
Sept 10 -13

Dear Michael and Chris,

I refer to the attached letter from Regional Manager Mr Daniel Tuan, the map in your newsletter on the 
'Corridors and core koala habitat' project dated February 2013 and the maps of dieback produced by Forests 
NSW and publicly available on the bushfire CRC website.

(http://www.bushfirecrc.com/publications/citation/bf-3161)

Could you please advise -

1. If either of you are aware of the 'independent assessment' Mr Tuan refers to and whether you have been 
consulted with regard to FCNSW's belated request not to complete and to remove the structure.

2. How many koala activity areas indicated in the 'Koala surveys in the coastal forests of the Bermagui–
Mumbulla area: 2007–09 – An interim report' have been deleted or moved in the 'Corridors and core koala 
habitat' project newsletter map dated February 2013 and what explanation can you provide regarding these 
changes to the data-set.

3. What role, if any, do FCNSW's maps depicting forests predisposed to decline play in the 'Corridors and core 
koala habitat' project.

Hi Robert, my responses are below: 

1. No I am not aware of the independent assessment nor have I been consulted with regard to FCNSW’s 
request (which I am guessing is removing the fence you constructed some time ago?).
2. Chris, would you please respond to this? I can’t see why there would be any change. Robert is there 
any way you could flag a particular location that appears to have been moved/deleted on the map and get it 
to me? Might help to get to the bottom of the issue. 

3. Haven’t considered it. My initial response is none. I do not find the author’s hypothesis that lack of 
regular low-intensity burning leads to forest dieback a compelling one. Admittedly it is not my area of 
expertise however. To date Forests Corp have not raised it with us as an issue.

If such a relationship held true then the prescribed burning regime that we have developed for 
Biamanga/Bermagui/Mimosa in which we try and minimise the intrusion of prescribed burning into areas that 
are being used by koalas would have to be reconsidered. However please note that strategic burns occur 
around the activity cells to reduce risk. 

Regards
Mike

Sept 11-13

Thanks Michael,

Yes it is the fence which is 85% complete. An example for the activity areas is the junction of Biamanga and the 
Murrah River where there was four but now there are two, seemingly in a different location.

I'm not compelled by the Jurskis theory either but then I have a similar conclusion about the Shields theory and 
note his role with the NSW Scientific confirming die-back as as regional threat to koalas.

The point of the exclosure is attempting to address die-back and the fact that your koala project isn't, seems at 
odds with the agreement stating "The Governments recognise the unique nature of Australia's biota and that 
the natural inter-relationship between native flora and fauna is essential for the health of the forest ecosystem."

I look forward to evidence that demonstrates this is not the case

http://www.bushfirecrc.com/publications/citation/bf-3161

