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Senator Birmingham asked: 

Senator BIRMINGHAM: Including the chair, Mr Debus?  

Ms Lane: Mr Debus does get a payment for his work for the corridors advisory group and the 

Land Sector Carbon and Biodiversity Board for a set number of days per month for those two 

roles.  

Senator BIRMINGHAM: What is the set number of days that Mr Debus is compensated for 

across those two roles?  

Ms Lane: I do not have those details with me. I am happy to take it on notice but I think it is in 

the order of four to five days per month, from memory.  

Senator BIRMINGHAM: And do you have the rate that he is paid for those four to five days?  

Ms Lane: I do not have those details. I am happy to take that on notice.  

Senator BIRMINGHAM: Thank you. And as well, I assume, the per diem for the other four 

members of the board.  

Answer:  

Mr Debus is remunerated for up to a maximum of 5 days per month for his roles as Chair of 

the Land Sector Carbon and Biodiversity Board and the National Wildlife Corridors Advisory 

Group. 

Mr Debus is remunerated in accordance with the Remuneration Tribunal Determination 

2011/09 at the rate of $661 per day. 

The four members of the Land Sector Carbon and Biodiversity Board are remunerated in 

accordance with the Remuneration Tribunal Determination 2011/09 at the rate of 

$588 per day. 
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Senator Birmingham asked: 

Senator BIRMINGHAM: You talk about that two-stage process. You go through the score of 

eight and the other metrics involved there. Did that still basically mean roughly 320 

applications considered, or was something bigger than that given the first overall look to 

compare the relative scores and those other metrics before they actually looked at the 

recommendations from that first assessment process?  

Ms Lane: I would have to take it on notice to give you an accurate answer on that. Because 

there were two stages in that process there may well have been some applications in the 

normalisation step that were not then considered in the highest quality group. I will take that on 

notice and get details to you about the exact number of applications that were considered in 

that process.  

Answer:  

Please refer to the answer to Question on Notice Number 037, Budget Estimates 2012. 
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Senator Birmingham asked: 

Senator BIRMINGHAM: ...Did that independent moderation group reject any of the 

recommendations of the first assessment stage?  

Ms Lane: I would have to take that on notice... I cannot recall what particular judgements were 

made about particular proposals. I am happy to take that on notice and come back to you with 

advice on that.  

Senator BIRMINGHAM: If you could—and in particular if any were knocked out. But if there 

were, obviously—as you say, it was about the same number that they considered—it was not 

many.  

Ms Lane: I will take that on notice.  

Answer:  

The first assessment stage of the moderation group involved normalising assessments where 

the two assessors’ scores diverged by greater than 30 per cent and at least one assessor 

rated the application highly. The group then allocated a new normalised score to those 

applications where the averaged score was not considered reflective of the proposal’s merit. 

The moderation group reviewed 119 applications as part of this process. Four of these had 

scores normalised below the threshold which would have had them considered among the 

highest quality applications, and five were normalised above the threshold. 

The moderation group then looked at the spread of the highest quality applications and 

recommended projects suitable to be funded within the available funding envelope and profile, 

taking into account: 

 geographic distribution of projects; 

 balance of funding across program themes and project types; 

 mix of large and small scale projects; and 

 representation by Indigenous groups. 

The moderation group ultimately determined that 318 projects could be recommended for 

funding. 
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Senator Birmingham asked: 

Senator BIRMINGHAM: Do you know when the ministerial approval was given?  

Ms Lane: I do not have those details with me. I am happy to take it on notice.  

Answer:  

The Minister for Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities,  

the Hon Tony Burke MP, approved the recommended projects on 17 April 2012. 
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Senator Waters asked: 

Senator WATERS: I understand that there was a report compiled by the external probity 

manager who was engaged to run the assessment of the applications. Can a copy of that 

report be tabled, please?  

Ms Lane: I will have to take that on notice.  

Answer:  

The external probity manager’s report is available at: 

http://www.environment.gov.au/cleanenergyfuture/biodiversity-

fund/publications/pubs/biodiversity-fund-probity-report.pdf. 
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Senator Waters asked: 

(Page 82) 

Senator WATERS: Has the department tracked over time, or will the department track over 

time now that we have the Biodiversity Fund on foot, whether those revegetation programs 

funded are still standing in five, 10 or 15 years? I guess there are two parts to my question. 

One is whether, historically, you have tracked other revegetation projects that your section has 

administered. And will you now track projects that are funded under this Biodiversity Fund, 

again over time, to see whether they are still there in years to come?  

(Page 83) 

Mr Sullivan: It is actually a really good question, because we have had various approaches to 

monitoring and reporting through since NHT 1 days. The investment portfolio and what the 

status of those investments is now is something we are turning our minds to more, particularly 

in terms of the issue of what the monitoring and reporting requirements are going to be for 

Caring for our Country into the future and also with respect to the Biodiversity Fund. So, yes, it 

is clearly in our thinking of how we look at this, not just in the short term in an acquittal process 

or in terms of monitoring in a MERI context but also in the longer term—what is the investment 

return over the longer term? I know that some work has been done on that through the State 

of the Environment processes and other components of previous funding profiles but we have 

found that it is difficult to track previous investments from NHT 1. I think, again, there are 

lessons to be learned to make sure that those who sit in the seat in 10 years time are not 

saying the same things about the investments that we are making today.  

Senator WATERS: Could you take on notice why you found it difficult to track the NHT 1 

outcomes? I do not need a response now. 

Answer:  

The Australian National Audit Office (ANAO) undertook a performance audit (Number 43) in  

2000-01 and prepared a report titled Performance Information for Commonwealth Financial 

Assistance under the Natural Heritage Trust. In this report the ANAO found that the variation 

amongst states/territories in relation to reporting, the absence of baseline data and 

appropriate, quantifiable targets, and significant delays in project completion had limited the 

quality and depth of Commonwealth reporting on the Natural Heritage Trust outcomes. 

Outcomes of this report as well as lessons learned through other relevant 

Commonwealth Financial Assistance programs are being considered in the design of the 

monitoring and reporting framework to support the Biodiversity Fund. 
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Senator Waters asked: 

Senator WATERS: ...I have one further question. I am interested in what proportion of 

applications made in Queensland were made by Indigenous groups or Indigenous 

corporations—if you have those figures to hand. 

Ms Lane: Applications, Senator, or recommended— 

Senator WATERS: Both—applications and then actual approved projects.  

Ms Lane: I thought I had those statistics on Indigenous projects and applications for each state 

but I will have to take that on notice.  

Answer:  

There were 14 applications received from Indigenous groups in Queensland in Round One of 

the Biodiversity Fund. Seven of these 14 projects were successful. 
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Senator Di Natale asked: 

Senator DI NATALE: I just have a few questions about the grants issued in Victoria. I am 

interested in how many applications were received in total versus how many were granted. 

Ms Lane: I do not have the Victorian application statistics with me, Senator.  

Senator DI NATALE: Can you take that on notice? I am interested in the department’s criteria 

for assessing grant applications.  

Answer:  

The Department of Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities received 

224 applications from Victoria for Round One of the Biodiversity Fund. Of these, 40 were 

successful. 
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Senator Di Natale asked: 

Senator DI NATALE: It is titled ‘Managing fire to protect biodiversity, fight carbon and build 

resilient landscapes’.  

Ms Lane: I am not familiar with the detail of that particular project.  

Senator DI NATALE: Perhaps you might take some of this on notice then.  

Ms Lane: I am happy to do that.  

Senator DI NATALE: There is clearly a planned burns program in Victoria on at the moment, 

and I am just interested as to whether the specific grant in question is involved in any way in 

the planned burns program. That is the first question. And, in relation to the areas of native 

forest in which biodiversity assessments are going to take place under that particular grant, I 

would like to know whether any of the areas of native forests are going to be subject to the 

Victorian DSE planned burns program—and whether in fact there was any discussion with 

DSE, the applicant, of the planned burns program and how that would impact on that particular 

grant. 

Ms Lane: I am not aware of any discussions with DSE prior to the application but I am happy 

to take the general question on notice.  

Answer:  

The applicant has not outlined any specific linkage to the planned burns program. The 

applicant does note that outcomes from the Biodiversity Fund project may however influence 

future fire management strategies and planning. 

The Department of Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities did not 

have any discussions with the applicant on this particular matter. 
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Senator Siewert asked: 

Senator SIEWERT: And what land area are we talking about those covering?  

Ms Lane: I would have to take that on notice.  

Senator SIEWERT: If you could take that on notice—because obviously there is a large 

amount of Indigenous managed land.  

Answer:  

The land area to be directly managed and restored by Indigenous groups in Round One of the 

Biodiversity Fund is 3,580,091 hectares. 
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Senator Siewert asked: 

Senator SIEWERT: That is was what I was going to ask. Is that 10 per cent of the value of the 

projects? 

... 

Mr Sullivan: Nineteen projects, totalling $26.1 million, will be directly led by Indigenous groups 

and a further 10 projects, totalling $21.7 million, will engage with the Indigenous community 

and create Indigenous employment opportunities.  

Senator SIEWERT: Can you tell me the employment opportunities with the other 10 per cent?  

Mr Sullivan: In terms of quantifying that, that is part of the contract negotiations in terms of 

getting final bounds around exact numbers. But we can take it on notice and get you what we 

can with respect to that.  

Answer:  

All of these 10 projects will engage with the Indigenous community and create Indigenous 

employment opportunities. Opportunities will likely vary from short-term contracts for specific 

tasks through to longer multi-year monitoring programs. Further details about Indigenous 

employment opportunities will be provided to the Department of Sustainability, Environment, 

Water, Population and Communities through the proponents’ detailed project plans which will 

be produced for each successful project following the commencement of funding. 
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Senator Rhiannon asked: 

Referring to the project: "Corridors & core habitat for koalas on the NSW far south coast" to 

receive $1.9m under the Biodiversity Fund: 

One of the purposes of the Biodiversity Fund is to identify and protect corridors that are 

important for the survival and enhancement of species.  In the case of the Corridors & core 

habitat for koalas on the NSW far south coast” project there are no corridors provided between 

the three areas designated to protect koalas, or between the State Forests areas and the 

private forest lands that are the subject of the CMA project also funded by the Biodiversity 

Fund with an aim of koala protection: 

1. How is it envisaged that the tiny identified koala populations expand to more viable 

numbers within State Forests while logging continues all around them and there are no 

corridors between them or between the State Forests and private forest areas? 

2. The project appears to recognise that logging is a threat to koalas. What is the scientific 

rationale for a koala conservation project which provides for a temporary suspension of 

logging, not permanent protection, on some but not all known coastal koala habitat forest 

in Bermagui, Murrah and Mumbulla? 

a. On what basis did you make the decision to support a temporary suspension of logging 

to conserve threatened koalas? 

b. What was the rationale for protecting only some habitat forest? 

c. Please outline on what basis the areas not protected were excluded?  

d. Why wasn’t Tanja forest included? 

3. Will Forests NSW using the Biodiversity funds to buy in sawlogs foregone from not logging 

those areas probably from themselves from logging in a neighbouring region such as 

Tumut, but possibly from East Gippsland? 

a. Do you acknowledge those estimates are based on grossly inflated estimates of timber 

yields? 

4. Considering Forests NSW loses money on its native forest logging operations, why does it 

need to be paid not to log? 
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5. What proportion of the known far south coast koala population is believed to reside within 

the logging moratorium area? 

6. What is the estimated quantity of sawlogs foregone by not logging those areas for the 

moratorium period and where are replacement sawlogs expected to be sourced? 

7. In the event that FNSW purchases logs from itself in other areas, how will the transfer of 

funds appear in FNSW financial statements?  

a. Why does Forests NSW require Biodiversity Fund money to buy logs from itself? 

8. What is the estimated quantity of pulp logs foregone in each of the project logging 

moratorium areas by not logging those areas for the duration of the project? 

9. What is the estimated value of sawlogs and pulps foregone and by what means was this 

calculated in terms of yield per hectare and royalty price? 

10. Will there be specific forests or compartments of forests which will be designated for more 

intensive logging for woodchips in order to obtain substitute pulp logs. If so, what are they? 

11. Are you aware of comments by long term Pambula logging contractor Mr Norm Wilton that 

he doubted that alternative logging areas could be found to supply alternative logs. 

Source: “Mr Wilton, who logged the Bermagui forest in the past 12 months, said that the 

forests nominated yielded a high proportion of saw logs (more than 50pc) and such areas 

were limited. We are cut to the bone now there is just about nothing left, Mr Wilton said." 

http://www.naroomanewsonline.com.au/news/local/news/general/saving-the-far-south-

coasts-koalas-impacts-on-logging/2558145.aspx?storypage=0 

12. Are you aware that koalas have recently been sighted in forest adjacent to Mumbulla State 

Forest and Tanja State Forest, which is scheduled to be logged shortly? 

13. Given requirements in State legislation for koala protection why is the Commonwealth 

funding what the NSW government agencies should already be doing, and doing much 

more seriously and effectively than this Biodiversity Fund project provides for? 

Answer:  

1. The project, ‘Corridors and core habitat for koalas on the New South Wales (NSW) far 

south coast’ is focussed on theme two of the Biodiversity Fund – Protecting and enhancing 

existing native vegetation. Funding under this theme is provided for activities that aim to 

protect, manage and enhance existing native vegetation that has high conservation value 

for its carbon and biodiversity benefits. 

The NSW Government’s Office of Environment and Heritage aims to improve the koala 

population by protecting and enhancing 2,800 hectares of high conservation koala habitat 

in the Murrah, Mumbulla and Bermagui State forests.  

Koala populations will be expanded and made more viable through the following various 

methods: 

 creating a harvest exclusion zones designed around home-ranges of koalas. The 

exclusion areas are designed in such a manner that they provide connectivity with 

other exclusion areas and adjoining National Parks; 



3 

 introducing monitoring and management actions; and 

 possibly translocating koalas into this region. 

2.  

a. This project has the potential for beneficial outcomes for koalas across the South East 

NSW region. It is a landscape scale approach that brings together public and private 

land managers to further improve koala conservation in the area. 

b. Areas identified as excluded from logging are those known to be within the home-range 

of koalas. 

c. As per answer 2b) above. 

d. Tanja Forest is not known to be within the home-range of koalas. 

3. Funding from the Biodiversity Fund is not being provided to buy sawlogs from 

neighbouring regions. 

a. The purchase of sawlogs from other sources is under the authority and management of 

Forests NSW, which must comply with statutory obligations under NSW jurisdiction. 

4. Forests NSW is receiving Biodiversity Fund support to protect and enhance high 

conservation koala habitat. 

5. Approximately 60 per cent of the areas known to be occupied by koalas in the 

Eden Management Area are within Bermagui State Forest, Mumbulla State Forest and 

Murrah State Forest. The vast majority of this is proposed to be within the logging 

exclusion areas. The remaining 40 per cent is either on National Park or private land. 

6. The NSW Government’s Office of Environment and Heritage estimates that the quantity of 

sawlogs forgone is approximately 10,000m3. The Department of Sustainability, 

Environment, Water, Population and Communities is advised that alternative supplies of 

sawlogs will be sourced from other forests in the Eden Management Area. 

7. Funding from the Biodiversity Fund is not being provided to buy saw logs. 

8. The Office of Environment and Heritage estimates that the quantity of pulpwood forgone is 

approximately 100,000 tonnes. 

9. This information was not part of The NSW Government’s Office of Environment and 

Heritage’s application. The application was assessed on the basis of the biodiversity 

conservation works proposed to be conducted. 

10. This was not part of the Biodiversity Fund application. 

11. The Office of Environment and Heritage has advised that alternative supplies of sawlogs 

will be sourced from other forests in the Eden Management Area. 

Logging must be conducted as in accordance with the Eden Regional Forests Agreement 

and the associated NSW Integrated Forestry Operations Approval. 

12. No. 
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13. The project proposes a collaborative environmental management approach across tenure, 

implementing measures that go above and beyond business as usual requirements for 

managing biodiversity through: 

 additional exclusion zones in State forests; 

 alternative management regimes across tenure which are more suitable for the koala; and 

 additional surveys and monitoring in the designated areas to improve knowledge of 

distribution, abundance, population trends and effectiveness of management strategies. 

In accordance with the funding agreement, The NSW Government’s Office of Environment 

and Heritage will not be permitted to use Biodiversity Fund funding to conduct business as 

usual activities. 
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Senator Edwards asked: 

For the following successful applications under Round One, Biodiversity Fund: 

 Friends of Sceale Bay Incorporated - Linking the Chain of Bays Eyre Peninsula 

 Natural Resources Management Board - WildEyre Conservation alliance: Implementing 

NatureLinks across Eyre Peninsula 

 Greening Australia (SA) Ltd- Integrated establishment of native perennial species on Eyre 

Peninsula 

 Australian Trust For Conservation Volunteers - The Barwon River Corridor biodiversity 

community champions project 

 Corangamite Catchment Management Authority - Implementing cost Effective revegetation 

and remnant protection by landholders 

1. Provide: 

a. The application for funding 

b. If the organisation intends to devolve funding over the funding period, provide the plans 

that show how the organisation will devolve the funding 

http://www.environment.gov.au/cleanenergyfuture/biodiversity-fund/projects/pubs/sa-

round1.pdf 

Answer:  
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1.  

a. 

Organisation Title Project description Total State 

Friends Of 

Sceale Bay 

Incorporated 

 

(LSP-944979-

1167) 

Linking the 

Chain of Bays 

An existing management group partnership built on relationships between The 

Friends of Sceale Bay, Indigenous organisations (Wirangu No.2 Assoc., Far 

West Coast Traditional Lands Assoc.), DENR, Eyre Peninsula NRM Board and 

the DC of Streaky Bay established under the Caring for our Country initiative will 

be maintained in this project for the establishment of a continuous coastal 

habitat corridor linking coastal remnant protected areas in the Chain of Bays, to 

be established by biodiverse revegetation of cleared and degraded areas of the 

Crown Coast Reserve. This project will enable the management partnership to 

continue to deliver significant environmental outcomes in the Chain of Bays, with 

significant involvement and contributions of Aboriginal people. 

729,000  SA 

Eyre Peninsula 

Natural 

Resources 

Management 

Board 

 

(LSP-941841-

425) 

WildEyre 

conservation 

alliance: 

Implementing 

NatureLinks 

across Eyre 

Peninsula 

WildEyre is a landscape scale, collaborative conservation program involving 

five key conservation organisations working together to restore and conserve the 

unique and diverse ecosystems across the western area of Eyre Peninsula. 

WildEyre is directly implementing NatureLinks. Using the Conservation Action 

Planning process, we have identified our strategic priorities which aim to 

maintain, protect and enhance the following priority ecological assets through 

strategic restoration and threat abatement activities:  

1.Sheoak Grassy Woodlands; 

2.Red Gum Woodlands; 

3.Coastal areas; and 

4.Mallee Box/Native Pine Woodlands. 

WildEyre has demonstrated significant capacity to deliver large scale 

collaborative biodiversity conservation projects since 2007. 

4,719,900  SA 
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Greening 

Australia (SA) 

Ltd  

 

(LSP-944582-

1026) 

Integrated 

establishment of 

native perennial 

species on Eyre 

Peninsula 

Revegetation is a demonstrated and effective technique for sites on the 

Eyre Peninsula to address high priority land management issues including wind 

erosion and feral pests with added benefits for habitat restoration and 

threatened species. This project will re-establish Australian Sandalwood 

(Santalum spicatum), a species of conservation significance, into the traditional 

range across the Upper Eyre Peninsula. 

Sandalwood is semi-parasitic, dependant on native host plants, and establishes 

best on the fragile light sandy soils of this region. 

The project will implement strategic management of pest plants and animals to 

the wider benefit of biodiversity in the region. 

235,000  SA 

Australian 

Trust For 

Conservation 

Volunteers 

(LSP-942979-

683) 

The Barwon 

River corridor 

biodiversity 

community 

champions 

project 

The Sparrowvale and Robertsons farms are located on the far eastern edge of 

the Armstrong's Creek Urban Growth area. This area represents the final gap in 

the connected environment from Mt Bannon (the Geelong Ring road) to the 

West all the way to Barwon Heads and the ocean. The sites directly border 

Lake Connewarre, a listed RAMSAR site, but after centuries of farming they are 

denuded and in need of intervention. 

158,000  VIC 

Corangamite 

Catchment 

Management 

Authority 

 

(LSP-942147-

519) 

 

 

Implementing 

cost effective 

revegetation 

and remnant 

protection by 

landholders 

This project will use competitive allocation processes to directly fund landholders 

to implement a range of remnant protection and establish revegetation on their 

properties. This project will use the Victorian EnSym modelling platform 

combined with the FullCAM model (as used in the CFI approved Reforestation 

Modelling Tool, RMT) to quantify and explicitly report carbon, terrestrial, wetland, 

river and catchment outcomes, which enable the greatest environmental 

outcomes to be achieved at the lowest cost. 

The methodology of competitive allocation, combined with scientific modelling 

(EnSym) has successfully been applied over the past 10 years in Victoria with 

six projects run in the Corangamite Catchment valued at $6 million. 

2,897,000  VIC 
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b. Recipients of grants under the Biodiversity Fund are entitled to subcontract aspects of their 

obligations to the Department of Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and 

Communities to other individuals/organisations, whilst remaining fully responsible for the 

delivery of all project outcomes. 
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