
SUBMISSION: Far South Coast Koala Management Framework 

 

General comment 

 

Implementing the management framework appears to depend on actually having Koalas in 

any given area. Given there has been no solid evidence of breeding Koalas outside the Five 

Forests for the past decade, it would appear that the onus is on the NSW Government to 

demonstrate the location of a ‘source’ population for Koalas in Mumbulla SF. 

 

The recommendations proposed by Ecological have not been updated to reflect the NSW 

Scientific Committees determination on the Five Forests Koalas and therefore the threats 

operating on the species in this area. It is noted that the Scientific Committee obtain their 

information mostly from the DECC. While the NSW Government now has the tools to 

determine Koala residency, the same threats do not apply to areas of the ‘far south coast 

region’ outside the bioregion on the tablelands. 

 

While supporting the recommendation to ‘maintain and improve’ Koala habitat by excluding 

FNSW activities, as indicated in the Biolink report “ . . . management of the tree resource in 

areas being utilized by low density Koala populations will not be a matter of simply ensuring 

adequate numbers of preferred food trees are retained.”   

 

There is no doubt a total lack of urgency in combination with the rejection of all proven 

methods to maintain and improve forests demonstrates the DECC, FNSW and the SCMA 

have worked to ensure the failure to achieve optimal outcomes. FOFF will proceed with our 

management and research proposals that have a catchment focus, are consistent with adaptive 

management principles and do integrate relevant local scientific data with management 

actions. Without Koalas being located outside the Five Forests the management framework 

represents another waste of time and money.  

 

Very low population numbers and density 
 

FOFF will be implementing high priority actions to test options for maintaining and 

improving Koala habitat in the Murrah River Catchment. These actions are linked to the SAT 

survey outcomes providing the potential to integrate Koala monitoring, forest inventory and 

restoration options.  

 

The original cause of Koala extinction on agricultural land needs consideration and 

understanding prior to thought of translocating Koalas. The assumption that ‘new high quality 

Koala habitat’ can be re-established on agricultural areas of the Batemans Bioregion conflicts 

with the reality that Koalas have not been seen in these areas for 100 years. Those who 

support such notions should be able to explain why Koalas are commonly sighted on similarly 

cleared agricultural land, with the same primary feed species in northern NSW (eg Lismore).  

 

It seems far more likely that when trees become unsuitable for Koalas and probably other 

arboreal herbivores, they may become more suitable for insects. Even cursory observations of 

trees on agricultural lands reveal frequently extensive defoliation associated with insect 

activity. All the evidence suggests BMAD has similar negative impacts on extensive areas of 

remaining secondary Koala habitat.  

 

Habitat destruction  
 

Koala habitat mapping proposal assumes SAT surveys have been undertaken across the 

‘region’ to define areas occupied by Koalas. While supportive of such a proposal, the area of 

Five Forests Koala population has been defined and threats acknowledged by NSW Scientific 

Committee. As SAT data cannot be confidently extrapolated and confirmation of Koalas is 



required prior to habitat classification, consistent with community expectations suggest 

forests in catchments occupied by nominated population as A class habitat and focus of 

recovery actions.   

 

Habitat degradation 
 

The extensive area of Bell-miner associated dieback in the lower Murrah River and 

Brockeloes Creek was mapped during 2000 as part of the Murrah/Bunga Koala Recovery 

project. Since that time the area affected by BMAD has steadily increased. As BMAD is 

about to be listed as key threatening process, mapping of BMAD in areas with Koalas and 

upstream catchment areas needs high priority. FNSW has aerial photography of 2002 to 2004 

dieback associated with dry weather. These data should be publicly available and used to 

inform Biolink survey analysis. 

 

SEPP 44 
 

Assumption of regional variation in tree species used by Koalas requires validation from SAT 

surveys.  

 

LEP and DCPs 
 

Similarly only relevant to areas with Koalas 

 

TSC Act 
 

The DECC and FNSW have spent the last decade in opposition to community attempts to 

implement a range of mechanisms to protect Koalas and support their recovery, including the 

endangered population nomination. It is now up to the DECC and FNSW to prove the 

existence of a Koala population outside the Five Forests in the Bateman Bioregion. Genetic 

analysis of Koalas in Five Forests has been undertaken, still need to determine genetic status 

of tablelands Koalas, within 100 km radius as defined by NSW Scientific Committee. 

 

Rural Fires Act 
 

FOFFs management and research proposals largely exclude deliberate burning from forested 

areas in favor of physical biomass removal to reduce fire hazard and improve Koala habitat. 

Slow pyrolysis technology is proposed and returning the by product ‘agrichar’ to improve soil 

fertility.  

 

Lack of knowledge- community involvement and action 
 

The FOFFs adaptive management proposals incorporate soil science and management into 

Koala habitat restoration actions. The agreement between the DECC and FNSW under the 

Environment Protection License to ignore soil science as part of the IFOA and to thwart 

community actions based on that science, are not compatible with adaptive management. 

 

FNSW’s non-compliance with the Regional Forests Agreements with regard to FRAMES will 

be partially addressed with data from the SAT surveys. However, the fact that the NSW 

Government continues to ignore dieback and its local, national and global implications, 

demonstrates a lack of accountability and responsibility. 

 

Given the ongoing opposition to any community involvement that is based on a scientific 

approach, FOFF will be approaching our local Federal member to ascertain his support for the 

Five Forests as a location for a forest carbon monitoring system to complement the current 

facility in forests, also affected by extensive canopy dieback, near Tumbarumba.  


