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We have considered the following three documents together as they interrelate: 
 

1. Draft NSW National Parks Systems Directions Statement 
2. Draft Biodiversity Conservation Investment Strategy 2017- 2037 
3. Identifying Priority Investment Areas 

 
• Support for long term planning: We applaud the effort to plan for the short and long term 

supported by rigorous and transparent approaches.  
• Reduce repetition and overlap: There is significant repetition, particularly within the Draft 

Biodiversity Conservation Investment Strategy 2017- 2037. Reducing some of this repetition as 
well as overlap between the three documents, they would become more user-friendly, easier to 
comprehend and understand. If continuing with standalone documents, at least the format could 
be aligned for the three documents (Draft NSW National Parks Systems Directions Statement; 
Draft Biodiversity Conservation Investment Strategy 2017- 2037; Identifying Priority Investment 
Areas) so that they are recognisable as being interrelated documents. 

• We support a cross-tenure approach to conservation: The documents highlight the benefits of 
a protected area system – as well as promoting cross-tenure landscape management. This is 
commendable if indeed additional investment in conservation across both private and public 
protected areas is made. However, it is important to note that one should not come at the cost of 
the other and instead additional funding for both areas is required to achieve necessary outcomes. 
 

• The documents also demonstrate a cost effective method by which decisions will be made to 
build the states biodiversity, protect the existing values, provide opportunities for community and 
highlights the ecosystem services that will be provided by a targeted approach.  

• Unusually and a new direction I think - it make the case for the economic impacts, linkages, 
interactions and benefits between the environment, the economy and the community and so 
should improve decision-making. So, I think it highlights a system of environmental-economic 
accounting for the ecosystem services provided by a healthy environment such as  provisioning 
and production of food and water;  regulating, controlling and mitigating floods, droughts and 
land degradation; supporting nutrient cycles and crop pollination as well as cultural, spiritual, 
recreational, religious, other non-material benefits. These links are poorly understood by us all 
including the decision makers, private landholders and business people so hopefully this type of 
accounting will start a change of direction in planning for better environmental outcomes into the 
future.  

• By dividing the regions into bioregions and then into subregions and then high priority 
landscapes clearly demonstrates how a comprehensive, adequate and representative reserve 
system can be prioritised and achieved and easier to monitor – I would imagine.   

 
 
Specific Comments  
 
 
• Draft NSW National Parks Systems Directions Statement - P28 – Regional Priorities – Coast 

and coastal bioregions –  
o We are aware that additions to the World Heritage Gondwana Rainforest have been 

identified and recommended - there seems to be no specific mention of this - maybe 
because they meet the CAR priority targets?  

o Table 2 Regional Priorities – does not tell what the (2) landscapes are lacking to 
meet the national target nor does it tell the % of representativeness of those 
landscapes in the table   

• Identifying Priority Investment Areas Table 3 - We have concerns that beach-nesting 
shorebird areas are not identified as being of HEV area. In NSW there are a number of species of 



beach-nesting shorebirds that are threatened because their nesting areas are not protected.  
Opportunities to gazette the areas that are adjacent to National Parks and Nature Reserves to 
mean low water should be identified as a priority and this area absorbed into the Estate and 
managed by the National Parks.   

 
• We think the mapping is very important to the direction, investment and priorities for the 

direction  but found it a bit confusing when regions and bioregions are over –lapped   
 
• Need to bring local government planning and other state government Departments along the 

priorities are not weakened. For example E2 and E3 zones were abolished in the Northern Rivers 
area – an area of high biodiversity with already HCV and connectivity corridors identified 

 
• Choice of front cover photograph: Poor choice of photograph on front cover of the Draft 

Biodiversity Conservation Investment Strategy 2017- 2037. Dogs are a big threat in many areas 
of our environment and to have a picture of dogs on the front cover of a biodiversity document is 
not a good look. 

• Support meeting the Aichi target 11  
• Monetary Incentive – important in the private sector for ecological sustainability and mitigating 

climate change impacts and the document gives clear priorities where the money needs to be 
directed. 

• Importance of effective communication and engagement: We acknowledge that private land is 
important for protecting biodiversity. It is noted that investment in private land conservation will 
be voluntary – therefore clearing of HCV land and other areas of outstanding biodiversity values 
can still occur. One can only hope that the government can sell the benefits of ecological 
diversity to the landholders and land-use conflicts will diminish.  

• Missing baseline in strategy: Figure 1 on page 3 outlines the targets to be achieved in 5 and 20 
years. However there is no mention of the current status, the baseline, the starting point which is 
essential for transparency and evaluation of adequacy and appropriateness of targets. Please 
provide the baseline data in the preceeding text. 

• Inadequate targets: Page 3 & Page 28, section 3.4, Figure 1 outlines the 5 year and 20 year 
targets. These targets are inadequately defined to be effective. They should be refined to include 
at least one additional measure such as size (hectares) or target for raising conservation areas to 
average area percentage across all desired landscapes/ecosystems being XX percent. The current 
measure of a single number of additional landscapes is prone to be abused and misused for 
accounting purposes (e.g. add a few tiny areas to fulfil target before the next election round to get 
the numbers up). 

• Inappropriate language: Page 4, third dot point. Remove the word ‘record’ to read ‘the 
government’s investment’. It adds no value as appears to be there for political purposes which is 
not appropriate for this document. 

• Population Pressure needs to be included in the calculations: Page 16, Principle 4. Population 
pressure should be part of the calculations, not just soil quality and type. 

• Misleading Figure 4: P18, As is, the figure implies that the criteria of comprehensive and 
representative were included in the map (see third box – Principle 3). The supplementary 
document seems to show that this is not the case (hence Figure 5 on page 20). Thus the current 
document is misleading and inaccurate. Please correct this. 

• Include population pressure in calculation of Principle 4: Population pressure should be 
included in the index, not just soil health and quality.  

• P29, para 2: no minimum size > This links to the suggestions about the inadequate targets: no 
minimum size or overall area may be meaningless. – Need stronger targets.  

• P31, section 4.2.1: Instill transparency and accountability: delete the clause ‘ except in relation to 
payments out of the BCTPF which will contain ……..in relation to fundraising events’ > it is 
imperative that the fund be transparent in full and such exemptions are seen as inappropriate and 
deeply concerning as they may be subject to abuse and misuse. 

• Part 4: Delivery: This section requires further detail, including how data will be managed, 
progess reported, independent evaluations be conducted, effectiveness measured and monitored. 

 



 


