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Executive summary 

Overview 

On 4 December 2016, the former Minister for the Environment released a report by the NSW 
Chief Scientist and Engineer, Professor Mary O’Kane AC, on the decline of koala 
populations in key areas of New South Wales and announced a public engagement program 
to inform developing a whole-of-government NSW Koala Strategy.  

This report provides a summary of the activities and the key issues raised by stakeholders 
and community members during the three month engagement program that ran from 
4 December 2016 to 3 March 2017.  

Engagement methods included meetings and workshops with community organisations, 
industry groups and local councils, seven regional community information sessions, an 
online information session and a webpage with information and a submissions portal.  

Stakeholders and community members were invited to make written submissions on what to 
include in a NSW Koala Strategy and to share local koala experiences through an interactive 
online map. The program also sought community feedback on the draft Saving our Species 
(SoS) Iconic Koala Project Priorities Action Statement (PAS) for the koala. The two 
consultation processes were run in parallel, recognising that the SoS koala project will form 
an important part of the NSW Koala Strategy. 

There was strong engagement from stakeholders and community members throughout the 
public engagement program. The workshops and community information sessions provided 
an opportunity for stakeholders and community members to network, discuss their views and 
contribute to the formation of the strategy. Many participants welcomed the opportunity to 
impart local knowledge and to directly share their views on what a NSW Koala Strategy 
should do.  

Submissions overview 

A total of 4080 written submissions on developing a NSW Koala Strategy were received as 
well as 34 submissions that directly addressed the SoS Iconic Koala Project PAS.  

There were 3286 submissions that were substantially similar and based on 
recommendations developed by the NSW Nature Conservation Council and by Stand Up For 
Nature. The National Parks Association made one submission with 525 supporting 
signatures. We received 269 unique submissions on developing the NSW Koala Strategy 
from individuals, business and industry groups, community and environmental groups, local 
government, scientific researchers and organisations, wildlife rehabilitation organisations 
and an Indigenous Protected Area organisation. 

The majority of submissions received supported the development of a whole-of-government 
koala strategy. Five submissions were critical of developing a strategy. These submissions 
expressed concerns about the data that will inform decision-making, and questioned the 
information underpinning the review. 

The majority of submissions called on the strategy to take meaningful action to protect 
koalas in NSW. There was broad support across submissions for the strategy to provide a 
framework for strong leadership, collaboration and cooperation across stakeholders, and 
greater engagement and consultation with local community groups and non-government 
organisations. A number of submissions identified that the strategy should complement the 
existing research and conservation activities already underway, identify resourcing for 
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implementation, prioritise actions and recognise regional and local variations in threats. 
Views varied across submissions about the breadth and depth of specific actions under the 
strategy.  

Of the 34 submissions on the SoS Iconic Koala Project, 18 provided direct comments on the 
proposed amendments to the PAS. We received 13 submissions that were supportive of the 
proposed amendments, four that were unclear in their support and one that did not support 
the proposed amendments. Several submissions, including some of those that were 
supportive of the proposed amendments, stated that the proposed actions did not address 
some of the key threats facing koalas. 

Key threats raised in submissions  

Habitat loss and fragmentation was identified as the priority threat to koalas across all 
submissions with views varying on how to address this issue. The majority of submissions 
were substantially similar in content, supported by the Nature Conservation Council, Stand 
Up For Nature and the National Parks Association Inc. These submissions urged meaningful 
action and stronger measures to protect habitat by addressing forestry, urban development 
and infrastructure and recent changes to land clearing protections. The concerns in non-
campaign submissions concerns centred around impacts of forest harvesting and land 
clearing on koalas and their habitat.  

Attack by domestic and wild animals was the second most cited concern (addressed by non-
campaign submissions). Submissions also made comments on threats from disease, vehicle 
strike, fire, extreme weather, drought and climate change, noxious weeds, chemicals and 
toxicity, swimming pools, isolation and declining genetic exchange/diversity between sub-
populations, and translocation.  

The public engagement activities and written submissions demonstrated that there are 
regional and local variations in what submitters see as the threats to local koala populations. 
Submitters also had different views about the levels of community awareness, engagement, 
resourcing and priorities for managing and mitigating threats. The feedback emphasised the 
need to deliver actions that respond to regional and local differences.  

Summary of stakeholder views  

Local councils  

Submissions from local councils identified the need for stronger leadership and a co-
ordinated approach from state government which would provide greater clarity between the 
role of the strategy and other legislative instruments and policies. They called for ongoing 
resourcing and funding, greater guidance and practical tools to put in place locally relevant 
measures and compliance activities to reduce key threats. Local councils also wanted 
recognition of existing mapping efforts by councils and local groups in a streamlined and 
centralised process for consistent data reporting.  

Environmental organisations and community groups  

Submissions from environmental organisations and community groups requested stronger 
protections to prevent habitat loss through SEPP 44, the Biodiversity Conservation and 
Local Land Services Acts, controls around native forestry operations and development 
assessment processes, including state-significant development. Submissions also called on 
the strategy to complement existing research and conservation activities, and to provide 
funding and support for the koala rehabilitation sector and local councils.  
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Koala rehabilitators 

This sector identified the frontline nature of their work rescuing and rehabilitating sick, injured 
and orphaned koalas and outlined ways the strategy could support delivery of koala 
rehabilitation work, including through funding, access to scientific literature, developing 
standardised treatment protocols and protocols for groups to carry out necropsies, support in 
areas with limited carers, training for vets, greater access to medication and help with taking 
koalas who need care. Submissions from this sector also identified habitat loss and 
fragmentation as the largest threat to koalas, and noted that most other threats increase 
when habitat is lost.  

Business and industry  

Business and industry groups raised the need for a reliable and robust evidence-base with 
adequate resourcing for long-term monitoring and updated mapping products to inform 
decision-making. Some submissions questioned tenure-based conservation as an effective 
conservation measure, and supported active and adaptable forest management. Fire, 
predators and habitat clearing for development were identified as key threats.  

Scientific research interests 

Submissions from scientific and research interests were supportive of the development of a 
strategy and the need for links between habitat to support genetic diversity for maintaining  
of koala numbers. Submissions included a variety of recommendations for research and 
data collection, and the need to support the rehabilitation sector to collect samples. Some 
submissions raised concerns about ownership and access issues with the proposal to 
establish the Australian Museum as a centralised repository of genetic data.  

Individuals  

Submissions from individuals were broadly supportive of the development of a strategy and 
made comments on the key threats to koalas and recommendations on what a strategy 
should do to address these. Impacts on koalas and their habitat due to forest harvesting and 
land clearing was the most common threat raised by submissions. Submissions also 
commented on a variety of regional and local threats, including dog attack, vehicle strike, fire 
and disease, and identified the need for greater community consultation and education.       

Key issues raised in submission to the SoS Iconic Koala 

Project and Priorities Action Statement amendments 

Submissions to the PAS included recommendations and suggested actions to address 
threats including preventing further habitat loss, fragmentation and modification, managing 
predation by roaming and domestic dogs, reducing the threat of intense prescribed burns 
that scorch the tree canopy, combatting the spread of koala disease, and identifying and 
protecting drought areas.  

Submissions also identified that koala carers need greater support, education and training to 
ensure koalas are treated and cared for correctly through the funding and development of 
wildlife hospitals and regional care facilities. 

Submitters identified a lack of knowledge of koala distributions and population trends as a 
major issue and recommended decreasing emphasis on habitat mapping in favour of 
conducting more on-ground surveys. They also suggested methods to increase community 
engagement in koala conservation. 
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Other comments included suggested methods for reporting and monitoring success of the 
SoS Iconic Koala Project, improvements to standard monitoring methodologies, and the 
provision of secure, long-term financial support to councils, community groups, Aboriginal 
communities and individual landholders to help undertake koala management. 

Next steps 

The NSW Chief Scientist and Engineer is chairing an inter-agency and expert committee 
guiding the development of the whole-of-government NSW Koala Strategy. The committee is 
drawing on the information contained in the written submissions and gained through the 
public engagement program to inform the development of the NSW Koala Strategy. This 
information is also informing the revision of the Priorities Action Statement for the Saving our 
Species Iconic Koala Project. 
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Introduction 

On 4 December 2016, the former Minister for the Environment released a report by the NSW 
Chief Scientist and Engineer, Professor Mary O’Kane AC, on the decline of koala 
populations in key areas of New South Wales and announced a public engagement program 
to inform the development of a whole-of-government NSW Koala Strategy.  

The NSW Chief Scientist and Engineer’s report makes 11 recommendations to benefit koala 
populations in New South Wales. The main recommendation is that the NSW Government 
adopt a whole-of-government koala strategy for New South Wales based on the principals of 
action, ongoing monitoring and continuous learning.   

A three month public engagement program invited input from stakeholders and the 
community on developing a whole-of-government NSW Koala Strategy. The program 
commenced on 4 December 2016 and closed on 3 March 2017. Engagement methods 
included key stakeholder meetings and workshops, seven regional community information 
sessions, an online information session and a web portal. Stakeholders and community 
members were invited to make written submissions on what to include in a NSW Koala 
Strategy and to share local koala experiences through an interactive online map. The public 
engagement program also sought community feedback on the draft Saving our Species 
(SoS) Iconic Koala Project, which sets out a framework for on-ground koala conservation 
actions for 2016 to 21 and will form an important part of the NSW Koala Strategy.  

During this period, the Department of Planning and Environment (DPE) also publicly 
exhibited an explanation of intended effects of proposed changes to the State Environmental 
Planning Policy No. 44 – Koala Habitat Protection (SEPP 44).  

This report provides a summary of: 

1. the public engagement program delivered by the Office of Environment and Heritage 
(OEH) to inform the development of the NSW Koala Strategy 

2. the issues raised during the engagement process and in the written submissions.   

This report does not provide a NSW Government response to the issues raised in 
submissions. Input received from stakeholders and the community during the public 
engagement program will inform the development of the NSW Koala Strategy.   
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Overview of the public engagement activities 

Regional community information sessions 

Seven regional community information sessions were held in locations across New South 
Wales in February 2017.  

A ‘drop-in’ format was used for the sessions with staff from OEH and the Environment 
Protection Authority (EPA) available to provide expert advice and answer questions, with the 
aim of supporting local residents to make written submissions. These sessions were 
facilitated by an independent party so all views were heard and recorded. A formal ‘town hall 
style’ presentation was also offered at some sessions.   

There were 191 attendees at the community information sessions. Common themes 
expressed by people attending these sessions were a desire for: 

• greater education and local information sharing to build awareness and encourage 
autonomy within communities to prevent decline of species  

• better resourcing for local communities to assist with the protection and care for koalas, 
and government agencies to take on a larger role    

• consideration of land management as a priority solution, and implementation of 
strategies for fire management on public land  

• support for amending land clearing legislation to ensure better protection of koala 
habitat  

• more accessible and affordable medication to treat chlamydia, which is a leading risk 

• the strategy to clearly set out its relationship with other government initiatives. 

Specific issues raised at each of the sessions are outlined in Appendix 1.  

Online information session  

An online information session (webinar) was held on 2 February 2017 to reach stakeholders 
and community members unable to attend a regional community information session. A 
recording of the webinar was made available on the engagement website. 

The webinar was advertised on the OEH website and Have your say portal, and through 
communications with stakeholders.  

Members of the panel presented information on developing the whole-of-government NSW 
Strategy, the SoS Iconic Koala Project and the review of SEPP 44.  

Workshops  

Office of Environment and Heritage held three workshops during the engagement period. 

1. Port Macquarie – koala carer workshop, 1 February 2017 

The workshop’s aim was to identify actions needed to support the koala carer sector, with 15 
representatives attending from across the sector including Friends of the Koala Inc., Port 
Stephens Koalas & Wildlife Preservation Society, NSW Wildlife Information, Rescue and 
Education Service Inc. (WIRES), Namoi Valley Independent (Koala Project), NSW Wildlife 
Council, NATF Inc. Hunter Wildlife Rescue, Port Macquarie Koala Hospital, Koalas in Care 
Taree, Koala Health Hub, Australian Museum and University of Sydney.  
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The workshop recommended actions to support the koala carer sector’s ability to improve 
outcomes for koalas, including access to knowledge, support to improve data collection, 
support for genetic material sampling and disease testing, carer wellbeing, post-release 
monitoring and standardised treatment protocol (developing a treatment plan). Identifying 
core habitat in mapping and improved dog control were identified by participants as 
important for improving outcomes. 

2. Cooma – community workshop, 15 February 2017  

The workshop’s aim was to discuss local conservation actions to inform the development of 
the NSW Koala Strategy. There were 18 representatives from the local community including 
Upper Snowy Landcare, Greening Australia, NSW Waterwatch, Numeralla Landcare, Rural 
Fire Service, National Parks Association, Cooma Shire Council, Jarake Wildlife Sanctuary, 
K2C (Kosciuszko2Coast) and local community members.  

The workshop recommended that the strategy should address habitat destruction, 
connectivity of habitat, logging of state forests, and loss of travelling stock routes. 

3. Armidale – Local Land Services community workshop,  

15 February 2017  

The workshop’s aim was to discuss local conservation actions to inform the development of 
the NSW Koala Strategy. The workshop was hosted by Local Land Services and attended 
by OEH, with nine representatives attending from the local community, including Stringybark 
Ecological, Warialda, Landcare, ecological consultants, andcivic and recreation services.   

The workshop recommended that the strategy should address gradual increases in habitat 
clearing, corridor links, adequate resourcing for implementation, incentives for private land 
conservation, inadequate data on local koala populations and habitat mapping, community 
awareness and citizen science, and working with stakeholders and research institutions.    

Engagement with local government 

Representatives from OEH, EPA and DPE held nine meetings with representatives from 27 
local councils during the public engagement period as follows: 

1. Byron Shire, Ballina Shire, Lismore City, Clarence Valley, Coffs Harbour City, Bellingen 
Shire, Mid-Coast, Port Stephens and Port Macquarie-Hastings Councils on 13 December 
2016.      

2. Tweed Shire, Lismore City, Byron Shire, Richmond Valley and Ballina Shire Councils on 
7 February 2017.  

3. Coffs Harbour City, Bellingen Shire and Clarence Valley Councils on 8 February 2017.  

4. Port Macquarie-Hastings, Mid-Coast and Kempsey Shire Councils on 9 February 2017.  

5. Port Stephens Council on 13 February 2017.  

6. Bega Valley Shire and Cooma-Monaro Shire Councils on 14 February 2017.  

7. Tamworth Regional, Gunnedah Shire, Warrumbungle Shire, Moree Plains Shire Councils 
on 16 February 2017.  

8. Campbelltown City, Wollondilly Shire and Wingecarribee Shire Councils, and Local 
Government NSW on 20 February 2017.  

9. Bathurst Regional, Cowra, Dubbo, Blayney Shire, Cabonne and Mid-Western Regional 
Councils, and Local Land Services on 22 February 2017.  
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Local councils identified that there are regional and local variations in the key threats 
affecting koala populations and their habitat. They also raised the importance of 
independence and accuracy of data and mapping to inform council decision-making, 
community awareness and perceptions, and funding for mapping and assessment of koala 
habitat.       

Engagement with key stakeholders  

OEH representatives also met with the following key stakeholders during the public 
engagement period: 

• Representatives from National Parks Association NSW, WWF–Australia, Nature 
Conservation Council NSW and the Environment Defenders Office NSW for an initial 
briefing on 8 December 2016.  

• Representatives from the Myall environmental group on 13 February 2017.  

• Representatives from Forestry Corporation on 28 February 2017.  

• Representatives from NSW Minerals Council on 8 March 2017.  

• Representative from NSW Timber on 9 March 2017.  

Social pinpoint – mapping local information 

As part of the consultation, local information on koala sightings, threats and conservation 
programs could be shared through the online platform Social pinpoint – Koalas in NSW1 to 
help inform regional responses.  

During the public engagement program, 67 comments were submitted through the social 
pinpoint platform. Comments included identification of road ‘hot spots’, local threats to 
koalas, and historic and recent koala sightings.  

Forty-two comments identified historic and recent sightings of koalas across the state dating 
from 1980 through today. The majority of these sightings were within the Hunter and 
northern regions of the state. Twelve comments on the social pinpoint platform identified 
road ‘hot spots’, with the majority of these comments located in the southern highlands and 
northern New South Wales. Comments identified additional threats to koalas, including train 
strike in Gunnedah, proposed quarry expansion in Port Stephens and dog attack in Coffs 
Harbour.          

Information shared through the Social pinpoint platform was not treated as a submission, 
although it will inform the development of regional actions under the strategy. 

Written submissions on developing a NSW Koala Strategy  

Submissions could be made through the NSW Have Your Say2 and OEH Have your say3 
websites.   

Submissions were also received through the OEH Koala Strategy mailbox, post and the 
OEH Environment Line.  

A total of 4080 submissions were received.   

                                                

1 URL (no longer active): https://oeh.mysocialpinpoint.com/nsw-koalas#/ 

2 URL (no longer active): https://www.haveyoursay.nsw.gov.au/consultations/developing-a-nsw-koala-

strategy/ 

3 URL: https://engage.environment.nsw.gov.au/development-of-a-nsw-koala-strategy 

https://oeh.mysocialpinpoint.com/nsw-koalas#/
https://www.haveyoursay.nsw.gov.au/consultations/developing-a-nsw-koala-strategy/
https://www.haveyoursay.nsw.gov.au/consultations/developing-a-nsw-koala-strategy/
https://engage.environment.nsw.gov.au/development-of-a-nsw-koala-strategy
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Summary of submissions received  

Overview of individual submissions 

We received 4080 written submissions on developing the NSW Koala Strategy4.  

There were 3,286 submissions that were substantially similar in content. This included 1577 
campaign submissions based on content developed by the NSW Nature Conservation 
Council and 1585 campaign submissions based on content developed by Stand Up For 
Nature. There were 209 individuals who made submissions to both campaigns5 and 85 
submissions were modified in substance and recognised as unique individual submissions. 
One submission was made by the National Parks of Association with 525 supporter names. 

The proportion of submissions classified by stakeholder type across all submissions and 
across the unique submissions is shown in the diagrams below.  

Figure 1 Campaign vs non-campaign Figure 2 Non-campaign submissions 
submissions 

                                                

4 This section of the report only addresses written submissions received via the online form and written 

submissions received by email or post. Other correspondence has not been addressed. 

5 Multiple submissions made by the same individual were treated as a single consolidated submission for this 

report. 

All submissions

Individuals

Business and industry groups

Community and environmental groups

Local government and local land services

NSW Members of Parliament

Scientific researchers or organisations

Wildlife rehabilitation organisations

 Indigenous Protected Area organisation

Campaign submissions

Unique (non-campaign) 
submissions

Individuals

Business and industry groups

Community and environmental groups

Local government and local land services

NSW Members of Parliament

Scientific researchers or organisations

Wildlife rehabilitation organisations

 Indigenous Protected Area organisation
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Of the 269 unique submissions, there were:  

• two hundred and four from individual members of the public  

• twenty-four from environmental and community groups 

• seventeen from local government and Local Land Services  

• ten from business and industry groups 

• seven from scientific researchers or organisations 

• four from wildlife rehabilitation organisations 

• two from NSW Members of Parliament  

• one from an Indigenous Protected Area organisation. 

Publication of submissions 

Submissions will be published on the OEH website except where the authors have 
requested the submission be kept private or where the content was of a personal and 
confidential nature. 

How submissions were analysed  

We reviewed and analysed all submissions received. This report identifies the key 
submission themes and summarises the key points raised by submissions under each 
theme.  

While all submissions were reviewed and considered in detail, this report does not attempt to 
document every comment made. The report focuses on the key points raised by 
submissions and highlights comments to show the range of opinions received. Where 
individual comments are quoted in this report, they have been selected as representative of 
the broader submissions that raised this issue.    

The information from the submissions will be used by the NSW Government to develop the 
NSW Koala Strategy.   

Summary of views expressed in all submissions 

(campaign and non-campaign) 

Local councils  

Submissions from local councils were supportive of the development of a whole-of-
government koala strategy, with a number of submissions calling for stronger leadership and 
a co-ordinated approach from state government.  

Council submissions identified the need for ongoing resourcing and funding, as well as 
greater guidance and practical tools for introducing measures and compliance activities to 
reduce key threats. Councils called for a statewide, streamlined and centralised process for 
consistent data reporting that is compatible with council mapping systems, and requested 
that detailed mapping already undertaken by councils and local groups is incorporated into 
the mapping products. For example:  

Council understands that statewide mapping is fraught with issues relating to data 
availability and variances in scale. Regardless Council believes that the best 
available mapping should be used for each area and that the maps be tenure blind to 
allow for conservation efforts to be planned across all jurisdictions. (Tweed City 
Council)  
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Council submissions also called for greater clarity between the role of the strategy and other 
legislative instruments and policies, and a number of submissions considered that the 
strategy needed legislative standing. For example: 

It is essential that there is consistency between these policies and legislation to ensure 
effective conservation of koalas and to enable Council’s to have a clearly defined 
development assessment process that is consistent across government departments. 
(Lismore City Council).  

Environmental organisations and community groups  

Submissions from environmental organisations and community groups identified habitat 
destruction and fragmentation, urban development and climate change as key threats, and 
called for stronger protections to prevent habitat loss through SEPP 44, the Biodiversity 
Conservation and Local Land Services Acts, forestry operations, and development 
assessment processes, including state-significant development.  

Some submissions identified the need for streamlining and greater consistency of legislation 
and policies, as well as assessing the effectiveness of management policies and legislation 
by monitoring impacts over time.  

Submissions also called on the strategy to complement existing research and conservation 
activities, and to provide funding and support for the koala rehabilitation sector and local 
councils.  

Koala rehabilitators 

Submissions from koala rehabilitators identified the nature of their work as a frontline service 
for the rescue and rehabilitation of sick, injured and orphaned koalas and noted that their 
‘conservation contribution often extends way beyond assisting the recovery of individual 
koalas’ (Friends of the Koala Inc.). 

Submissions were supportive of the development of the whole-of-government koala strategy. 
Submissions outlined ways in which the strategy could support delivery of koala 
rehabilitation work, including: 

• funding 

• access to scientific literature 

• developing standardised treatment protocols and protocols for groups to carry out 
necropsies 

• support in areas with limited carers 

• a network of people to help transport koalas to medical facilities 
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• training for vets in care and medication 

• greater access to medication 

• help with taking koalas who need care.  

Submissions identified habitat loss and fragmentation as the largest threat to koalas, and 
noted that most other threats (dog attacks and road strike, for example) increase when 
habitat is lost.  

Business and industry interests 

Submissions from business and industry interests identified the need for a reliable and 
robust evidence-base with adequate resourcing for long-term monitoring and updated 
mapping products to inform decision-making. For example:  

The koala strategy should focus on the development of an evidence-base. This 
evidence should seek to clarify the animal’s conservation status, identify the nature 
and magnitude of its key threats and facilitate the effective resourcing and mitigation 
of these threats. (Timber NSW)   

Some submissions questioned tenure-based conservation (by property right) as an effective 
conservation measure, and supported active and adaptable forest management. Fire, 
predators and habitat clearing for development were considered key threats. For example:  

An active and adaptive approach to forest and fire management is a key aspect of 
any viable solution to koala welfare. (Koppers Wood Products Pty Ltd)       

Scientific research interests 

Submissions from scientific and research interests were supportive of the strategy and the 
need for linking of habitat  to support genetic diversity for maintenance of koala numbers. 
For example: 

The longer-term threat of a potential loss of genetic diversity should be integral to any 
assessments that consider threats and population viability or persistence. (Science 
for Wildlife) 

Submissions included recommendations for research and data collection, and the need to 
support the rehabilitation sector to collect samples. A number of submissions raised 
concerns about the proposal for a centralised repository of genetic data due to issues with 
ownership and access. 

Individuals  

Most submissions from individuals were substantially similar in content, supported by the 
Nature Conservation Council, Stand Up For Nature and the National Parks Association Inc. 
These submissions urged meaningful action and stronger measures to protect habitat by 
addressing: 

• forestry 

• urban development and infrastructure 

• recent changes to land clearing protections. 

Recognition and support for koala rehabilitation groups and veterinarians was identified by 
the Stand Up For Nature’s supporter submission. Supporters of the National Parks 
Association Inc. also called for the creation of the ‘great koala national park’.   
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Non-campaign submissions from individuals were broadly supportive of the development of 
a strategy and made comments on regional and local threats to koalas and 
recommendations on what a strategy should do to address these.  

Most of these submissions also raised the impacts on koalas from: 

• loss of habitat due to forest harvesting and land clearing 

• dog attack 

• vehicle strike 

• fire 

• disease. 

They also identified the need for greater community consultation and education.       

Summary of views expressed in campaign and non-

campaign submissions by theme 

Views about developing a whole-of-government NSW Koala Strategy 

The majority of all submissions received supported the recommendations of the NSW Chief 
Scientist and Engineer and the development of a whole-of–government koala strategy. 
Some submissions questioned the commitment to developing a meaningful and effective 
strategy. Five submissions were critical of or opposed the development of the strategy.  

Most submissions called on the strategy to take meaningful action to protect NSW’s koala, 
though they varied on what this action should be. There was broad support expressed 
across submissions for a whole-of-government approach that delivers: 

• a framework for strong leadership 

• collaboration and cooperation across stakeholders 

• greater engagement and consultation with local community groups and non-government 
organisations. 

Submissions identified the need for: 

• measurable objectives and accountability 

• defined timeframes for delivery and implementation 

• adaptive management 

• transparent review and reporting mechanisms.  

A number of submissions raised the need for the strategy to recognise regional and local 
variations in threats, resourcing, and priorities, and identified that appropriate ongoing and 
substantial resourcing is necessary to support implementation of actions and achieve the 
intentions of the strategy.  

Views about key threats to koalas and their habitat 

Habitat loss and fragmentation was identified as the priority threat to koalas across all 
campaign and non-campaign submissions.  

Submissions also raised threats from attack by domestic and wild animals, disease, vehicle 
strike, fire, extreme weather, drought and climate change, noxious weeds, chemicals and 
toxicity, swimming pools, isolation and declining genetic exchange/diversity between sub-
populations and translocation.  
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The views about key threats to koalas and their habitat are presented below in order of those 
most cited across all submissions.  

1. Habitat loss and fragmentation     

The campaign submissions all called for stronger measures to protect koala habitat. In the 
non-campaign submissions, habitat loss and fragmentation was the most cited threat with 
nearly half of these submissions identifying this as a threat to koalas. Of these, most 
submissions specifically raised concerns about: 

• forest harvesting practices 

• clearing under the new Biodiversity Conservation and Local Land Services Amendment 
Acts 

• clearing for urban development and infrastructure (roads, mining). 

Many submissions identified the need for stronger legal protection and compliance 
measures to protect koala habitat, including recognising the importance of: 

• unoccupied habitat 

• paddock trees 

• shelter trees 

• windbreaks 

• corridors and stepping stones between habitat. 

Some submissions raised concerns that a lack of adequate mapping of koala habitat will put 
it at risk of clearing under the new Biodiversity Conservation and Local Land Services 
Amendment Acts. For example: 

[G]iven that the Biodiversity Reforms are expected to be operational by mid-2017 
Council is concerned that the reforms will commence without adequate protection for 
koala habitat. As such Council urges that the strategy push for the best available 
koala habitat mapping to be included in the Native Vegetation Regulatory Map until 
the statewide map is developed. (Coffs Harbour City Council) 

Submissions from business and industry interests identified that existing regulatory controls 
were sufficient. For example: 

A number of the recommendations are already adequately dealt with in through the 
planning system and its interaction with the Biodiversity Conservation Act. (NSW 
Minerals Council) 

Other needs identified in submissions were: 

• independent, objective and expert assessments of koala habitat 

• greater transparency in development approval processes 

• greater financial incentives for private land conservation 

• funding for councils to undertake mandatory koala plans of management and re-zoning 
of land for environmental values. 

Off-setting policies were identified by a number of submissions as enabling destruction of 
optimal habitat.  

A number of submissions called for the creation of: 

• a ‘great koala national park’ 

• a ‘great southern forest’ 
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• a more comprehensive reserve system with corridor connections between national 
parks and protected areas to allow koala populations to move in response to climate 
change. 

Submissions from some individuals and from environmental organisations and community 
groups recommended a moratorium on logging and review of native forest harvesting 
practices. 

In contrast, submissions from business and industry interests considered an active and 
adaptive approach to forest management a key aspect of a viable solution to koala welfare.  

Some submissions also raised habitat loss as an underlying threat that worsens other 
threatening processes. For example: 

Other threats to koalas such as vehicle strike, dog attack and disease occur as a 
consequence of habitat loss (koalas spend more time on the ground which makes 
them more vulnerable) and associated stress. (National Parks Association NSW)  

2. Managing dogs near koalas  

Dog attack was the second most cited threat in non-campaign submissions, with equal 
numbers of submissions identifying domestic and wild dogs as a threat.  

Dog attacks on koalas can cause septicaemia within hours of the attack. Koalas are 
attacked by dogs working in packs on rural land, and in the backyards of homes in 
suburbia. (Port Stephens Koalas & Wildlife Preservation Society) 

Wild dogs 

Wild dogs were identified as a threat particularly throughout the north coast of New South 
Wales.  

A number of submissions suggested that a program should be established to eradicate wild 
dogs or better manage their occurrence, especially in national parks. Others suggested the 
expertise, experience and existing wild dog management frameworks should be harnessed 
through the strategy to help mitigate the threat to koalas. For example: 

It would be advisable for the Strategy to work with the National Wild Dog Action Plan, 
relevant conservation authorities and Local Land Services to ensure koala 
conservation is built into wild dog management plans in areas of conservation 
significance. (Invasive Animals Co-operative Research Centre) 

The Invasive Animals Co-operative Research Centre also suggested that the strategy should 
harness the expertise of Landcare, Local Land Services and the Department of Primary 
Industries to identify community groups currently practicing wild dog management, and 
improve on an existing data collection program to inform the strategy.  

Domestic dogs 

Domestic dogs were identified as a threat, particularly throughout regions with urban 
populations located near to koalas.  

Many submissions suggested that local councils needed to have more compliance actions 
and community education to mitigate the threat. Suggested actions included: 

• a ban on some breeds of domestic dogs 

• more prosecution for irresponsible dog owners 

• introduction of comprehensive koala plans of management to address the threat of dog 
attack. 

Other suggestions included: 
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• keeping dogs on leashes at all times 

• establishing proper fencing around recreation areas for dogs 

• signage informing dog owners when koalas are most active 

• the establishment of dog-free properties 

• education and local community awareness campaigns on the importance of restraining 
dogs. 

Local council submissions identified the difficulties they encounter in attempting domestic 
dog management and called for further guidance on how best to manage these threats. For 
example: 

The main problem faced by Council is the inability to manage threats on private 
property considering the lack of jurisdiction in these areas… Management of 
domestic dogs on private property is a highly controversial and political issue for 
Council, and attempts by Council to undertake community engagement activities has 
previously resulted in community contention… Therefore, Council requires guidance 
and support in dealing with how to best address dog management issues to improve 
outcomes for the koala population. (Campbelltown City Council) 

3. Managing disease    

Submissions received from koala rehabilitators, community and environmental 
organisations, scientific research interests, government and individuals made comments on 
how to better manage sick and injured koalas or identified disease as a major threat to koala 
populations, particularly chlamydia and Koala Retrovirus (KoRV). Suggestions were made 
that the strategy use collaborative research with vets, universities, wildlife groups and 
ecologists to improve understanding of diseases such as chlamydia. For example:  

Vets in areas with significant koala populations should be provided, free of charge, 
chlamydia testing kits and access to chloramphenicol for the treatment of chlamydia. 
(Individual) 

Some submissions also requested that the strategy fund the establishment of koala care 
hospitals in areas where there are significant koala populations, and a vaccine for diseases 
such as chlamydia.  

Some submissions suggested that disease monitoring should form a greater part of 
population viability and assessment and should be considered when assessing actions to be 
taken through the koala strategy, such as the revegetation of movement corridors. 

4. Responding to drought and heatwave 

Drought and heatwave were identified as key threats to koalas in non-campaign submissions 
received from community and environmental organisations, government stakeholders and 
individuals.    

Some submissions provided local information to show the koalas’ vulnerability to heatwaves 
and drought. For example: 

Reports from landholders indicate that after a lengthy dry period in the region the 
koala population may have declined. Research indicates that since 2007/2008 the 
population has declined by probably 60% and possibly as high as 75%. (JML 
Environmental Consultants Pty Ltd) 

Most submissions requested the strategy to take more action to mitigate the effects of 
climate change and expressed disappointment that the Chief Scientist and Engineer’s report 
did not recommend more action aimed at reducing these effects. For example: 
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We were surprised that the report doesn’t recommend more action on mitigating the 
effects of climate change, especially since it notes that the main threats faced by 
koalas – habitat loss and fragmentation, vehicle strike, dog attack, fire, disease, 
drought and heatwave – ‘are unlikely to abate and several will be intensified or 
exacerbated by climate change.’ (Keep Sydney Beautiful) 

Some submissions expressed concern that climate change, drought and heatwaves would 
not only negatively affect koalas, but also their feed and shelter trees. In response to these 
pressures, submissions suggested increasing the links between koala habitat to allow koala 
populations to move in response to changing climate, and strengthening planning controls to 
ensure movement corridors are protected. 

5. Minimising vehicle strike  

Vehicle strike was identified as a key threat to koalas in non-campaign submissions received 
from local councils, koala rehabilitators, environmental organisations and individuals. There 
was agreement that the threat was significant enough to warrant action. Most of the 
submissions that identified this as the key threat came from areas of increasing urban 
expansion or where major road upgrades have been undertaken. Koala carer groups 
dispersed across the state also identified vehicle strike as an issue. 

A number of submissions suggested that in areas where vehicle strike has been identified as 
a major issue, there should be traffic calming measures put in place, such as speed humps, 
ripple strips or road markings. It was also noted that there are limited actions that local 
council or koala carer groups can undertake without Roads and Maritime Service (RMS) 
support. For example: 

We and Council have done everything in our power to address this problem. For 
example, we have signage at both ends of the danger area, including a new radar 
activated sign which lights up when a vehicle exceeds 50 km/h…Other traffic calming 
measures such as speed humps, ripple strips, painted road markings and 
roundabouts have all been rejected by Roads and Maritime Services. We need RMS 
to be more accommodating or come up with viable alternatives. (Myall Koala & 
Environmental Group) 

Other individual submissions suggested: 

• reducing speed limits in areas where koalas are known to be crossing the road 

• increasing and improving signage along roads in identified koala habitat 

• increased funding for the construction of underpasses, overpasses and koala fencing on 
major roads that sever koala movement corridors. 

One submission also identified the need for RMS to engage more with local councils in order 
to achieve best outcomes. 

6. Improving bushfire planning and management  

Fire was identified as a threat to koala populations by a number of non-campaign 
submissions received from business and industry, local councils, environmental groups and 
individuals.  

These submissions suggested the Rural Fire Service needs to be more aware of koala 
habitat areas and that fire permits should be required at all times for hazard reduction burns 
in koala habitat with protocols developed for when it is appropriate to conduct these burns. 
Local councils suggested more funding be allocated for the management of the state’s 
reserve system to support fire management (among other things). For example: 
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Where land is proposed for incorporation into the reserve system…it is important that 
corresponding resources including expertise and funds are made available for the 
ongoing management of such areas. (Ballina Shire Council) 

A number of submissions from businesses and industry stakeholders (forestry and timber) 
stated that koala populations benefit from a high level of regrowth and protection from 
wildfires in managed state forests, and submitted that the fire management practices in the 
state’s reserve system are a threat to koala populations.  

Supporting the koala rehabilitation sector 

Submissions from koala rehabilitation groups called for greater support for the sector, and 
provision of adequate resources and training. Suggestions included standardised data 
collection, treatment, medical records and protocols for koala carers, as well as subsidised 
microchipping. The submissions outlined the sector’s work as a frontline service, for 
example: 

Our work is overwhelming, relentless and emotionally draining. Through our 24/7 
koala rescue service we admit around 300 koalas annually. This number has been 
remarkably stable since 2009. Around 15% of the koalas we admit are released back 
into the wild. Well over 60% of annual mortalities result from euthanasia, a 
heartbreaking statistic for our members who join Friends of the Koala to save koalas. 
(Friends of the Koala Inc.) 

Funding was identified as an important means to support the sector. For example: 

PSK recommends funding purposes be extended towards funding koala/wildlife 
rehabilitation. Environmental Trust Fund grants seem to be directed towards habitat 
conservation. Rehabilitation and release programs are essential to populate the 
habitat. Our vet bills are often cost $5000 per month. Orthopaedic surgery for a 
broken limb costs about $2000 but has very good release rates after several months 
care. (Port Stephens Koala Preservation Society) 

Submission suggested: 

• continuation of scientific investigative work on pharmaceutical treatments of 
chlamydiosis 

• the involvement of rehabilitation groups and councils in the biennial symposia 
recommended in the Chief Scientist and Engineer’s report 

• creating a network of people to help transport koalas to medical facilities 

• educating the community about koalas including the need to leave water out in hot 
weather 

• tree identification workshops 

• tree planting 

• continuation of funding for the Green Army 

• proper management of travelling stock reserves.  

Building our knowledge and information sharing. 

Submissions received from community and environmental groups, individuals, local councils, 
business and industry, and scientific and research interests made comments on the 
importance of information sharing or made suggestions on how to better facilitate 
collaboration between stakeholders.  
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Suggestions were varied and covered a wide range of topics. Submissions urged the sharing 
or publication of information on koala habitat, wild dog management control, road fatalities 
and accidents, release of rehabilitated animals, data collection and reporting on 
implementation of the strategy. Some submissions also suggested that the strategy should 
facilitate better collaboration between stakeholders – government agencies, wildlife groups, 
koala carers and community groups – in order to better facilitate strategy actions. Local 
council submissions suggested that the strategy should identify ways to better support 
councils, and help them to apply policy and connect with communities and groups at the 
local level. For example: 

Council fully supports a transparent exchange of information and ideas. We also 
support the establishment of a program to support local engagement and believe 
local government will be critical in developing and delivering this program. Local 
councils have a unique ability to connect with local communities, and are on the 
frontline when it comes to applying policy at a local level. Recognising this, it is 
imperative that the State adequately support local councils, and help building 
capacity at a local level. (Wingecarribee Shire Council) 

Some submissions identified inconsistent data collection or reporting as a problem and 
suggested improvements to data collection protocols to deliver more comprehensive and 
consistent data reporting and collection and help carer groups, veterinary hospitals and 
community groups better engage with government agencies through reporting.  

Research and symposium  

Some submissions from business and industry, environmental and community organisations, 
local councils and individuals made comments on the need for improved understanding of 
population abundance, distribution and trends. These submissions made recommendations 
on the preferred methods and surveying techniques, as well as the need for a robust 
monitoring program. Council submissions noted the funding constraints associated with 
labour intensive methods.    

There was broad support expressed across submissions for the Chief Scientist and 
Engineer’s recommendation of convening a symposia to share information. Many 
submissions made suggestions on who should be included in this process and others 
expressed a desire to be involved in convening and supporting the symposia. However, one 
submission expressed doubts as to the utility and effectiveness of such symposia and 
argued that similar actions in the past have not produced any meaningful results or actions. 
For example: 

It is our experience that workshops are held and then recommendations languish and 
landholders and groups continue to be frustrated. A key component of any Koala 
Strategy for NSW must be to explain how the Government will facilitate this 
information exchange’ (Australian Koala Foundation) 

Genetic material  

A number of submissions commented on the Chief Scientist and Engineer’s 
recommendation to implement a central repository of genetic material. Submissions were 
mixed between expressing support for the establishment of a central repository of genetic 
information, conditional support based on further consultation and guidelines, and not 
supporting the recommendation. 

Those submissions that did not support the recommendation cited issues around ownership 
and access to genetic material or the potential requirement for obligatory blanket sampling 
that carries issues of effectiveness and value when assessing the entire koala population. 
These submissions suggested that genetic samples be stored in diverse institutions and that 
genetic sample collection be targeted to ensure a full geographic coverage. For example: 
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[T]he road forward with this issue (for both genetics and disease samples) requires 
broader consultation to ensure the full range of research approaches and expertise 
are able to be harnessed, through access of all appropriate groups to samples. 
(Damien Higgins et al. – University of Sydney, School of Veterinary Science) 

Those submissions offering conditional support recommended that broader consultation be 
undertaken to specify governance and management processes, access to samples, or 
whether the Australian Museum should simply act as an archive rather than a repository. 
Some submissions also suggested other models on which the strategy could base its data 
collection and storage protocols.  

Other issues raised by non-campaign submissions  

Funding and resources 

Some submissions received from environmental organisations, government, business and 
industry and individuals identified the need for the strategy to be adequately funded and 
resourced for implementation. Adequate resourcing of the strategy was a common theme in 
council submissions, which considered funding and limited local expertise as barriers to 
delivery.  

Existing state and Commonwealth policies  

Some submissions sought clarification on the strategy’s proposed interaction with existing 
legislation and policies, including council’s koala plans of management, the revised SEPP 44 
and the new Biodiversity Conservation Program.     

A number of the submissions also questioned the status of the NSW approved recovery plan 
for the koala (2008) and the national koala conservation and management strategy 2009-
2014.  

Indigenous significance 

One submission noted the lack of ‘reference to the importance of the koala to our First 
Nation’s people, the Aboriginal people, who managed the land and ensured the persistence 
of the koala in the landscape for thousands of years’ (Individual). 

Process feedback  

A number of submissions requested further consultation in developing the strategy and 
recommended that a draft strategy is placed on public exhibition. 



 

Summary of submissions received on the 

Priorities Action Statement amendments 

In conjunction with the public engagement period to inform the development of the NSW 
Koala Strategy, OEH also invited the community to provide feedback on the draft SoS Iconic 
Koala Project, which sets out a framework for on-ground koala conservation actions for 2016 
to 2021 and forms one important part of the proposed NSW Koala Strategy.  

The draft SoS Iconic Koala Project was developed in 2016 and includes a list of actions (the 
action toolbox) that was proposed as an amendment to the existing Priorities Action 
Statement (PAS) for the koala. The PAS outlines the strategies for recovery and threat 
abatement for threatened species, populations and ecological communities.  

Priorities action statements have been used since 2007 to: 

• identify ways to help recover threatened plants and animals 

• set priorities for these strategies 

• identify actions to manage listed threatened species, populations and ecological 
communities 

• identify actions to manage key threatening processes. 

The proposed amendments to the PAS were publicly exhibited between 4 December 2016 
and 3 March 2017. 

How many submissions were received  

A total of 34 submissions were received.  

Nineteen submissions were received via the PAS online form. An additional 15 submissions 
were made to the NSW Koala Strategy which included reference to SoS or the proposed 
amendment to the PAS and have been included for analysis here.  

Who made submissions  

Submissions were received from the following:  

• seventeen from environmental and community groups 

• eleven from individual members of the public  

• four from government organisations 

• one from scientific researchers or organisations 

• one from business and industry groups. 

Publication of submissions 

Individual submissions will be made available on the OEH website.  

How were submissions analysed  

Office of Environment and Heritage has reviewed and analysed all submissions received. 
This report identifies the recommendations received in response to the proposed 
amendments to the PAS.  
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While all submissions were reviewed and considered in detail, this report does not attempt to 
document every comment made. The report focuses on the key recommendations raised by 
stakeholders and highlights comments to show the range of opinions on the proposed 
amendments to the PAS.  

The information from the submissions will be used by OEH to inform the revised PAS for the 
koala, and the development of the SoS Iconic Koala Project.   

Summary of comments on the Priorities Action Statement 

expressed in submissions  

Eighteen submissions provided direct comments on the proposed amendments to the PAS, 
of which 13 were supportive of the proposed amendments, four were unclear in their 
support, and one did not support the proposed amendments.  

Several submissions, including some of those that were supportive of the proposed 
amendments, noted that the proposed actions did not address some key threats facing 
koalas.  

Recommendations received in submissions to the PAS on key threats to koalas included the 
following: 

Loss, modification and fragmentation of habitat  

• Prioritise habitat creation. 

• Identify areas of potential koala occupancy and improve and restore koala habitat there, 
too. 

• Promote planting of koala food trees. 

• Restore koala habitat on fertile soils in Gunnedah. 

• Assess the effectiveness of tree planting and other habitat recovery projects. 

Predation by roaming or domestic dogs 

• Address dog issues in rural and semi-rural areas in addition to urban areas. 

• Increase ranger availability after hours to contain roaming dogs. 

Intense prescribed burns or wildfires that scorch or burn the tree canopy 

• Avoid long minimum fire-intervals for forest communities that are also koala habitat. 

• Introduce low intensity Aboriginal cultural burning for hazard reduction, promotion of 
biodiversity and reduced wildfire intensity in areas of koala habitat. 

• Investigate the cultural significance of koalas to Indigenous Australians. 

Koala disease 

• Expand disease investigation beyond chlamydial disease.  

• Include disease assessment as an intrinsic part of population surveys. 

• Develop protocols and training for collection of samples for disease studies. 

• Conduct more chlamydia research, especially west of the Great Dividing Range. 
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Heat stress through drought and heatwaves 

• Identify and protect drought refuges in the Pilliga and Warrumbungles areas. 

• Investigate a range of implications of installing artificial water points in areas subject to 
drought and heat stress. 

Inadequate support for fauna rehabilitation 

• Support professional training to ensure carers have the skills necessary to care for a 
species that is difficult to keep in captivity. 

• Provide more funding to support koala carers, including access to training and materials.  

• Provide support for development of wildlife hospitals and regional care clinics.  

• Provide support for carers to lodge data on BioNET (Atlas of NSW wildlife), including 
trained contacts who can facilitate records into BioNET. 

Lack of knowledge (poor understanding of sources of trauma and 

mortality) 

• Make use of data from koala rehabilitators. 

Lack of knowledge (poor understanding of population distribution and 

trend) 

• Back up habitat modelling with sufficient ground-based surveys. 

• Investigate present and potential koala use to complement the cross-tenure predictive 
koala habitat mapping project presently underway on the North Coast to find out present 
occupation, possible carrying capacity and even tourism potential.  

• Decrease emphasis on habitat and occupancy mapping. 

• Do not develop a statewide habitat model and, instead, prioritise on-ground surveys to 
determine koala locations. 

• Conduct koala surveys in Moree and Gwydir Shires. 

• Develop a ‘tool-kit’ providing advice on how to cost-effectively undertake koala surveys 
and studies, including advice on: 

o systematic survey techniques 

o guidelines on developing models or maps of koala habitat 

o how to conduct dietary analysis to identify preferred koala browse trees 

o local scale survey methods for impact assessments and home range studies 

o conducting koala health and disease surveys. 

Lack of knowledge (poor understanding of animal movements and use 

of habitat) 

• Combine habitat use studies with extensive tree surveys to address the tree species 
requirements of koalas and physical attributes of the trees. 

• Collect disease samples for study whenever koalas are captured for collaring or tagging. 

• Ensure wildlife veterinary and epidemiological input is used in the design and execution 
of capture studies. 

• Cease all capture and tracking programs to prevent koala injury and death. 
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Getting the community engaged in koala conservation 

• Highlight koala rehabilitation groups as an important channel for community 
engagement. 

• Fund a Koala Citizen Science Community of Practice through the SoS Iconic Koala 
Project. 

• Invest in a concerted, statewide media publicity campaign to promote the government’s 
commitment to recovering the NSW koala population and highlight the community 
engagement that will be required for success. 

• Expand the Koala Watch program. 

• Engage communities to assess their information and capacity needs before 
implementing local projects. 

• Include community representatives on project governance teams. 

Other comments 

• Prioritise actions in those areas that are at most immediate risk. 

• The toolbox actions do not address the core threats to koalas.  

• Provide funding for Aboriginal people to form teams for habitat restoration, research, 
enforcement of regulations and so on. 

• Establish a NSW Koala Management and Research Advisory Board or Steering 
Committee. 

• Publish a report on progress in implementing the adopted PAS from 2014. 

• Develop SMART goals to ensure the Iconic Koala Project is rigorous and measurable. 

• Establish area targets and clearly prioritise actions required between sites and regions.  

• Provide secure long-term financial support to organisations such as councils, relevant 
state agencies, community stakeholders and individual landholders. 

• Prepare standard monitoring methodologies including training of council staff and the 
community in their application, and provide funding to assist implementation. 

Recommendations outside the scope of Saving our Species 

• Acquire land for the establishment of new koala reserves. 

• Better regulate private native forestry. 

• Prevent all fires in identified koala habitat.  

• Reduce dog attack through legislative changes. 

• Create integrated developments that incorporate koala-sensitive urban design. 

• Require councils to maintain records of habitat destruction and restoration in their local 
government areas. 

Submissions not addressing the Priorities Action 

Statement  

The 16 submissions that did not make reference to the PAS included general comments 
about the importance of protecting koala habitat and conserving koalas.
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Next steps  

The information contained in the written submissions and gained throughout the public 
engagement program will be used by the NSW Government to inform the development of 
the NSW Koala Strategy and the revised Priorities Action Statement for the koala.   

The NSW Chief Scientist and Engineer is continuing to chair an inter-agency and expert 
committee guiding the development of the whole-of-government NSW Koala Strategy to 
address the actions needed to stabilise and start to increase koala numbers in NSW.   

Under the Threatened Species Conservation Act 1995 the Chief Executive of OEH must 
adopt the Priorities Action Statement or amendment (with or without alterations) within four 
months of the end of the period allowed for the making of submissions about the proposed 
amendment.  

The amended PAS will also inform the development of the SoS Iconic Koala Project for 
2017-18. This project will be developed as a strategy to maximise the long-term security of 
koalas in nature as per section 4.35 of the new Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016, set to 
commence from mid-2017. 
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Appendix 1: Information sessions – concerns 

Overview of concerns raised at the community information 

sessions 

Location  Key concerns  

Lismore 

 

• Wild dogs and roaming domestic dogs a major risk 

• Fire and weed management a priority for habitat conservation  

• Statewide mapping to draw on local knowledge  

• Management of existing park land  

• Statewide mapping may be too resource intensive to remain accurate   

Coffs Harbour 

 

• Information on funding avenues for koala conservation   

• Impacts of logging   

• Regulation of land clearing on private land  

• Bushfire 

• Regulatory settings for protecting koalas on plantations  

Port Macquarie  

 

• Councils approval of bio-certification on core koala habitat 

• Private land owners not reporting koalas on their land due to fear of regulation  

• Educating subcontractors on effects of land clearing  

• Private Native Forestry licensing including notification   

• Impacts of forest harvesting  

Port Stephens 

 

• Support for a koala hospital in Port Stephens  

• Balances between koala conservation and infrastructure projects and 
developments  

• Wild fire  

• Vehicle strike  

• Loss of habitat due to routine agriculture management activities  

• Sustainable forestry – low density logging across larger land parcels 

Bega 

 

• Regional Forest Agreements that are expiring in 2021 

• Appropriate fire management 

• Penalties for breaching EPA regulations  

• Aboriginal land management and cultural education 

• Climate change  

Gunnedah • Drought impacts and the lack of water  

• Community engagement and ownership   

• Tiger pear cactus  

• Fire management  

• Climate change research  

• Resources to effectively implement change  

• Tamworth, Liverpool Plains, Moree, Gwydir koala populations  

• Transparency around mapping   

• Koala rehabilitation capacity  

Campbelltown  • Land clearing for urban development  

• Local bike tracks  

• Legal recognition of koala corridors  

• Domestic pet attacks  

• Facilities to take in injured koalas   

 


