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Invasive Species Review  
GPO Box 5341, Sydney, NSW 2001 
nrc@nrc.nsw.gov.au 
 

27 October 2023 

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

Submission on the NSW Invasive Species Management Review 

It is an established truth that invasive species don’t respect tenure boundaries and 
that a tenure neutral approach is the most effective and efficient way to apply control 
measures.   

In NSW robust standards and common approaches to managing invasive species 
remain elusive. 

In 2013 the NSW Forest Industries Taskforce examined and reported upon issues that 
were common to all public land management agencies and found that major 
differences in their expenditure and approach, Figure 1.  

 

Figure 1 – Expenditure on invasive pests and weeds by public land management agency – 
Managing Native Vegetation on Public Land 2014 

Since 2013 there have been two statewide reviews, one in 2014 for weeds and the 
other in 2016 for pests.  
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On the ground there have no discernible changes arising from these reviews. A 
tenure and jurisdictional approach to the management and control of invasive 
species remains a defining feature of the Government’s model with paper boundaries 
continuing to determine how and where monies are spent. 

Ideology and politics drive this approach, underpinned by jurisdictional agendas 
around how and where public monies are spent, and how and where invasive species 
are or are not managed.  The public remain largely ignorant of these internal 
machinations and the waste and inefficiencies which are an inevitable attribute of this 
approach.  

In response to the 2014 NSW Weed Review, the NSW Government supported the 
NRC’s recommendation to create clear accountabilities and to adopt a tenure-neutral 
approach, Table 1. These is no evidence however to suggest that these commitments 
were ever acted upon.  

  Table 1 – NSW Government Response to Recommendation 1 of the 2014 NSW Weeds Review  

 

In the 2016 State-wide Review of Pest Animal Management there was an NRC 
recommendation to hold public land managers accountable. The NSW Government 
response to this recommendation was ‘supported in principle’, refer Table 2. 
However, like the Weed Review, this did not lead to any obvious change in the way 
land managers went about their business.  
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Table 2 - NSW Government Response to Recommendation 3 of the 2016 NSW Pest 
Management Review 

 

Public accountability for expenditure on invasive pests and weeds in 2023 is arguably 
at the lowest level that it has ever been. There is no visibility around what is being 
spent where and no system for monitoring and evaluating the effectiveness of that 
spend.  

Individual land management agencies like the National Parks and Wildlife Service, 
who use to report publicly on their expenditure, have now been grouped into large 
cluster departments (e.g. Department of Planning and Environment (DPE) & Regional 
NSW), removing any requirement to provide detail about their operational activities. 
Without this detail it is not possible to obtain a holistic view of the situation and no 
way to evaluate whether the level of resourcing they received is appropriate.  

A recent GIPA application by Timber NSW to gain information about expenditure on 
National Parks and Reserves proved fruitless with DPE claiming that the expenditure 
data could not be separated out. The response given to Timber NSW was very similar 
to the one given to the NSW Parliament back in 2020, refer Box 1. 
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threat to most of the plants and animals that are listed as threatened in NSW.  The 
2021 NSW State of the Environment Report shows that the number of native species 
under threat has been escalating for the last 25 years to the point that there are now 
around 1,100 species formally identified as threatened (Figure 3).  

If we accept the Report’s claim that the situation is ‘poor’ and ‘getting worse’, then it 
must also be accepted that the current approach to control and management of 
invasive species is ineffective. Put another way, if control measures were working the 
number of listed species should arguably be stable or in decline.  

 

 

Figure 3 – Total listings of threatened species 1995-2020 and government rating status (DPE 
2021 NSW State of the Environment Report) 

The protection of threatened species does not want for public expenditure with over 
$42 million invested through the “Saving our Species’ program in 2021-22 alone, 
Figure 4.  
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Figure 4 – Public investment in the Saving our Species Program in FY2022 

The State of NSW also boasts one of the most comprehensive, representative, and 
adequate conservation reserve systems in the world with over 8.7 million hectares of 
public land officially protected and managed for biodiversity conservation, Figure 5.  

Every year over a billion dollars is spent on protection of the NSW environment.  The 
obvious question is where is all the money going and why are we not seeing better 
results in the State of the Environment Report? The obvious answer is that the 
government continues to support a siloed approach that is not working.  

 

 Figure 5 – Public native vegetation protected in reserve and available for timber supply. 

 








