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12 October 2018

The Hon. Leeanne Enoch MP

Minister for Environment and the Great Barrier Reef,
Minister for Science, and Minister for the Arts.

C/- Ms Jane Jamieson

Manager New Zealand Inc.
Conservation and Biodiversity Policy and Str
Department of Environment and Science
GPO Box 2454
Brisbane Q 4001

Environment Institute
of Australia and
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The EIANZ requests that the following gmons be considered:

Recommendation 1 — That the NC Act be amended to mandate an assessment
process for impacts to fauna habitats and that this be built info the Act so that

habitats are identified, assessed and protected during project development
processes.

Recommendation 2 — That SMPs be replaced by a holistic and robust permitting
system with regards to impacts to habitats.

Recommendation 3 — That the data collection requirements for tfampering with
breeding places of most least-concern species under a low-risk SMP be removed
and replaced with a statutory declaration.
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Further reasoning to these recommendations is presented below.
Protection of native wildlife habitat

The EIANZ advocates for best practice and as such does not believe that the current
regulatory regime in place to manage protected animal breeding places provides the
required protection of native fauna and their habitats. The provisions for protection of
breeding places are not contained within the NC Act, but rather contained in section 332
of the Nature Conservation (Wildlife Management) Regulation 2006 (the Regulatfion).
Whereas, the NC Act requires the protectj atfive wildlife and its habitat (s.5(d)), the
Regulation (5.332) only focusses on one a species’ habitat, being a breeding
place. For a species to Withj j
population, protection ificdlhThis can include,
but not be limited to, h i ghigrating. Tree
hollows are mentione e for hollow-
dwelling faun force the
retention or

Is, the Regul s once
abitat has b ed if
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a fauna spotter-catcher must be engadgd or the removal of such places. This
allows for the implementation of activities fo manage the welfare of animals displaced by
habitat clearing. The EIANZ supports this aspect of the SMP process.

However, there are onerous data collection and reporting requirements that are enforced
under the low-risk SMP which puts unnecessary burden onto organisations and the
consultants who must pay for systems to collect, store, manage and report these data.
These costs are passed on to those organisations that are conducting the clearing.
Collection of such data can be a worthwhile exercise if the data is used for beneficial
purposes such as research. However, it is not clear how these breeding places data are
currently being used by the Department. A simpler reporting requirement could include a

statutory declaration from the SMP holder that the SMP provisions have been enforced
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over the annual reporting period.
The EIANZ thanks you for the opportunity to make a submission regarding the animal

breeding places and would be pleased to engage further with the Department with
regards to the CEnvP program and the Ecology Specialist category.

Yours Sincerely

R. Scoft Hanna, MEIANZ
Vice President
South East Qu





