australian Capital Territory - are now protected under national
environment law. These FAQs have been developed to inform industry, developers,
landholders and landowners.

Why have these koala populations
been protected?

Where are the newly protected koalas
found?

Koalas in New South Wales and Queensland
are under threat from vegetation loss, vehicle
strike and predation by dogs as a result
of urban expansion, particularly in coastal
regions. A lot of habitat has already been lost
and fragmented, making koala populations
more susceptible to the effects of drought,
climate change and disease.

The koalas protected under national
environment law are all of those found in
Queensland, New South Wales and the
Australian Capital Territory. Their range is
limited to where eucalypts are found, mostly
in coastal areas and in central Queensland.
They can be sparsely distributed, and hard to
see, so that people may not even know they
are around. The map below shows what we
know about where koala habitat exists in these
states, which is a good indication of where
they are likely to occur.

As a result, the federal environment minister
has listed the Queensland, New South
Wales and Australian Capital Territory
koala populations as ‘vulnerable’ under the
Environmental Protection and Biodiversity
Act 1999 (EPBC Act), in order to protect the
species and give it the best chance of survival.

Koalas are also found in Victoria and South
Australia. However, these populations are not
considered to be vulnerable and are not listed
as threatened under national environment law.
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INDICATIVE MAP ONLY:
Habitat distributions are compiled
using a range of datasets of
varying quality and should only
be used as a guide. The presence
of the species or its habitat
should be confirmed by using
local information sources. Further
information is available through
the department’s Protected
Matters Search Tool
www.environment.gov.au/epbc/
pmst/index.html
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Why is this only happening in a few
places when there are also koalas
elsewhere?
The health, size and status of koala
populations differ significantly across
Australia. For example, koala populations on
Kangaroo Island and in parts of Victoria are
considered too large to be sustainable for
their habitat and need to be managed through
supervised translocation and sterilisation.
At the other end of the spectrum, some regions
such as parts of coastal Queensland and New
South Wales have seen their koala populations
decline over a number of years and they face
an increasing threat from urban expansion,
disease, habitat loss, vehicle strike, predation by
dogs, and from their susceptibility to drought and
climate change.
For this reason, it is not necessary to list all
koala populations as nationally threatened.
The Threatened Species Scientific Committee
recommended that blanket or a one-size-fitsall approach to koala species listing would be
inappropriate and did not recommend a listing
of the whole national koala population.
The Committee recommended that koala
populations in Queensland, New South Wales
and the Australian Capital Territory were most
at risk and required listing under national
environment law to ensure the species
sustainability and the best conservation
outcome for the koala. The Committee’s
advice is available at www.environment.
gov.au/cgi-bin/sprat/public/publicspecies.
pl?taxon_id=197.

environment.gov.au
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I’m planning a development in South
Australia or Victoria that might
impact on koalas. Do I need federal
environmental approval?
You do not need to seek federal environmental
approval related to potential impacts on
koalas for projects in these states because
the koala populations are not considered to be
vulnerable and are not listed under national
environment law.
However, your project may require approval
under state or local government legislation.
For information on Victorian state environment
law, visit www.dse.vic.gov.au or for South
Australian state environment law, visit
www.environment.sa.gov.au.
Approval under national environment law may
also be required if other matters of national
environmental significance listed under the
EPBC Act may be significantly impacted.

I live in Queensland/ACT/New South
Wales. Does this mean that I can’t cut
down a tree on my property?
No. Federal listing of the Queensland,
New South Wales and Australian Capital
Territory koala populations will strengthen the
protections that are already in place for this
iconic species. But this doesn’t mean that all
activities in these areas will now require federal
environmental approval.
At the householder level, minor activities, such
as cutting down a single tree on private land in
an area where koalas are listed as vulnerable are
unlikely to require federal environment approval.

What happens to development in New
South Wales, ACT and Queensland?
Does this mean more red tape?
State legislation already exists in New
South Wales and Queensland that restricts
development in areas of koala habitat. In some
cases there will be no additional impact on
development and in others there should be
minimal impact on development. However,
national listing of these koala populations as a
vulnerable species gives additional protection
to important populations and habitat that is
critical to their survival.
National protection has been deemed
necessary by a thorough scientific assessment
of the declining status of the species.
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In order to reduce red tape, the Australian
Government is in the process of implementing
proposed reforms to the EPBC Act, which aim
to take a smarter approach to environmental
regulation that will better protect our
environment on a larger scale, while making
things easier for business.

State requirements in relation to projects
proposed within mapped koala habitat are
specified in specific state legislation. For
information on Queensland state environment
law, visit www.derm.qld.gov.au or for New
South Wales state environment law, visit www.
environment.nsw.gov.au.

How will red tape be avoided?

How do I know if my project will have
a significant impact on koalas?

Reforms to the EPBC Act have been proposed
that will result in a more effective and efficient
national environment law that will allow
environmental assessments to keep pace
with Australia’s growing economy, and save
money for business by increasing timeliness in
decision-making.
As part of this process, the Australian
Government is leading a national reform
process through the Council of Australian
Governments (COAG) targeting reduction of
red tape. There is consensus at all levels that
it is important to maintain high environmental
standards while making things more efficient
and certain for business.
The Australian Government expects to
introduce legislation enacting key elements of
this reform package in the winter 2012 session
of Parliament.

Does this mean that I now have to
get state and federal approval for my
project?
You will only require federal environmental
approval if your proposal is likely to result
in a significant impact on a protected koala
population.

The federal environment department is in the
process of preparing guidelines for the listed
koala populations to assist people to determine
whether they need to lodge a referral under
national environment law. These guidelines
will give you information that will help you
determine whether your proposed action is
likely to have a significant impact on these
koala populations.
In the meantime, if you are planning a project
and you are uncertain about whether it will
have a significant impact, you can contact the
department at epbc.referrals@environment.
gov.au or phone 1800 803 772 for more
information. You may also wish to seek
advice from your local council and/or state
conservation authority.

What about koala habitat?
The map and the link to the Protected Matters
Search Tool at the beginning of these FAQs
provides a guide to where koala habitat is likely
to occur. However, it is not exhaustive and it is
recommended that you seek further information.
A number of resources can be obtained from
your state conservation authority and/or local
council with information about koala habitat.
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The federal environment department is
preparing guidelines that will include information
about where koala habitat occurs.

How long will the national environmental
assessment and approvals process
take?

What happens if I don’t refer my project and
just ignore the federal environment law?

The timeframe for the initial assessment of
whether or not your project will need a full
assessment and approval under national
environment law will take 20 business days.

If you don’t refer your project and ignore
federal environment law and your project has
a significant impact on an important population
of the koala you will be subject to substantial
penalties under the EPBC Act. The maximum
penalties associated with a civil prosecution are
$550,000 for an individual and $5.5 million for a
body corporate.

If an assessment is required, then the
timeframe for the next stage of the process
varies, depending on the complexity of the
assessment and the assessment method.
Once you have completed and provided the
necessary assessment documentation to
the department, and the public have had an
opportunity to comment on your proposal, it will
take 40 business days for the final decision.
The timeframe may be extended
if the Minister stops the clock because
additional information is needed.
For more information on the EPBC Act, visit
www.environment.gov.au/epbc/index.

environment.gov.au
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How much will it cost me?
Currently, there are no financial charges
associated with the assessment and approvals
process under national environment law.

If my project might impact these koalas,
does that mean it can’t go ahead?
No, not necessarily. It depends on the degree
of impact determined during the assessment
process. Australia’s national environment law is
not about stopping activities and development.
It is about protecting Australia’s unique plants
and animals. The department works with
people to try and ensure that actions can
proceed where appropriate measures are put
in place. Social and economic circumstances
can be taken into account when considering
approvals.

What sort of conditions would I have to
put in place?
Conditions imposed typically relate to
avoidance, and mitigation of any significant
impact. For any residual impact, you may also
propose compensatory measures.

What constitutes ‘significant impact’ on
a vulnerable species?
Information on what constitutes a ‘significant
impact’ on a vulnerable species can be
found in the ‘EPBC Act Policy Statement 1.1
Significant Impact Guidelines – Matters of
National Environmental Significance’ on the
department’s website at www.environment.gov.
au/epbc/publications/nes-guidelines.html.
These ‘significant impact’ guidelines should be
read in conjunction with the specific guidelines
for the koala, which are currently being prepared.
If you have any doubts about whether your
project will have a significant impact on
the species you can always contact the
department at epbc.referrals@environment.
gov.au or phone 1800 803 772 and officers
will assist you.
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Appendix R
FAQs: What does the koala listing decision mean for me?
(see document above included in Appendix Q)
Government Document
Key quotes highlighted below:
“The federal environment department is in the process of preparing guidelines
for the listed koala populations to assist people to determine whether they need
to lodge a referral under national environment law. These guidelines will give you
information that will help you determine whether your proposed action is likely to
have a significant impact on these koala populations.”
“The federal environment department is preparing guidelines that will include
information about where koala habitat occurs”
“These ‘significant impact’ guidelines should be read in conjunction with the
specific guidelines for the koala, which are currently being prepared.”
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Appendix S
Adani versus the Black-Throated Finch
Tor Hundloe
(Please find a copy of this book included in pack for your convenience)
Summary of the book below:
“On 3 April 2016 the Queensland government announced that it had granted coal
leases to Adani. They are in Banjo Paterson country, where ‘Waltzing Matilda’
was written
The grant put the cart before the horse. Offset habitat for the endangered Blackthroated Finch had not been located, let along secured. Compensation for the
graziers’ losses of water had not been agreed. The ecological health of the Great
Barrier Reef was threatened as a great amount of coal would be shipped and
burned. There were no guarantees as to the royalties and tax the nation would
earn. And conflicting stories were told by Adani: the mine was projected to last
150 years and employ 10,000; years later, Adani admitted its lifespan would be
60 years and employ under 1,500.
The very serious threat of environmental damage, the likelihood that the finches
won’t be saved and the economic uncertainty lead inexorably to one conclusion.
However, you be the judge…”
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Australia has 1,800 threatened species but has not listed critical habitat in
10 years
The Guardian, March 6, 2018
Key quotes highlighted below:
“Australia has not listed any critical habitat for the protection of threatened species
on the federal critical habitat register for more than a decade”.
“And only five places have been registered on the database since Australia’s
national environmental laws – the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act – were enacted.”
Our wide brown land

Australia has 1,800 threatened species but has not
listed critical habitat in 10 years
Only ﬁve habitats put on critical habitat register since national
environmental laws enacted
Lisa Cox
Mon 5 Mar 2018 17.00 GMT
This article is over 4 months old

Australia has not listed any critical habitat for the protection of threatened
species on the federal critical habitat register for more than a decade.
And only ﬁve places have been registered on the database since Australia’s
national environmental laws – the Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act – were enacted.
A new Guardian investigation shows that Australia is set to clear 3m hectares
of native forest by 2030. Conservationists say the data shows that Australia’s
environment laws are failing to protect the habitat necessary for the survival
of the more than 1,800 plant and animal species and ecological communities
listed as threatened nationally.
'Global
deforestation
hotspot': 3m
hectares of
Australian forest to
be lost in 15 years
Read more

“We have provisions to protect critical habitat under the
current laws but they’re not being used effectively and
they’re not strong enough,” the Australian Conservation
Foundation healthy ecosystems campaigner Jess Abrahams
said.
Habitat loss is a main driver of species extinction.

Under the EPBC Act, the federal government can identify land critical to the
survival of a species and put it on the national critical habitat register.
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State or private-owned land can still be listed on the register but penalties for
knowingly damaging habitat found in these places do not apply, dramatically
reducing the power of the register to protect habitat for the many species not
found on commonwealth land.
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And despite more than 1,800 species and ecological communities being
identiﬁed as threatened in Australia, just ﬁve places are recorded on the
critical habitat register and not a single piece of critical habitat has been
listed since 2005.
New analysis by the Australian Conservation Foundation has found 105
recovery plans for critically endangered and endangered species identify
critical habitat that is essential for their survival.
Recovery plans are documents that set out actions to help the survival of
threatened wildlife.
Of the species surveyed, 25 had critical habitat that was wholly or partly on
commonwealth land but only two had habitat that was listed on the critical
A new Guardian investigation shows Australia is set to clear 3m million hectares of native forest by 2030.
habitat register.
“Given the immediacy of threats and the importance of conservation actions
for protecting critically endangered and endangered wildlife, it is of
signiﬁcant concern that no critical habitat has been listed for any species
since 2005,” the ACF report states.
“It is clear that there are species on both commonwealth and other land
tenures that have sufﬁcient scientiﬁc knowledge to warrant the listing of
their critical habitat.”
The Department of the Environment and Energy said “actions to guide
protection and recovery of habitat are identiﬁed in recovery plans and
conservation advices.”
“Threatened species habitat does not need to be listed on the register in
order to trigger the environmental assessment provisions of the EPBC Act.”
But conservationists say the EPBC approval process for developments does
not adequately protect habitat for threatened wildlife because it allows
A new Guardian investigation
shows
Australia is set
to clear
3m million hectares
of nativeat
forest
by 2030.
environment
ministers
to approve
the
destruction
of habitat
their
discretion.
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“We see it time and time again, the minister simply approves the destruction
of endangered species habitat for the next mine, road, port or industrial
development,” Abrahams said.
“Our wildlife need inalienable protection for their survival and that’s what
the critical habitat register could provide if it was used more regularly and
compulsorily.”
A freedom of information request to the Department of Environment and
Energy by Guardian Australia, as part of an investigation of threatened
species management, also exposes the weaknesses in the critical habitat
register because its offence provisions do not apply to state or private land.
It's time to ﬁnd out
if Australia's
threatened species
projects are
actually effective

Guardian Australia sought correspondence and briefs
relating to the designation of critical habitat for the
Leadbeater’s possum, whose status as critically endangered
is currently being reassessed by the government.

The federal conservation advice for the species identiﬁes
habitat loss and ongoing deterioration of habitat caused by
ﬁre and logging in Victoria’s montane ash forests as the primary threat to the
species’ survival.
Read more

But the departmental documents obtained under FOI laws state there would
be no conservation beneﬁt in pursuing a critical habitat listing for the species
on the critical habitat register, despite a recovery plan having identiﬁed areas
of habitat that are central to the possums’ survival.
One document lists department advice given to the government’s threatened
species scientiﬁc committee, an independent committee of scientists who
advise the environment and energy minister on matters relating to the
listing, conservation and recovery of threatened species.
It states that a new draft recovery plan for the Leadbeater’s possum had
enough information to identify critical habitat for the species but that there
would be no “clear conservation beneﬁt” in putting this habitat on the
federal register.
A later document detailing the minutes of a meeting of the threatened
species scientiﬁc committee in September 2016 shows the committee
“agreed to advise the minister that in the committee’s view there would be
no clear conservation beneﬁt from pursuing a listing on the register of critical
habitat for this species.”
A spokesperson for the department said the reason for this was because
habitat for the Leadbeater’s possum was not found on commonwealth land.
Leadbeater’s possum habitat is largely found on state-owned land, and in a
very small number of cases on private land. Under the current critical habitat
laws, it is only an offence to deliberately damage habitat on commonwealth
land, not on state or private land.
“The range of the Leadbeater’s possum does not include commonwealth
land. The committee agreed that placing any of its habitat on the register
would therefore have no conservation beneﬁt,” the departmental
spokesperson said.
Environment groups say the case highlights the need for the critical habitat
register to be strengthened so that the penalty for harming critical habitat

nd

a ti o

n

A u str

discretion.

Ko ala Fo u

habitat for this species.”
A spokesperson for the department said the reason for this was because
habitat for the Leadbeater’s possum was not found on commonwealth land.
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Leadbeater’s possum habitat is largely found on state-owned land, and in a
very small number of cases on private land. Under the current critical habitat
laws, it is only an offence to deliberately damage habitat on commonwealth
land, not on state or private land.
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“The range of the Leadbeater’s possum does not include commonwealth
land. The committee agreed that placing any of its habitat on the register
would therefore have no conservation beneﬁt,” the departmental
spokesperson said.
Environment groups say the case highlights the need for the critical habitat
register to be strengthened so that the penalty for harming critical habitat
also applies to habitat on state and privately-owned land.
“In the case of the Leadbeater’s possum, we can see that the government is
well aware of the habitat needs of our most endangered wildlife, but it seems
there’s a lack of political will to do anything about it,” Abrahams said.
“Even our leading conservation scientists [on the threatened species
scientiﬁc committee] admit there seems to be no beneﬁt from listing noncommonwealth land on the register as the law currently stands.”
Lobbying by MPs
forced government
to back off on landclearing
enforcement

In a 2010 report, Humane Society International (HSI) said it
had supplied the federal government with enough data to
register critical habitat for more than 60 species without
success. It said not much had changed since that time.

“Under the act, critical habitat is a really powerful
provision. The problem is, they’re just not using it,” the HSI
head of programs, Evan Quartermain, said.
Read more

The organisation wants broader reforms to environment laws that would
prohibit environment ministers from approving developments that cause
detrimental impacts on critical habitat identiﬁed in recovery plans,
conservation advices, or on the critical habitat register.
“Critical habitat is so-called because it is just that, critical to the survival of
threatened species that rely on it,” Quartermain said.
“Current laws give ministers discretion to trash and trade away critical
habitat to the highest paying developer. If threatened species are to survive
and recover on this continent, urgent law reform is needed to give their
critical habitats strict protection.”
Comment was sought from the environment and energy minister, Josh
Frydenberg, and the assistant environment minister, Melissa Price, but no
response was supplied.
Topics
Environment
Our wide brown land
Biodiversity
Conservation
Wildlife
Animals
news
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Appendix U
So how many Koalas were there?
The Australian Koala Foundation

So how many
Koalas were
there?

Recent Australian Koala Foundation
research has revealed at least 8
million Koalas were killed for the fur
trade, with their pelts shipped to
London, the United States and
Canada between 1888 and 1927.
The current population of approximately 85,000
wild Koalas in Australia represents only 1 per
cent of those shot for the fur trade.

www.savethekoala.com
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Despite being one of Australia’s most
recognisable animals, very little is known about
the history and distribution of the Koala prior to
the fur trade. In order to improve current
management of the species it is vital that we
better understand the impact of European
Settlement on the Koala. Where did those
Koalas come from? What did the distribution of
Koalas look like before Europeans removed
them in such vast numbers?
If you do not know where the Koalas were
originally than how can you recover the species
to its former status?
AKF opposes the pervasive myth in the scientific
literature that Koalas historically occurred in
small numbers. We do not believe this notion.
Ironically this thesis - which does the Koala no
service - is derived from a single reference, an
anecdotal paper written in 1948 by Harry Parris
(Parris HS, 'Koalas on the lower Goulburn',
Victorian Naturalist, 64, pp. 192-193, 1948).

Mr. Parris wrote a small paragraph that he
thought Aborigines ate Koalas, and kept
numbers low. Consequently, Koalas became
more prevalent in the 1900s because white
Australians had persecuted indigenous
Australians.
Mr. Parris was in fact a tram engineer from
Melbourne, but the scientific literature which
emerged from his paper makes it appear that he
was a learned scientist from times gone by. His
small and insignificant comment has been
regurgitated until it has been accepted.
AKF does not believe that Aboriginal people had
such a profound effect on Koalas. AKF believes
that the Koala was in robust and significant
numbers at white settlement and the greed and
economic imperative to exploit nature was in
full swing for the next 200 years.
It is time for the past to be re-written more
factually and more respectfully to the original
custodians of Australia.

www.savethekoala.com
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Fact Sheet – The
Koala Fur Trade
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Koala fur was waterproof, and
used to make hats, gloves and
fur linings for coats.
At least 8 million Koalas were killed for
their fur between 1888 and 1927.
Between 1888 and July 1918, at least
4,098,276 Koala furs passed through
London auction houses. This figure
does not include records from 1911 to
1914.
Koala was functionally extinct (not
enough animals for the population to
sustain itself) in South Australia by
1912.
London was not the only market for
Koala furs. Furs were also exported to
markets such as the United States of
America (USA) and Canada; in 1901,
400,000 furs were shipped from
Adelaide to the USA.
That was just the start: Nearly 2 million
furs were exported in 1919, another 2
million in 1924.
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 By the 1920s, Koalas reduced to a few
hundred individuals in New South
Wales and a thousand animals in
Victoria. Only Queensland retained
significant numbers.
 The catalyst for the end of the fur trade
was August 1927 – ‘Black August’ –
where nearly 800,000 Koalas were
killed in Queensland in one month
alone. 800,000 is approximately ten
times the size of the current
population of Koalas in Australia
 The Koala fur industry was not halted
until President Herbert Hoover of the
USA (while he was Secretary for
Commerce) signed an order that year
(1927) permanently prohibiting the
importation of Koala skins into the USA.

“At least 8 million
Koalas were killed for
their fur between
1888 and 1927.”

www.savethekoala.com
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Appendix V
Black August
Queensland’s Open Season on Koalas in 1927
Glenn Fowler
(See seperately included document)
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Appendix W
Mining industry receives billions of dollars in state subsidies: report
ABC News, June 24, 2014
Key quote:
“The Australia Institute has pored over the past six budgets from each state and
territory, finding at least $17.6 billion worth of assistance for the mining sector.”
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Mining industry receives billions of
dollars in state subsidies: report

The astounding profitability of mining has helped
drive Australia's prosperity over the past decade,
but a report released today shows the sector has
also been a major recipient of state government
largesse.

‘I kill more animals than m
hunters’: The harsh reality
kangaroo rescue

The first IVF baby was bo
years ago today
'Violent' prisoners remain
large after 'running amok'
mass jail break out

SPORT Tear gas, mountai
PHOTO: The Australia Institute says coal mining gets the
biggest subsidies. (Araluen: ABC Contributor)
MAP: Australia

"They support the mining and fossil fuels industry
more generally in quite a wide range of ways," said the institute's executive director Richard Denniss.
"There are direct subsidies exempting them from taxes, for example. There's the infrastructure that they
build and supply to the mining industry, and then there's the more indirect ways, like providing cheap
services."
Unsurprisingly, the mining states of Queensland and Western Australia top the list for mining hand-outs,
spending $9.5 and $6 billion respectively.

"The Western Australian Government has spent
about as much money as it spent on its police
force. So, these are enormous sums of money."

Accused Claremont serial
Bradley Edwards pleads n
guilty to murders

'Mortgage prisoners' trapp
with higher rates as lendin
get tougher

While the states' coffers are boosted by royalties,
analysis by the Australia Institute think tank shows
that, in some cases, well over half of that money is
handed straight back through direct and indirect
grants.

"The Queensland Government has spent about as
much money supporting its mining industry as it's
spent on building new hospitals," he observed.

TOP STORIES

Australia's fashion pack h
$388,000 party and taxpa
paid for most of it

Updated June 24, 2014 16:34:19

Dr Denniss says in the current financial year
almost 60 per cent of Queensland's mining
royalties will be given back to the industry.
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they died in Greek bushfir

AM By Simon Frazer, Rachael Brown and staff

The Australia Institute has pored over the past six
budgets from each state and territory, finding at
least $17.6 billion worth of assistance for the
mining sector.
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If there's a strategy that
underpins this incredible tax
payer generosity to the
industry, it's not apparent from
the numbers.
Australia Institute executive director Richard Denniss

'Wrong government priorities'
Iron ore is Australia's biggest export earner, but it doesn't receive the bulk of mining assistance from state
governments.
"There's no doubt the coal industry is the biggest recipient of tax payer subsidies – both directly and
indirectly," Dr Denniss added.
"So even the idea that this assistance is proportionate to the contribution to the industry just doesn't hold
up, which again suggests that, if there's a plan, if there's a strategy that underpins this incredible tax
payer generosity to the industry, it's not apparent from the numbers."
Dr Denniss says there is no logic to subsidising mining, as the companies will go to whichever state has
the best natural resource deposits.
"Of all the industries that states should want to use subsidies to attract, the mining industry would be the
last," he added.
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"The thing that attracts the mining industry to a state is the quality and the quantity of the mineral
resources, they can't threaten to take their mines elsewhere."
Queensland Nurses Union secretary Beth Mohle is among those who has been given a sneak peak at the
report.

CONNECT WITH ABC NE

She says the figures fly in the face of the small government rhetoric coming from politicians and others,
including mining magnate Gina Rinehart.
"The health system has suffered because the priorities of government are all wrong," she argued.
"It's not to say that there isn't a need for some form of subsidies, but really, surely the priorities must be in
terms of essential service provision, and not in largesse to big business."
Even if such assistance can be justified, after spending weeks going through the fine print of budget
papers, the Australia Institute says governments of all persuasions should provide that information up
front.

GOT A NEWS TIP?

Industry rejects 'Greens' report

If you have inside knowledge o
topic in the news, contact the

The peak mining lobby, the Minerals Council of Australia, is hotly contesting the report's findings.
Its chief executive Brendan Pearson says regular analysis by the Commonwealth Government's
Productivity Commission finds mining does not receive public largesse.

NEWS IN YOUR INBOX

M
Top headlines, analysis, breaking

in

"The most independent analysis of assistance to industry sectors in Australia is that done by the
Productivity Commission. It has found, year after year, that the mining industry receives no subsidies," he
responded.
Mr Pearson argues the mining industry is in fact a
substantial contributor to government revenues.

AUDIO: States giving billions away to mining sector, finds report
(AM)

"The Australian mining industry spend more on
infrastructure and on building the towns, the
networks, the infrastructure that service our mines than any other sector," he argued.

"It is an affront to the mining industry for the research arm of the Greens Party to again suggest that the
industry is receiving billions of dollars in subsidies, when in the last six years alone, the mining industry's
contributed $121 billion in federal and state revenues."

Report 'would embarrass North Korea'
The Queensland Resources Council (QRC), representing mining companies in the state that the Australia
Institute report says has the biggest subsidies, says the report is full of "howlers" and "would embarrass
the North Korean government."
The council's chief executive Michael Roche says most of the Queensland projects included in the study
were paid for by mining companies, a fact he says is ignored in the study.
"Almost every capital project undertaken by government-owned businesses for resources sector power
supply and distribution, water, rail and port capacity gets a headline," he said.
"These projects were executed on a fully commercial basis, with resources companies entering into
commercial contracts that underwrote the capital expenditure and provided commercial returns to
government-owned businesses."
Mr Roche argues that the state governments involved actually profited from much of the infrastructure
investment.
"Not only were these projects undertaken at no cost or risk to taxpayers but their commercial returns
were served up as government-owned business dividends in successive state budgets," he added.
Topics: mining-industry, coal, iron-ore, states-and-territories, business-economics-and-finance, australia, qld, wa
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Appendix X
Australia State of the Environment 2016 Overview
(See seperately attached document)
Key quote about the State of the Environment document taken from ‘A national
disgrace’: Australia’s extinction crisis is unfolding in plain sight (Appendix L):
“The federal government’s most recent State of the Environment report concluded that Australia’s biodiversity had declined further since 2011 and new approaches were needed to address this downward trajectory for many species.”
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Appendix Y
Conserving Koalas in the 21st Century: synthesising the dynamics of Australia’s
Koala populations
Clive McAlpine
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Appendix Z
How did this Koala get chopped in half?

This Koala was killed by forestry machines in a Regional Forestry Agreement area.

How did this
Koala get
chopped in half?

All levels of Government are shirking
their responsibility when it comes to
the loss of Australia’s iconic Koala’s
habitat.
The creation of Regional Forestry
Agreements (RFAs) almost two decades ago
made forestry management in RFA areas a
state or territory responsibility.
As a result, forestry activities conducted
under an RFA are exempt from Environment
Protection Biodiversity Conservation Act
(EPBC Act) obligations, effectively
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eliminating any Federal protection for the
Koala.
Local councils don’t like to get involved.
While State Government does attempt to
regulate forestry activities, in most
instances this regulation is inefficient and
enforcement is weak.

Koala Protection Act
The Australian Koala Foundation has
already conducted research into
forestry and Koalas. We identified
simple measures, such as shelter
corridors, which could dramatically
reduce the slaughter. The problem is
that the forestry industry has chosen
to ignore the research, and allow the
Koala deaths to continue. Under a
Koala Protection Act (KPA), industry
will be required to show that their
operations have a benign impact on
Koalas.

Sadly, the only time anyone acts in the
Koala’s best interests is when shamed into
action by the media.
RFAs were brought into place because
industry wanted security. Koalas were not
even considered, then or now. RFAs are
supposedly up for review and renewal, but
they are words, not actions. Forestry
conservation groups continue to highlight
breaches, but nothing changes.
This Koala, cut in half, was in a RFA area.
AKF believes this system is completely
broken and the KPA must override forestry
agendas.

The ‘Queensland Clause’
Why does Southeast Queensland has a specific clause in the EPBC Act, which ensures Koalas do
not have any Federal protection from forestry activities?
When the EPBC Act was introduced, a clause was included to exempt areas like South East
Queensland, where negotiations around an RFA were already in progress (Section 40). When that
RFA was signed, it would presumably introduce protections for Matters of National significant.
The problem is, that agreement was never signed. And yet, the exemptions remain.
The AKF has made enquiries to the Federal Government in regards to clearing for forestry that is
having a significant impact on habitat critical to the survival of the Koala. These enquiries resulted
in a statement that “the Department is unable to intervene in this matter.” And this exemption
holds for any lands used for forestry in South East QLD, not just those areas that were proposed
for forestry activity under the RFA that was never signed.
Basically Queensland got singled out with a special deal – all the benefits of a RFA (no EPBC Act
oversight), with none of the costs.

www.savethekoala.com
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Appendix AA
‘A national disgrace’: Australia’s extinction crisis is unfolding in plain sight
The Guardian, Feb 12, 2018
(See document attachment included under Appendix L)
Academics are unanimous that the system is broken. Key quotes are highlighted below:
“Guardian Australia interviewed scientists, researchers, conservationists and
policy analysts whose work across threatened species research and protection
spans decades.
They described the situation confronting Australia’s threatened plants and
animals as a “national disgrace” and the systems that are supposed to protect
them as “broken””
Euan Ritchie, an associate professor in wildlife ecology and conservation at
Deakin University, says the plight of Australia’s threatened species is an “environmental crisis”, with more and more species edging closer to extinction “despite
our capacity to prevent such a tragedy from occurring”.
“I think the whole system is completely broken,” says Prof Lesley Hughes from
the department of biological sciences at Macquarie University.
“The fact that our threatened species lists continue to grow and very few if any
species have ever come off those lists due to conservation action is evidence
that what is being done thus far is not effective.””
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Appendix AB
Game of Mates
How favours bleed the Nation
Cameron K. Murray and Paul Frijters
(Please find a copy of this book included in pack for your convenience)
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State of the Environment report: bright spots, but
much more to do
Josh Frydenberg

Appendix AC

State of the Environment report: bright spots, but much more to do
Australia has made solid progress in many areas covered by the
ﬁve-yearly report, but population pressures, invasive species and
The Guardian,
March
7, 2017huge challenges
climate change
still present
Mon 6 Mar 2017 20.23 GMT

News Opinion Sport Culture Lifestyle
The Guardian view Columnists Cartoons Opinion videos Letters More

Opinion

State of the Environment report: bright spots, but
much more to do
Josh Frydenberg

Australia has made solid progress in many areas covered by the
ﬁve-yearly report, but population pressures, invasive species and
climate change still present huge challenges
Mon 6 Mar 2017 20.23 GMT

F

irst established in 1996 and occurring every ﬁve years, the State of
the Environment report is prepared by independent authors and
provides a report card across nine thematic areas – the Antarctic
environment, atmosphere, biodiversity, built environment, coasts,
heritage, inland waters, land and the marine environment.
The report will this year for the ﬁrst time be available in an interactive digital
format, expanding its reach and ensuring greater use and engagement from
the academic and broader community.
Like previous reports, this year’s document has its bright spots while also
indicating a number of areas where there is much more to do.
Climate change
impact on Australia
may be
irreversible, ﬁveyearly report says

F

Good progress has been made in the management of the
marine and Antarctic environments, natural and cultural
heritage and the built environment, while pressures are
building in relation to invasive species, climate change,

irst established in 1996 and occurring every ﬁve years, the State of
the Environment report is prepared by independent authors and
provides a report card across nine thematic areas – the Antarctic
environment, atmosphere, biodiversity, built environment, coasts,
heritage, inland waters, land and the marine environment.
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Read more

land use and coastal protection.

The number of people in Australia has doubled over the
past 50 years. Growing urbanisation (two-thirds of the population live in our
capital cities and 90% of people live in 0.22% of Australia’s land area) and
heightened economic activity (Australia is experiencing its 26th year of
consecutive economic growth) have combined to contribute to additional
pressures on the environment.
The message, however, is not that development and sustainability are locked
in a zero-sum game. Far from it. Rather, we must be conscious of these
pressures, prepare for them and put in place a coordinated, comprehensive,
well-resourced long-term response.
Failure to do so will have a direct and detrimental impact on our quality of
life and leave a legacy to future generations that is inferior to the one we have
inherited. This is why reports such as this are important and why we must
continue to upgrade our capacity to collect and analyse critical
environmental data.

The message is not that development and sustainability are locked in
a zero-sum game
It’s also why last November I committed – along with state and territory
environment ministers – to develop more detailed environmental accounts
for Australia to build this capacity to better understand our environment and
how best to protect it.
The report indicates that the Antarctic is in “generally good condition”, with
evidence that the phasing out of powerful synthetic greenhouse gases, in
which Australia has played a lead role under the Montreal protocol, is leading
to improvements in the ozone layer.
Macquarie Island, which has seen rabbits and rats in plague proportions, is
also recovering well following a successful invasive species eradication
policy.
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The good news is that the federal government has acted in implementing a
new threatened species strategy and appointing the ﬁrst threatened species
- Page
58with
of 58
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there is a big task
ahead
the addition of 44
animal and ﬁve plant species to the threatened species list, meaning there are
now 545 animal and 1,312 plant species under threat.
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One notable mention in the report was that humpback whales are increasing
in number to a point where their current listing as “vulnerable” may need to
be reconsidered.
Australia’s 108 national and 19 world heritage sites are
The
Great
Feral
cats Barrier
should top the list of invasive species. Photograph: HO/AFP/Getty Images
Reef: a catastrophe admired both here and abroad and are integral to our
laid bare

cultural history and values. They remain, according to the
Invasive species more generally are a growing problem. We are all familiar
Read more
report, “generally in good condition”, but the Great Barrier
with the devastation that has been unleashed across our continent by the
Reef last year was subject to a signiﬁcant bleaching event,
arrival of cane toads, feral pigs and yellow crazy ants. But feral cats should
with climate change and the El Niño effect to blame.
top this list because their population growth and diet of marsupials, birds
and reptiles
themto
one
ofnatural
the biggest
threats
to aworld,
number
nationally
Conscious
ofmake
the threat
this
wonder
of the
theoffederal
listed species.
government
is jointly investing with the Queensland government $2bn to
support our Reef 2050 plan to improve water quality and preserve the health
The good news is that the federal government has acted in implementing a
of the reef.
new threatened species strategy and appointing the ﬁrst threatened species
commissioner.
However,
there is in
a big
task ahead of
with
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of 44
management
its the
national
reserve
Australia
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animal
ﬁve
plantthe
species
to the
threatened
list, extensions
meaning there
are
system.and
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Ningaloo
Reef
has beenspecies
added and
made
1,312 plant
threat.
now
animal and
to the545
Tasmanian
wilderness
andspecies
Kakaduunder
properties
on the World Heritage
List. Since 2012, 12 new places have been added to the National Heritage
One notable mention in the report was that humpback whales are increasing
List, including the Snowy Mountains scheme in New South Wales and
in number to a point where their current listing as “vulnerable” may need to
Lesueur national park in Western Australia, ensuring that our historic places
be reconsidered.
are preserved for future generations.
Australia’s 108 national and 19 world heritage sites are
The Great Barrier
Reef: a catastrophe admired both here and abroad and are integral to our
laid bare
cultural history and values. They remain, according to the
Read more
report, “generally in good condition”, but the Great Barrier
Reef last year was subject to a signiﬁcant bleaching event,
with climate change and the El Niño effect to blame.
Conscious of the threat to this natural wonder of the world, the federal
government is jointly investing with the Queensland government $2bn to
support our Reef 2050 plan to improve water quality and preserve the health
of the reef.
Australia has a strong reputation in management of its national reserve
system. Since 2011, the Ningaloo Reef has been added and extensions made
to the Tasmanian wilderness and Kakadu properties on the World Heritage
List. Since 2012, 12 new places have been added to the National Heritage
List, including the Snowy Mountains scheme in New South Wales and
Lesueur
national park in Western Australia, ensuring that our historic places
Queensland is singled out in the report for its high rate of land clearing. Photograph: Auscape/UIG via Getty
Images
are
preserved for future generations.
The report indicates that the impact of changing weather patterns is affecting
biodiversity and species habitat.
While carbon emissions per capita have declined from 24.1 tonnes in 2011 to
22.2 tonnes in 2015, and energy efﬁciency improvements are reducing
electricity demand, the report makes clear that, for the world to meet its
Paris goals, there is much more to do.
Land clearing also comes in for attention in the report. With the exception of
Queensland, land clearing rates over the past ﬁve years “have stabilised in all
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states and territories” and Indigenous protected areas have substantially
increased.
The effects of
Queensland's land
clearing are
devastating. NSW
must not follow |
Martin Taylor
Read more

Since 2008 there have been an additional 42 agreements
and 20.6m hectares which are now covered under the
Indigenous protected areas. The national reserve system,
protecting important natural assets, has expanded to cover
17.9% of Australia’s land are, compared with 13.4% in
2011.

These are all signiﬁcant improvements which are felt right
across the environmental food chain as pollination, seed disposal and
species’ survival rely on an ecosystem where vegetation and habitat are
protected.
Despite the growth in urban population, air and urban water quality remain
“good” according to the report, with “noticeable local improvements in
water quality in the Murray Darling basin”. Sustainable diversion limits and
water efﬁciency are having a positive impact on the ﬁsh and water bird
stocks as well as natural vegetation.
There is no room for complacency. Regardless of one’s political persuasion,
we all have a vested interest in protecting our commons.
The Coalition track record in this regard is strong. The Environmental
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act, like the Natural Heritage Trust
and the ﬁrst mandatory renewable energy target, were all initiatives of the
Howard government.
The 10-year Murray-Darling basin plan was implemented by Malcolm
Turnbull.
Former prime ministers Tony Abbott, Malcolm Fraser, William McMahon,
John Gorton, Harold Holt and Robert Menzies all too had signiﬁcant
achievements to their name.
The task now is to build on this proud Coalition tradition and to use this
report to continue the good work the government is doing across so many
areas of environmental policy.
Josh Frydenberg is Australia’s minister for the environment and energy
Topics
Environment
Opinion
Great Barrier Reef
Biodiversity
Wildlife
Climate change
Invasive species
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