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Summary
Background

Public consultation

Wildlife is an important part of Phillip Island’s
landscape and identity. It has a unique coastal
landscape with significant conservation, cultural,
agricultural and tourism values.

The draft Plan was released for public consultation
to give the community an opportunity to provide
feedback. This was considered particularly important
given that the Plan is taking a place-based approach
to wildlife management that will actively involve the
local community.

While the resident population of Phillip Island is just
over 11,400, the Island is a popular tourist
destination with over 2.2 million people visiting the
Island annually, predominantly due to a range of
nature-based experiences and attractions along with
boating, fishing and sporting opportunities and
events. The land use on Phillip Island is a mix of
residential, farmland and Crown land.

Public consultation on the draft Plan commenced on
10 November 2020 and concluded on 17 January
2021.
The consultation process provided the community
the opportunity to:
• review the draft Plan via the Engage Victoria
website

The successful eradication of foxes on Phillip Island
in conjunction with increased habitat, revegetation
and improved pastures has contributed to the strong
recovery of wildlife populations. Several native
species have increased in number and now pose
challenges to local conservation work, biodiversity,
infrastructure and agricultural practices on the
Island.
In addressing these challenges, a unique approach
has been taken in developing the draft Phillip Island
(Millowl) Wildlife Plan (the Plan). The Plan takes a
place-based approach to wildlife management and
looks at multiple species to achieve a balance
between the needs of the community and the
Island’s wildlife.
The plan aims to achieve a sustainable population of
native species that also allows social, economic and
farming activities to continue on the Island.

Development of the draft Plan
The development of the draft Plan commenced in
early 2020 and has involved a collaborative effort
with key agencies, groups and the community.
The development of the draft Plan has been
overseen by a Steering Committee that includes
representatives from Phillip Island Nature Parks,
Bass Coast Shire Council, Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning and local
landholders.

• provide feedback and questions
• complete an online survey
• provide submissions to the draft Plan
• attend two online community consultation
sessions.
Various communication channels were used to
announce the release of the draft Plan for
consultation including, social media, the local Phillip
Island newspaper, emails to stakeholders and the
Engage Victoria website.
Through the consultation period we had
approximately 2001 direct participants and reached
approximately 30,000 people through online media2.
The demographic information collected through the
online survey showed that of the 171 survey
respondents, most were Phillip Island residents
(65%) and/or had direct connections to the Island
through work (28%), owning a holiday or rental
home on Phillip Island (16%) or owned a business
on Phillip Island (11%). A small proportion owned or
managed a property or farm of more than 5-acres on
Phillip Island (2%).

Key findings
Survey

The draft Plan outlines a set of principles that guided
the development of the outcomes, strategies and
practical, place-based actions.

Based on the feedback received via the Engage
Victoria website survey, overall, 50% of respondents
supported the draft Plan, 6% were undecided, and
the remaining 44% did not support the plan.

1.

2.

Approximate number based on the number of people who completed
the survey, attended the consultation session or provided a separate
submission. Some may have participated in both so the number may
include some duplication.

Approximation based on the recorded reach of posts on social media
via analytics

Draft Phillip Island (Millowl) Wildlife Plan
Community Consultation Report

2

All survey participants were required to provide their
thoughts regarding the extent to which each strategy
in the draft Plan will achieve the aim of the plan – ‘to
achieve a sustainable population of native species
that also allows social, economic and farming
activities to continue on the Island’. The extent to
which the respondents thought the strategies would
be effective at achieving the aim to some extent or
greater varied from 60-88% depending on the
strategy (See column 2, Table 1).
The survey provided the opportunity for respondents
to provide feedback on their level of support for

individual strategies and actions. The level of
response to the questions relating to each strategy
varied from 36-37% of total respondents. The
responses to these questions showed mixed levels
of support for the strategies (See Table 1).
Submissions and consultation sessions
We received 14 in-depth submissions from
individuals and community groups regarding the
draft Plan. Also, 17 community members attended
the online consultation sessions to share their views
on the draft Plan and ask further questions.

Table 1. Summary of survey responses regarding the draft Phillip Island (Millowl) Wildlife Plan strategies and the level of
support for each.
Strategy

Participant thoughts on whether the
strategy would achieve the aim of the
plan (Required survey question with
171 respondents)

Level of support for the strategy
(Optional question with number of
respondents varying from 61-63
depending on the strategy)

1. Build understanding of key wildlife
populations and their impacts on
agriculture, public health, conservation
and tourism through research to inform
evidence-based decision making and
wildlife management practices.

• 76% of the survey respondents

• 55% of those that responded to this

2. Actively manage wildlife to balance
conservation, natural and built
environments, public safety, social and
economic values on Phillip Island.

• 60% of the survey respondents

3. Support and value a viable agricultural
industry on Phillip Island.

• 69% of the survey respondents

4. Identify and support opportunities to
incorporate Bunurong culture into the
management of wildlife on Phillip Island
(Millowl).

• 77% of the survey respondents

5. Promote positive attitudes and actions
towards wildlife and nature through
education and providing opportunities to
access and experience wildlife and nature
in a sustainable and ethical way.

• 88% of the survey respondents

3.

believed this strategy would be
effective to some extent or greater

believed this strategy would be
effective to some extent or greater

believed this strategy would be
effective to some extent or greater

believed this strategy would be
effective to some extent or greater

believed this strategy would be
effective to some extent or greater

question (n3=62) supported this
strategy

• 57% of those that responded to this
question (n=63) did not support the
strategy

• 41% of those that responded (n=61)
supported it, 33% could “live with it”
and 26% did not support it

• 49% of those that responded (n=62)
supported the strategy, while 35% did
not

• 87% of those that responded (n=63)
supported the strategy

n = number of survey respondents
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Next steps
We thank the participants, who generously shared
their time, research, values and ideas. We will use
this feedback to inform the revision of the draft Plan.
We will now focus on reviewing the draft Plan for
expected completion in June 2021.
Existing communication channels (e.g. emails to
stakeholders, Engage Victoria web page, social and
local media) will be used to keep the community
informed of any key project updates.
It is recognised that community ownership of the
final Plan and involvement in the conservation and
management of wildlife will be critical to achieve its
objectives.
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Definitions and acronyms
Term

Definition

Addling

Refers to the act of causing
fertilised eggs to become infertile
without breaking the shell or other
outer layer. Methods may include
shaking, piercing, freezing or
oiling/waxing.

Community

Is used to describe residents,
visitors, groups and businesses who
have an interest in Phillip Island.

Land
manager

Refers to someone who
administers, maintains and
manages a property on behalf of
someone else.

Landholder

In this plan, landholder refers to
someone who owns land and
makes their living from it e.g.
farmer.

Stakeholder

Stakeholders are those individuals
and organisations who will be
directly affected by the plan.
Examples include interest groups,
local businesses and industries
(e.g. tourism, agriculture).

Wildlife
management

Managing wildlife populations and
their habitats for the benefit of the
community and the wildlife. It can
include preservation and restoration
of habitat, wildlife recovery
programs, fencing to protect or
exclude, harvesting and control
programs.

Acronym

Description

ATCW

Authority to Control Wildlife

BCSC

Bass Coast Shire Council

BLCAC

Bunurong Land Council Aboriginal
Corporation

DELWP

Department of Environment, Land,
Water and Planning

Nature Parks

Phillip Island Nature Parks
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About this report
This report presents the range of values, ideas and
feedback provided by community members and
stakeholders during the public consultation period,
from November 10, 2020 to January 17, 2021.

consultation period. As such, recommendations
and advice presented within this report may be
factually incorrect and will need to be verified by
the project team for feasibility.

The feedback has been collated and categorised, to
understand topics, themes, demographics and levels
of support using both qualitative and quantitative
analysis techniques.

• Due to the variety of formats through which
community feedback was received, not all
participant demographics have been captured
across all feedback.

The Phillip Island (Millowl) Wildlife Plan Steering
Committee (Steering Committee) and project team
would like to thank participants, who generously
shared their time, research, values and ideas
through this consultation process.

• Participants did not have to respond to all
sections of the draft Plan and, as such, feedback
may focus on certain aspects of the plan, and on
certain themes and areas.

Information and data
Unless otherwise stated, all feedback documented in
this report was documented during our consultation
process, and the views expressed are those of
participants, and not the views of the Steering
committee including Phillip Island Nature Parks
(Nature Parks), Bass Coast Shire Council (BCSC) or
Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning (DELWP).
We have used care while transcribing participant
feedback. We are confident that the full range of
ideas, concerns or views expressed during
consultation have been captured.
Several factors influenced the analysis of this data
and should be considered in reading this report.
These include:
• The information presented within this report is a
collation of the feedback collected from
community and stakeholder participants and
does not necessarily reflect the views of a
statistically representative sample of community.
• This report summarises key feedback from
survey participants and does not preclude the
project team from reviewing community
feedback – particularly the more in-depth or
specific submissions – in finalising the plan.
• Comments from individuals have been combined
or split out based on the content included and
the number of separate points, opinions or
advice presented – as such the report focuses
on both the number of comments and the
number of participants who provided comment,
and care should be taken in the reading and
reporting of figures.

• Percentages in the report are identified against
total number of participants.
• A breakdown of percentages may be used to
discuss the opinions around the identified issue.
• The graphs provide an analysis of the opinions,
not a percentage of total responses.
• Engagement was targeted to the local
community and may or may not reflect the views
of the broader Victorian community.

Privacy Statement
The Phillip Island (Millowl) Wildlife Plan Steering
Committee and project team are committed to
protecting privacy and personally identifiable
information by meeting our responsibilities under the
Victorian Privacy Act 1988 and the Australian
Privacy Principles 2014.
For the purposes of community engagement for this
project, we have collected personal information from
individuals, such as email addresses, contact
details, demographic data and feedback. This
information is stored on secure servers for the
duration of our project.
Comments provided through submissions marked
‘confidential’ may be used in this report, however
diligence was taken to ensure any comment or
sensitive information is not personally identifiable or
attributable to any individuals in our reporting.

• The information and views presented in this
report are a summary of the opinions,
perceptions and advice provided across the
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Background
Wildlife is an important part of Phillip Island’s
landscape and identity. It has a unique coastal
landscape with significant conservation, cultural,
agricultural and tourism values.
While the resident population of Phillip Island is just
over 11,400, the Island is a popular tourist
destination with over 2.2 million people visiting the
Island annually, predominantly due to a range of
nature-based experiences and attractions along with
boating, fishing and sporting opportunities and
events. The land use on Phillip Island is a mix of
residential, farmland and Crown land.
The successful eradication of foxes on Phillip Island
in conjunction with increased habitat, revegetation
and improved pastures has contributed to the strong
recovery of wildlife populations. Several native
species have increased in number and now pose
challenges to local conservation work, biodiversity,
infrastructure and agricultural practices on the
Island.
In addressing these challenges, a unique approach
has been taken in developing the draft Phillip Island
(Millowl) Wildlife Plan (the Plan). The Plan takes a
place-based approach to wildlife management and
looks at multiple species to achieve a balance
between the needs of the community and the
Island’s wildlife.
The Phillip Island (Millowl) Wildlife Plan aims to
achieve a sustainable population of native species
that also allows social, economic and farming
activities to continue on the Island.
Specifically, the Plan aims to:
• Improve wildlife welfare,
• Reduce negative impacts of wildlife on
environmental, public health, safety, social and
economic assets and values,
• Involve the community in the conservation and
management of wildlife,
• Identify partnerships to deliver effective wildlife
management and,
• Support a viable agricultural and tourism
industry.

long-term approach to addressing the issues
through supporting current work, identifying gaps
and investigating practical solutions.
Development of the draft Plan began at the start of
2020 with the formation of a project team with
representatives from Nature Parks, BCSC and
DELWP.
The development of the Plan is overseen by the
Steering Committee comprising members from
these agencies as well as representatives from the
community. The Steering Committee is committed to
using the best available data, information and local
knowledge to make decisions and support the
process.
Governance arrangements will be established to
oversee the implementation, monitoring and review
of the Plan. Finalised actions will be assigned lead
and partner organisations based on existing links,
resources and capabilities. It is expected that lead
organisations will take responsibility for assigned
actions.
The project team initially spoke with key
stakeholders and organisations including the local
farming community, wildlife carers, tourism
operators and key committees to best understand
wildlife management issues on the island and guide
strategic planning.
This collaboration included working closely with the
Traditional Owners, Bunurong Land Council
Aboriginal Corporation, to ensure their views and
aspirations were incorporated into the draft Plan.
Due to Impacts of coronavirus (COVID-19), we had
to adapt the consultation and development process
which delayed the release of the draft Plan for public
consultation until November 10 2020.
The purpose of the public consultation period was to
provide the community with an opportunity to
provide feedback on the draft Plan. This is
particularly important given the Plan is taking a
place-based approach to wildlife management that
will actively involve the local community who is
invested in contributing to environmental
management.

These aims are defined in the plan as the
management outcomes that contribute to longerterm outcomes. The development of the outcomes
were guided by a set of principles.
The Plan will build on the work already being
undertaken by organisations and individuals on the
Island in the area of conservation and wildlife
management. It will promote a collaborative and
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Engagement approach
The following opportunities were provided to the
community and stakeholders to review and provide
feedback on the draft Plan. The consultation period
commenced on 10 November 2020 and concluded
on 17 January 2021.
Unfortunately, due to impacts of coronavirus
(COVID-19), engagement was limited to online
activities.

Website and email
The Engage Victoria website engage.vic.gov.au was
used to provide the community with the opportunity
to read and provide feedback and questions about
the draft Plan. Materials provided also included a
Frequently Asked Question sheet and a draft Plan
summary. Feedback was provided through
completion of the online survey and/or a separate
submission. An email address was also provided for
those who wanted further information or to submit a
submission.
We received 171 survey responses through the site.
Respondents were invited to provide feedback on
just the draft Plan overall or provide feedback on
each of the individual strategies and actions. 84
respondents chose to provide comment on the
overall draft Plan only, while 87 also provided
feedback on each of the individual strategies and
actions.

Community consultation sessions
Two online consultation sessions were held on 15
December 2020. The Steering Committee presented
an overview of the draft Plan and participants were
invited to ask questions of the Steering Committee
and subject matter experts involved in wildlife
research and management. A total of 17 community
members attended these sessions.

Communication channels
Various communication channels were used to
announce the release of the draft Plan for
consultation. This included:
• Posts on the Nature Parks and Bass Coast Shire
Council social media (Facebook and Twitter)
which were shared by key stakeholders.
• Media information and interviews with the local
paper: Phillip Island and San Remo Advertiser.
• Emails to stakeholders.
• Engage Victoria Website.

Draft Phillip Island (Millowl) Wildlife Plan
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Who we reached
Participation

5. Protecting built environment

Through our engagement we had approximately 200
direct participants4 and reached approximately
30,000 people5.

Overall
• We received 171 survey responses through the
Engage Victoria website and 14 separate
submissions.
• 1,485 people visited the Engage Victoria
website.
• 17 community members attended the community
consultation sessions.
• Our posts on social media had a combined
reach of 32,364 people with 346 links.
• Our advertisements and articles in the local
paper (Phillip Island and San Remo Advertiser)
had a potential readership of over 3,000 people.

Demographics

Figure 1. Response to survey question - What is your
connection to Phillip Island?

Respondents to the online survey were
predominantly Phillip Island residents (65%) and/or
had direct connections to the Island through work
(28%), owning a holiday or rental home on Phillip
Island (16%) or owned a business (11%). A small
proportion owned or managed a property or farm
more that 5-acres on Phillip Island (2%).
Seven of the survey respondents identified as a
Bunurong person or a member of the Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander Community.
Most of the survey respondents (80% or more)
enjoyed nature and outdoor based activities such as
exercising outdoors, bird/nature watching and
spending time at the beach.
The survey participants were requested to rank six
statements in order of importance when thinking
about living with wildlife. The list below shows the
statements listed from most to least important based
on the average ranking provided by respondents:

Figure 2. Response to survey question - What activities do
you enjoy on Phillip Island?

1. Conserving the natural environment
2. Maintaining the rural landscape
3. Ensuring public safety
4. Maintaining economic viability and tourism

4.

Based on the number of people who completed the survey, attended
the consultation session or provided a separate submission. Some
may have participated in both so the number may include some
duplication.

5.

Approximation based on the expected reach of posts on social media
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Key findings
This section provides a summary of the findings of
the consultation process. It provides an overview of
the feedback we received relating to the overall draft
Plan and for each individual strategy and action.
These findings have been informed through analysis
of the results from the consultation process including
the survey results, separate submission information
and community consultation sessions. The data from
these consultation processes is presented from
page 14.
These findings will be reviewed to inform the
revision of the draft Plan.

Overall support for the draft Plan
The survey provided the opportunity for respondents
to identify their overall level of support for the draft
Plan. Ninety-nine percent of survey respondents
chose to answer this question. Half (50%) of these
respondents supported the draft Plan overall, with
most of these respondents indicating they are
supportive, but would like some minor changes to
the strategies and actions.
Of the 44% of the respondents that were not
supportive of the draft Plan overall, approximately
half indicated they would like to see significant
changes to the strategies and actions, while the
other half (50%) did not agree with most or all of the
draft Plan.
The survey and feedback throughout the
consultation process identified a range of
suggestions to improve the draft Plan. Most of these
relate to specific strategies and actions.
Many of the comments reflected the different ways
the community valued wildlife and the extent to
which wildlife should be managed. They also
expressed different views on what other values were
important to them including agriculture, culture,
conservation and tourism.
The following comments were expressed by several
or more participants in the consultation process that
relate to the plan overall:
• Lethal methods of control should not be used,
and if considered, only used as a last resort with
clear evidence/justification.
• Make wildlife the priority and focus of Phillip
Island.
• Reduce the degree to which the Plan takes the
perspective of agriculture.

• Greater focus and investment on increasing and
protecting natural habitat, particularly from
development.
• Further clarity/detail on strategies and actions.
• Prioritise public awareness, responsibility,
education, and tolerance of wildlife.
• Need to address wildlife welfare issues (e.g.
wildlife rescue, welfare issues of management
actions)
• Need to include management of invasive
species (e.g. rabbits) and domestic animals (e.g.
cats and dogs).

Feedback on strategies and actions
The following section provides details on the
responses relating to each strategy and action.
All survey participants were required to indicate the
extent to which they thought each of the strategies
will achieve the aim of the Plan ‘to achieve a
sustainable population of native wildlife species that
also allows farming and other economic and social
activities to continue on the Island’.
Survey participants were asked if they would like to
provide additional feedback on each of the five
strategies outlined in the draft Plan. Fifty-one
percent of respondents opted to provide feedback
on each of the strategies and actions and were
asked an additional series of questions to indicate
their level of support for each strategy and related
action.
Strategy 1
Build understanding of key wildlife populations and
their impacts on agriculture, public health,
conservation and tourism through research to inform
evidence-based decision making and wildlife
management practices.
Sixty-seven percent of the survey respondents
believed this strategy would be effective in achieving
the aim of the plan to some extent or greater.
Just over half (55%) of those that responded to the
question relating to level of support for the strategy
(n=62) supported Strategy 1, with most of the other
respondents not supportive (37%). A small
proportion indicated they could ‘live with it’ (8%).
The respondents had strong views on their level of
support or opposition, with most of these
respondents (71%) indicating they either strongly
supported it (44%) or strongly opposed it (27%).
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Eighty-nine survey respondents indicated their level
of support for Action 2 – ‘Understand populations of
Cape Barren Geese, Swamp Wallabies and
Common Brushtail Possums and their impacts on
agriculture, tourism and community’. Just over half
(56%) of these respondents supported this action.
Eighty-eight survey respondents indicated their level
of support for Action 3 - ‘Explore the current and
potential role native predators play in the
management of wildlife on Phillip Island’. These
respondents expressed a high level (66%) of
support.
Eighty-seven survey respondents indicated their
level of support for Action 4 – ‘Undertake a
comprehensive cost benefit analysis (cultural,
economic and social) of wildlife to the Phillip Island
and visitor community’. Just over half (57%) of these
survey respondents supported the action.
There was also a strong focus during the public
consultation sessions and through the submissions
for the need for this information to inform decisions
and actions.
Some concern was expressed throughout the
consultation process about introducing new
predators and their potential impact on other species
and land uses. There was a greater level of support
for supporting existing native predators.
Feedback throughout the consultation process
strongly supported an ‘evidence-based approach’
and the need for more research on wildlife
populations and their impacts.
Some specific suggestions to improve this strategy
included:
• Research to understand impact of habitat
decline and development on populations.
• Research actions need to account for the
environmental and intrinsic value of wildlife.
Those opposed to this strategy expressed the
following views:
• that the research would be used to justify lethal
control, which many did not support

Sixty percent of the survey respondents believed
this strategy would be effective in achieving the aim
of the plan to some extent or greater.
Just over half (57%) of those that responded to the
question relating to level of support for the strategy
(n=63) did not support Strategy 2. This strategy was
also the focus of concerns in the submissions and
community consultation sessions.
Eighty-six survey respondents indicated their level of
support for Action 5 - ‘Establish and implement a
coordinated and collaborative approach to managing
impacts of wildlife on agriculture, built assets, public
safety and conservation areas on Phillip Island.
These survey respondents were divided with almost
an equal number of respondents either supporting
(45%) or not supporting (42%) the action.
Views were also equally divided in the survey
response to Action 6 – ‘Undertake trials of alternate
control methods for mitigating damage and financial
loss by wildlife and improving wildlife welfare
outcomes. Eighty-six survey respondents chose to
provide their views on this action. Almost an equal
number of these respondents supported (46%) or
did not support (49%) the action.
The key concerns expressed throughout the
consultation process relating to this strategy and
actions included:
• Do not support use of lethal control of wildlife,
or if required only as a last resort option.
• Need to ensure an evidence-based approach
with further research/evidence required before
delivery of wildlife management actions.
• Concern that the current level of evidence is
not sufficient to justify lethal control methods.
• Need for further detail and clarity on proposed
alternative methods.
• Concern that there is too much focus on
economics and that wildlife welfare should be
the key driver for wildlife management.
• Preference for a greater focus on non-lethal
control options. Some suggestions included:

• there should be less emphasis on economic
values

– Reducing habitat loss, particularly due to
development.

• wildlife does not need to be managed and we
should accommodate and adapt.

– Establishment and regeneration of new
habitat.

Strategy 2
Actively manage wildlife to balance conservation,
natural and built environments, public safety, social
and economic values on Phillip Island

– Focus on efforts to reduce roadkill other than
reducing populations e.g. reduced speed
limits, lighting, fencing, bridges, education.
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Community Consultation Report

Strategy 3

• A view that agriculture does not support wildlife
management and wildlife.

Support and value a viable agricultural industry on
Phillip Island.

Strategy 4

Sixty-nine percent of the survey respondents
believed this strategy would be effective in achieving
the aim of the plan to some extent or greater.

Identify and support opportunities to incorporate
Bunurong culture into the management of wildlife on
Phillip Island (Millowl)

Sixty-one survey respondents indicated their level of
support for Strategy 3. The respondents showed a
diversity of views, with 41% supporting it, 33%
indicated they ‘could live with it’ and 26% not
supporting it.

Seventy-seven percent of the survey respondents
believed this strategy would be effective in achieving
the aim of the plan to some extent or greater.

Eighty-eight survey respondents indicated their level
of support for Action 7 – ‘Maintain existing
agricultural land as part of Phillip Island landscape’.
Well over half (62%) of these respondents supported
the action. A smaller proportion (22%) did not
support it.
Eighty-eight survey respondents indicated their level
of support for Action 8 - Support opportunities for
landholders to maintain viable farms that also
support wildlife and conservation’. These
respondents indicated a very high (81%) level of
support for this action. A smaller proportion (12%)
did not support it.
Some of the feedback indicated that those that did
support this strategy were concerned that if farms
were not viable, they would be developed and that
would have a greater impact on wildlife.
There were also suggestions throughout the
consultation process that:
• There should be greater level of support for
farms that support island tourism through
promotion of local produce and
restaurants/wineries and accommodation.
• Support for farmers could include reduced rates,
support increased sale prices of produce,
support local produce, grants for improved
fencing, education on alternative to lethal control
through management of crops, animals and
wildlife.
• Need for support and incentives for landowners
to undertake conservation works.
Those that were opposed to this strategy and
actions expressed the following views:

Sixty-two survey respondents indicated their level of
support for Strategy 4. Almost half (49%) of these
respondents supported this strategy. A smaller
proportion (35%) did not.
Eighty-seven survey respondents indicated their
level of support for Action 9 - Bunurong People
access wildlife from Phillip Island (Millowl) for
cultural use’. Approximately half (52%) of theses
respondents supported the action. Most of these
respondents strongly supported it (40% of total
respondents). A smaller proportion (31%) did not
support it with the remainder (17%) stating they
‘could live with it’.
Very similar results were observed for Action 10 –
‘Bunurong culture is acknowledged and incorporated
into wildlife management on Phillip Island’. Eightyseven survey respondents indicated their level of
support for this action. Approximately half (52%) of
these respondents supported it. A smaller proportion
(27%) did not support it with the remainder (21%)
stating they ‘could live with it’.
Positive comments received through the survey
expressed the need to celebrate and share the
Bunurong culture and knowledge through the arts,
manufacturing, sustainable farming, cultural
produce, and involvement in other aspects of land
management.
Suggestions for improvement included:
• Opportunity to provide further clarity and
guidelines for cultural use particularly the
governance and ethics management.
• The need to the build capacity of Traditional
Owner involvement in land management.

• A sense that farmers can manage wildlife on
their property through fencing, permits etc. and
they do not require additional support.

Concerns regarding this strategy and related actions
were raised during the community consultation
sessions and through the submissions. Some of the
opinions shared through the consultation process
included:

• Concern that this strategy includes support for
lethal control methods.

• Community members not supporting lethal
methods of control or supporting the harvesting
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of native wildlife for commercial and/or cultural
purposes.
• Concerns about animal welfare through
harvesting.
• Concern that harvesting of native wildlife may
cause public health risks due to potential transfer
of diseases from animals to humans.
• Concern that supporting harvesting may harm
Phillip Islands reputation and/or reconciliation.
• Concern that agencies are using cultural use to
enable support for lethal control.
Strategy 5
Promote positive attitudes and actions towards
wildlife and nature through education and providing
opportunities to access and experience wildlife and
nature in a sustainable and ethical way
Eighty-eight percent of the survey respondents
believed this strategy would be effective in achieving
the aim of the plan to some extent or greater.
Strategy 5 was the most supported strategy in the
draft Plan. Sixty-three survey respondents indicated
their level of support for this strategy. Most of these
respondents (87%) supported the strategy with a
small proportion (11%) not supporting it.
Very similar survey results were received for Action
11 – ‘Develop an education/community program to
support conservation and management of wildlife by
the community’. Eighty-seven survey respondents
indicated their level of support for this strategy. Most
of the respondents (88%) supported the action with
a small proportion (8%) not supporting it.
There was some feedback that organisations such
as Phillip Island Nature Parks, Bass Coast Shire
Council and DELWP should lead this work and that
the education needs to be ‘carefully presented and
unbiased’. There were also requests for the
education to include community signage and include
topics of animal welfare, supporting wildlife in the
agricultural landscape and responsible road use to
limit wildlife roadkill.
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Where to from here?
The Project Team and Steering Committee will be
working to finalise the plan by June 2021.
All the feedback provided through the consultation
process will be reviewed and considered to inform
the revision of the draft Plan.
We will continue to use our existing communication
channels (e.g. emails to stakeholders, Engage
Victoria web page, social and local media) to keep
the community informed about any key project
updates.
Community ownership of the final Plan and
involvement in the conservation and management of
wildlife will be critical to achieve its objectives.
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Consultation data
The following section provides a summary of all
comments received by the public and a summary of
the data for each of the survey question.
All suggestions in this table will be considered in the
review of the draft Plan.
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Survey data
Overall support for the draft plan
To help us understand if we have got it right, what is your overall level of support for the draft Phillip
Island (Millowl) Wildlife Plan? (n=169)
Very supportive (I
am happy with the
plan as it is)

Supportive (I
would like to see
some minor
changes to the
strategies and
actions)

Not
sure/undecided

Unsupportive (I
would like to see
significant
changes to the
strategies and
actions)

Not at all supportive (I
don't agree with most
or all of the draft plan)

13%

37%

6%

20%

24%

Negative
44%
Positive
50%

Neutral
6%

Summary of comments on overall level of support for the draft plan

Number of
comments
reflecting this

Do not support lethal control.

15

Wildlife should be the priority and focus of Phillip Island.

13

Need to focus on increasing and protecting natural habitat, particularly from development.

10

Reduce the degree to which the Plan takes the perspective of agriculture.

6

Support evidence-based approach with further research/evidence required before wildlife
management actions.

4

Need further clarity/detail on strategies and actions.

4

Need to prioritise public awareness, responsibility, education and tolerance of wildlife.

3

Do not support the plan at all.

3

Plan needs to address wildlife welfare and assisting wildlife rescue services.

4

Support the plan and collaborative process used to develop it.

2
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Landholders need to be compensated if they devote land to wildlife conservation, maintain habitat
and corridors, revegetate and implement better farming practices.

2

Support research, development and trials into non-lethal mitigation strategies e.g. eagle eye, sonic
deterrents and hawk lasers for birds.

2

Strategies and actions need to be economically sustainable for majority of the Island population.
Reducing speed limits is not. Control measures such as fencing and wildlife bridges should be the
priority.

2

Need to reduce roadkill e.g. reduce speed limits

2

Plan should include how we can increase the populations of threatened species not just focus on
three species.

1

Believe their needs to be a slight reduction of these animals, but also protect land from
development.

1

This is a multi-dimensional plan that goes to great lengths to support the different values and
priorities of the stakeholders as well as to provide excellent outcomes for wildlife. It is clearly laid
out, logical and practical. With enough support it should stand an excellent chance of achieving its
goals.

1

Need more enforcement of rules and more effective management of people not complying with
restrictions.

1

Segregate areas for farm activity and do not increase.

1

Need strategies that support the protection of wildlife on Phillip Island

1

Harvesting of wildlife poses unacceptable public health risks of zoonotic diseases.

1

Need to clarify who is the lead for the delivery of the plan.

1

More clarity on traditional owner interests in using wildlife for cultural purposes and how it would be
undertaken in current legislative framework.

1

Do not support cultural use where it is lethal.

1

Plan needs clear vision and scientific data to support strategies with business plan and research to
support the plan.

1

Need to include studies on impacts of population growth and tourism and understand what the
island can sustain.

1

Nature Parks and council need to invest more in increasing and protecting natural habitat and
wildlife

1

Farmers will support an active cull program as soon as possible.

1

Further clarity required on management approaches e.g. governance, ethics and lethal control.

1

Formalise control of other negative pressures to wildlife on the island.

1

Genuine effort in wanting to introduce sustainable living to protect what's left and restore balance.
You have a good community to work with and your intention to involve Bunwurrang people is very
supported. Indigenous engagement is the key and not just with BLCAC, but with the broader
Bunwurrang and associated Aboriginal people who live in the area.

1

Difficult balancing jobs, traffic, housing development, farming and wildlife. Means lots of
compromise. Birds and wildlife are the ones suffering.

1

Lethal control should be last resort. Support other options such as safe water resources for wildlife,
away from roads.

1

Needs to include invasive species e.g. rabbits

1

Sympathy for farmers but need to enable wildlife to co-exist through non-lethal methods.
Implications of introduction of native predators needs to be carefully investigated.

1

Not satisfied with level of community engagement.

1
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A lot of focus on Cape Barren Geese. Same modelling and research should be done on other
species. Need trialling and evaluating the use of exclusion fencing/netting.

1

Plan needs simple language

1

Native wildlife and agriculture should be the priority and focus of Phillip Island not housing
development or big business

1

Plan needs to address issues of increasing human population and conflict between wildlife
preservation ecotourism and farming with population pressures.

1

Too much focus on lethal control which is not sustainable. Need more implementation of alternatives
e.g. invisible wildlife fences, wildlife corridors, overhead crossing bridges

1

Do not support plan. Nature Park & Bass Coast Shire should be planting more habitat and food for
all the wildlife, working at getting speed limits reduce, cleaning up our beaches, reducing feral cats
that are killing our wildlife nightly

1

Plan needs to be implemented urgently to maintain viability of farms.

1

Need to show that we value wildlife if we want to attract tourists that also value wildlife and welfare.

1
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Extent to which the strategies will achieve the aim of the Plan
The draft Phillip Island (Millowl) Wildlife Plan aims to achieve a sustainable population of native wildlife
species that also allows farming and other economic and social activities to continue on the Island.
To what extent do you think each strategy will achieve the statement above? (n=171)
Strategy

To a great extent

To a moderate
extent

To some
extent

To a small
extent

Not at all

1

36%

23%

17%

8%

16%

2

22%

24%

14%

12%

29%

3

21%

20%

27%

12%

19%

4

30%

24%

23%

9%

13%

5

48%

24%

16%

6%

6%

Strategy 5

Strategy 4
To a great extent
To a moderate extent
Strategy 3

To some extent
To a small extent
Not at all

Strategy 2

Strategy 1

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Summary of comments on the extent to which the strategies will achieve the aim of the Plan

Number of
comments
reflecting this

Protecting wildlife should be the priority and focus of Phillip Island.

16

Need to protect Phillip Island's natural landscape from urban development and land subdivision.

5

The plan should focus more on revegetation and creating wildlife corridors.

4

Does not support lethal control.

3

Believes plan is too skewed to achieving agricultural and economic values by utilising lethal control.

3

Need new speed limits and regulations as well as wildlife-friendly road design.

3
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Phillip Island has too many conflicting interests and extreme views and on both sides to be certain of
success.

2

These questions really don’t cover how I feel about this proposal because it is the aim of it that it
problematic to me, not how those aims are met. I have a fundamental problem with the government
‘managing’ (e.g. generally killing) abundant wildlife.

2

The plan should address the issue of 24-hour Wildlife Rescue Services being available.

2

Need to promote positive attitudes and actions towards wildlife and nature through education.

2

Goals should not be about allowing agriculture to continue, but to prosper.

1

The Agricultural sector should focus on working with wildlife and seeking alternative methods of
management to lethal control.

1

All of these actions are equally important

1

I don't think some of the management strategies being considered are sustainable long term. I'm
concerned about passing wildlife management into landowners hands, and how this will be
managed.

1

The only strategy I agree with is to "Support and value a viable agricultural industry on Phillip
Island". Need to promote positive attitudes and actions towards wildlife and nature through
education.

1

I think the plan is overly weighted towards built infrastructure and supporting economic activities
without sufficient weighting to the environmental implications of this.

1

Plan needs to be better explained with simpler language.

1

I would like to see further enhancement of the natural environment and activities based on it,
walking and cycling tracks and generally more activities based on ecotourism.

1

Success will require an integrated approach of many non-lethal management options.

1

I'm supportive of an evidence-based approach incorporating the most supported aspects of
strategies 2-5.

1

The island has a very valuable resource in its wildlife. Why would anyone put that valuable resource
into competition with the development of agricultural industries?

1

It's important to care and educate people about wildlife.

1

The Plan needs a better long-term focus on restoring habitat to achieve a healthy ecosystem that
benefits the community.

1

Legislative 'green tape' and the absence of secure funding will be barriers to the successful
community uptake and implementation of the plan.

1

This Strategy needs work - in terms of more direct, short term management of human behaviour and
their impact on wildlife

1

More research and data needs to be put into developing this plan, including really understanding
how much damage Cape Barron Geese, Wallabies and Possums are causing before implementing
the wildlife intervention strategies suggested in Strategy 2.

1

Plan needs to include objectives for all native wildlife.

1

More should be done to look after the wildlife and natural environment that brings people and money
to the Island.

1

Removing wildlife for agriculture is upsetting. Agricultural land should have strict restrictions on
clearing etc.

1

My main concern is whether or not the resources will be available to undertake the research
required. All actions should be evidence based rather than anecdotal.

1

Supports research and evidence-based decision making.

1

Draft Phillip Island (Millowl) Wildlife Plan 20
Community Consultation Report

Nature parks need to be more visible with increased everyday ranger presence and improved
wildlife signage.

1

The Agricultural sector should focus on working with wildlife and seeking alternative methods of
management to lethal control.

1

Believes the community should be educated to live with wildlife and solve conflicts without lethal
control.

1

The last two strategies can be implemented much more quickly than the first three which will take
years to understand and likely to have a progressive effect.

1

To promote an agricultural industry on Phillip Island is not in keeping with nature. The sustainability
of the environment and wildlife would be jeopardised by having an agricultural industry continue on
the Island.

1

The plan and previous Nature Parks management is too focused on economic concerns and not the
native wildlife welfare.

1

Too many broad sweeping statements that without explaining give the draft little meaning.

1

Doesn't believe the Cape Barren Geese cause any issues.

1

We need to develop a sustainable balance between humans, flora and fauna.

1

I believe all our native wildlife needs to be protected

1

Being an island that has been heavily modified and developed a balance between conserving
wildlife and maintaining a sustainable habitat is difficult. Inevitably, control measures will need to be
undertaken with certain wildlife to ensure we don't lose valuable habitat. For example, Brushtail
possums appear to be destroying mature gums at a great rate. This needs to be backed up by
science and research before anything is done so this needs to be a priority.

1

I don’t agree with the premise that wildlife should be controlled to allow unsustainable farming to
continue. The farming should be phased out making Phillip Island a wildlife sanctuary.

1

Phillip Island isn’t a National Park and shouldn’t be treated as one, it’s a community with roads,
houses, schools and shops, it also has vast agriculture business’s that require protecting from
introduced species decimating crops.

1

We must do everything possible to preserve the environment while developing a balanced strategy
for the safe and pleasant accommodation of human habitation.

1

Why would a nature park involve themselves in culling wildlife?

1

All of these creatures were here before we decided humans had to take over. They deserve our
respect and human desires do NOT always come first.

1

Wildlife should not be controlled or managed.

1

Abundant should be translocated to suitable areas off the Island.

1

Need to use the profits generated by our wildlife to help protect it.

1
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Strategy 1
Build understanding of key wildlife populations and their impacts on agriculture, public health,
conservation and tourism through research to inform evidence-based decision making and wildlife
management practices
To what extent do you support strategy 1? (n=62)
I strongly support it

I support it

I can live with it

I don’t support it

I strongly oppose it

44%

11%

8%

10%

27%

Negative
37%

Positive
55%

Neutral
8%

To what extent do you support action 2 - Understand populations of Cape Barren Geese, Swamp
Wallabies and Common Brushtail Possums and their impacts on agriculture, tourism and community?
(n=89)
I strongly support it

I support it

I can live with it

I don’t support it

I strongly oppose it

45%

11%

15%

13%

16%

Negative
29%

Positive
56%

Neutral
15%
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To what extent do you support action 3 - Explore the current and potential role native predators play in
the management of wildlife on Phillip Island. (n=88)
I strongly support it

I support it

I can live with it

I don’t support it

I strongly oppose it

42%

24%

18%

10%

6%

Negative
16%

Neutral
18%

Positive
66%

To what extent do you support action 4 - Undertake a comprehensive cost benefit analysis (cultural,
economic and social) of wildlife to the Phillip Island and visitor community (n=87)
I strongly support it

I support it

I can live with it

I don’t support it

I strongly oppose it

33%

24%

12%

13%

18%

Negative
31%

Positive
57%

Neutral
12%
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Summary of comments on strategy 1 and proposed actions

Number of
comments
reflecting this

Protecting wildlife should be the priority and focus of Phillip Island.

9

Do not support lethal control.

8

Should be less emphasis on economic values.

4

Supports evidence-based approach.

4

Doesn't account enough for intrinsic value of wildlife.

3

Believes actions mask intent to cull.

3

Questions introduction of predators because of threat to valued species.

3

Supports research of the key species to better understand population numbers, population
demographics and their impacts on the landscape.

3

Plan should include strategies to mitigate impacts of pest and domestic species.

3

Need research committed to understanding impact of growing urbanization.

3

Need to better incorporate wildlife rescue and wildlife welfare into the plan.

3

Need to consider habitat restoration and explore impact of habitat loss.

2

Wildlife is a key economic driver for Phillip Island.

2

Do not support exploitation of wildlife.

2

Increasing urbanization is the greatest threat to Phillip Island.

2

Doesn't believe in putting monetary value on wildlife to guide management.

2

Supports the introduction of native predators.

2

Doesn't support introduction of more species to Phillip Island.

2

Research on damage caused by wildlife needless as is already known.

1

Possums and wallabies are having large financial impacts on farmers.

1

Plan should include strategies to control copperhead snakes.

1

Need further consultation with Bunwurrang women to better capture cultural values.

1

Local farmers should be supported to manage wildlife and revegetate habitat corridors on their land.

1

Supports management options that avoid lethal control.

1

Need action for better road design and signage.

1

Cost benefit analysis should include ongoing and future costs for farmers.

1

Farmers should accommodate native species on their land.

1

Dismisses management based on biocentric values.

1

Supports translocation of native species that are causing damage.

1

Supports control programs for Geese and Possums.

1

Research in Strategy 1 should come before actions in Strategy 2.

1

Illegal community translocation of possums should be addressed.

1

Results of research should be made available to community.

1

Wildlife negatively impacts agriculture but doesn't positively impact tourism.

1

Need for evaluation of non-lethal management options.

1
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Impact on agriculture is not important.

1

Objective of Plan needs to be forefront and made clearer.

1

Wants to restore landscape to more natural state.

1

Plan should be more balanced by considering impacts to environmental and intrinsic values, not just
agriculture.

1

Need research exploring any linkage between habitat pressures and increased impact of wildlife on
agriculture.

1

Plan should include other overabundant species.

1

Empathises with challenges faced by farmers.

1

Plan should include strategies for protecting koalas.

1

Need stricter requirements of pet owners.

1

Overabundant species should not be rehabilitated.

1

Need transparency on what other species may need to be managed and how the plan could change
their future management.

1
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Strategy 2
Actively manage wildlife to balance conservation, natural and built environments, public safety,
social and economic values on Phillip Island

To what extent do you support strategy 2? (n=63)
I strongly support it

I support it

I can live with it

I don’t support it

I strongly oppose it

27%

8%

8%

11%

46%

Positive
35%
Negative
57%

Neutral
8%

To what extent do you support action 5 - Establish and implement a coordinated and collaborative
approach to managing impacts of wildlife on agriculture, built assets, public safety and conservation
areas on Phillip Island.? (n=86)
I strongly support it

I support it

I can live with it

I don’t support it

I strongly oppose it

31%

14%

13%

11%

31%

Negative
42%
Positive
45%

Neutral
13%
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To what extent do you support action 6 - Undertake trials of alternate control methods for mitigating
damage and financial loss by wildlife and improving wildlife welfare outcomes? (n=86)
I strongly support it

I support it

I can live with it

I don’t support it

I strongly oppose it

31%

15%

5%

17%

32%

Negative
49%

Positive
46%

Neutral
5%

Summary of comments on strategy 2 and proposed actions

Number of
comments
reflecting this

Do not support lethal control methods

9

Animal welfare needs to be the focus, not economics.

8

Reduce habitat loss due to development

5

Increase habitat for wildlife and more focus on wildlife welfare.

4

Is there actually a risk to public safety and built assets?

2

Plan is supporting agriculture without data to without sufficiently presenting data on what the current
financial losses are and what the actual wildlife impact to agricultural properties is. Should be put on
hold until the research has been conducted, and there is data to scientifically support the use of the
interventions being proposed in Strategy 2.

2

Reduce habitat loss due to development and tree clearing.
I support better road design, reduced light pollution and expansion of land for wildlife to be managed
by Nature Par

1

Too often the 'coordinated' approach becomes the focus and the action is not delivered

1

The balance of the Phillip Island ecosystem is important - particularly as it applies to revegetation and
conservation. If wildlife populations need to be re-balanced because of a lack of natural predators
through any efficient and humane means then so be it, particularly if the wildlife populations are not
indigenous.

1

Farmers need support. Protecting crops is expensive and orchards and vineyards are being
destroyed. Must be a way to support farming and landowners as well as caring for our native animals.

1

Provide further clarity on details proposed

1

Farmers should be able to hunt problem species more readily. Permits have too many restrictions for
problematic species

1
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Strongly disagree with action 5 no.19 (Use of carcasses)

1

I am concerned by the number of tasks that are 'dependent on appropriate resources being available'.

1

This strategy becomes increasingly more difficult to implement as the wildlife populations grow

1

Impacts of increased wildlife on residents have not been considered.

1

Do not agree with premise that human activity (for profit, leisure, excess lifestyle, unconscionable
livelihood) takes precedence over the right of native animals

1

Alternative methods are often ineffective or expensive

1

Carcasses could be used for human consumption, create a unique niche on the island.

1

Nature is best placed to sort out population control issues

1

Should not be managing wildlife for the benefit of agriculture/built assets

1

Need to clarify terms such as "alternate control methods" to identify if they are lethal or non-lethal

1

Supportive to alternative humane control methods, but greater support for reintroduction of native
predators.

1

Need to manage roadkill

1

There needs to be greater community engagement regarding this.

1

No mention of researching the use of reproductive inhibitors. Providing attractive alternate water
sources and crops could focus populations in areas to enable ease of management.

1

Too much focus on lethal control. All alternative control methods should be non-lethal.

1

Wallaby proof high fencing of all wildlife areas would help farmers

1

Do not support management of wildlife.

1

What about impact on wildlife from urban development?

1

Wildlife welfare and habitat needs to be the focus. Landholders can manage their own assets

1

Add action to trial more effective means of exclusion through wallaby and possum proof tree guards,
netting and fencing and scaring.

1

Process needs to be owned by the community through awareness, understanding and support.

1

Phillip Island should be a nature reserve, however plan seems to focus on farmers.

1

Population control particularly lethal control should be about benefit to population as a whole (to
prevent starvation, disease, imbalance).

1
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Strategy 3
Support and value a viable agricultural industry on Phillip Island
To what extent do you support strategy 3? (n=61)
I strongly support it

I support it

I can live with it

I don’t support it

I strongly oppose it

28%

13%

33%

10%

16%

Negative
26%

Positive
41%

Neutral
33%

To what extent do you support action 7 - Maintain existing agricultural land as part of Phillip Island
landscape. (n=88)
I strongly support it

I support it

I can live with it

I don’t support it

I strongly oppose it

38%

24%

16%

13%

9%

Negative
22%

Positive
62%
Neutral
16%
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To what extent do you support action 8 - Support opportunities for landholders to maintain viable farms
that also support wildlife and conservation (n=88)
I strongly support it

I support it

I can live with it

I don’t support it

I strongly oppose it

52%

28%

7%

8%

5%

Negative
12%

Neutral
7%

Positive
81%

Summary of comments on strategy 3 and proposed actions

Number of
comments
reflecting this

Farmers can manage wildlife on their property through fencing, permits etc.

8

Support for farms that also support conservation and wildlife

8

Do not support farming/agriculture as a key value as it promotes clearing and does not support
wildlife or tourism

8

Support for farmers should not include lethal methods for wildlife management

6

Farms should not be turned into urban areas/housing estates/small allotments.

5

Support farms that support island tourism through promotion of local produce and
restaurants/wineries and accommodation

3

Recommend the purchase/acquisition of farms for wildlife and corridors

3

Provide incentives for landowners to undertake conservation works and farming techniques that
support biodiversity.

3

The viability of farms should be supported to maintain rural landscape. If farms are not viable the
open landscape will be lost.

2

Landholders should not bear all responsibility for managing wildlife and wildlife should be managed
in wildlife areas

2

The strategy and tasks do not tell the whole story of wildlife management on Phillip Island. The draft
plan is heavily weighted towards the agricultural industry and if this is the focus, it should be
reflected in the title of the Plan. There is insufficient data or scientific evidence to support these
tasks as priorities (only one case study was provided).

1

Provide clarity on what the 'support' would mean e.g. supporting lethal control of wildlife or nonlethal methods

1
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Farms should be revegetated.

1

There are other ways to support farmers though reduced rates, support increased sale prices of
produce, support local produce, grants for improved fencing etc

1

Farmers should be provided information on alternatives to lethal control through management of
crops, animals and wildlife

1

I would like to see more rigorous reporting for lethal control measures used, and research to define
if this is of benefit long term. The timing of this type of control should also be considered/enforced
considering efficacy and the negative impacts to animal welfare if undertaken post breeding season,
while animals have dependent young.

1

Alternative income sources for farmland need to be developed.

1

Agriculture should be balanced with needs for wildlife

1

Look at alternatives to mitigate impacts to crops from other places

1

Support for farms on Phillip Island

1

Landholders maintaining viable farms that also support wildlife and conservation sounds good but
what this really means is only a small selection of native wildlife species will be welcome in
conservation areas. Your plan is to kill many members of other native species, mainly the 3 you
mention. Eastern Grey Kangaroos are indigenous to Phillip Island.

1
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Strategy 4
Identify and support opportunities to incorporate Bunurong culture into the management of wildlife
on Phillip Island (Millowl)
To what extent do you support strategy 4? (n=62)
I strongly support it

I support it

I can live with it

I don’t support it

I strongly oppose it

39%

10%

16%

11%

24%

Negative
35%

Positive
49%

Neutral
16%

To what extent do you support action 9 - Bunurong People access wildlife from Phillip Island (Millowl)
for cultural use. (n=87)
I strongly support it

I support it

I can live with it

I don’t support it

I strongly oppose it

40%

12%

17%

13%

18%

Negative
31%

Positive
52%

Neutral
17%
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To what extent do you support action 10 - Bunurong culture is acknowledged and incorporated into
wildlife management on Phillip Island (Millowl) (n=87)
I strongly support it

I support it

I can live with it

I don’t support it

I strongly oppose it

41%

11%

21%

13%

14%

Negative
27%

Positive
52%

Neutral
21%

Summary of comments on strategy 4 and proposed actions

Number of
comments
reflecting this

Exploiting Bunurong culture as a means to gather support for other management objectives i.e. culling
species.

11

Supports Bunurong having greater involvement in wildlife and land management on Phillip Island.

5

Seeking more clarity on what is involved with cultural practices, i.e. what are the uses, regulations and
what processes are in place to assure conditions of endorsements are met.

4

Need to ensure all cultural practice is cruelty free.

4

Supports cultural use of animals by indigenous people.

3

This strategy needs to be more clearly explained with greater detail.

2

Supports cultural and commercial use of native wildlife by indigenous people.

2

Do not support lethal control.

2

Great opportunity to celebrate and promote Bunwurrang culture. This could have benefits for tourism.

2

Doesn't believe enough is being done to create new opportunities for Bunurong and to financially
support BLCAC.

2

Does not support involvement of Bunurong in managing overabundance of wallabies.

1

Do not support the commercial harvesting of wildlife in any circumstance.

1

Commercial harvesting is controversial and will divide the community.

1

Feels actions to incorporate Bunurong culture into management are disingenuous.

1

There is a difference between using animals as resources vs. controlling them.

1
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It is very important to me that any wildlife control is done with the blessings and support of the local
Bunurong/Boon Wurrung community.

1

Wants to change name of Phillip Island to Millowl and hand back lands to Indigenous caretakers.

1

Muttonbirds may be in decline, any harvesting should be strictly regulated.

1

Do not support culling for agricultural purposes.

1

Need more open communication and knowledge sharing between BLCAC and Nature Parks

1

There are already enough opportunities for cultural needs to be met without this plan.

1

Continued urbanization of Phillip Island needs to stop.

1

This should have been done already!

1

Supportive of the strategy and actions.

1

Traditional custodians here & worldwide have generally had a more symbiotic relationship with the
land, waters, flora, fauna than later settlers etc. have.

1

Do not support disturbance or harm to wildlife for any cultural purposes.

1

Concerned about health risk of zoonotic diseases stemming from commercial harvesting of native
animals.

1

Need clarity on available budget to support this strategy.

1

Questions the appropriate use of cultural practices on Phillip Island without sufficient knowledge of
past aboriginal culture on the island.

1

Believes this contradicts desires of local indigenous people they have spoken to.

1

Concerned over exploitation of Traditional Owners.

1

Seeking improved description of Bunurong culture.

1

Needs to be clear guidelines for regulating harvesting quota based on ongoing population monitoring.

1
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Strategy 5
Promote positive attitudes and actions towards wildlife and nature through education and providing
opportunities to access and experience wildlife and nature in a sustainable and ethical way
To what extent do you support strategy 5? (n=63)
I strongly support it

I support it

I can live with it

I don’t support it

I strongly oppose it

71%

16%

2%

5%

6%

Negative
11%

Neutral
2%

Positive
87%

To what extent do you support Action 11 Develop an education/community program to support
conservation and management of wildlife by the community (n=87)
I strongly support it

I support it

I can live with it

I don’t support it

I strongly oppose it

66%

22%

4%

5%

3%

Negative
8%

Neutral
4%

Positive
88%
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Summary of comments on strategy 5 and proposed actions

Number of
comments
reflecting this

Need new speed limits and regulations as well as wildlife-friendly road design.

7

Nature Parks should already be doing more education to support wildlife and conservation.

5

Supports this strategy as community education and involvement is essential.

5

Better use should be made of the available funding/revenue generated by the wildlife.

4

The plan needs to include a greater focus on enforcement of compliance with wildlife protection and
animal cruelty laws.

4

The Shire, Nature Park and DELWP should have already been doing this.

3

More should be done for habitat restoration.

3

Protecting wildlife should be the priority and focus of Phillip Island.

2

Education should include road safety when driving through wildlife zones/crossings.

2

Doesn't support education that promotes the need for lethal control.

2

Need to consider holistic view of entire ecosystem in management.

2

Do not support lethal control.

2

Native wildlife is an important drawcard for tourists.

2

Need better wildlife signage.

2

Education should focus on animal welfare.

1

Education of animal welfare and conservation should be introduced in schools.

1

Roads should not be expanded.

1

Education should include focus on responsible pet ownership and management of invasive species.

1

There is need for a dedicated role for someone working on behaviour change and educating
community about living with wildlife.

1

Capping residential development could be investigated as means of achieving better environmental
outcomes.

1

Education must include negative impacts of overabundant species.

1

How can agricultural practices be included in this statement? Wildlife conservation is at odds with
agricultural practices.

1

Supports increasing revegetation on farmland.

1

More funding should be spent on rubbish clean-up and revegetation.

1

The strategy about community involvement should be first priority and placed as Strategy 1 in the
plan.

1

More marketing should be done for the whole breadth of wildlife attraction on Phillip Island.

1

Value of agriculture should be better promoted in education campaign.

1

Do not trust the community being involved in wildlife management.

1

Promoting positive attitudes towards wildlife should be priority of education.

1

Culling wildlife is necessary to support farmers and help encourage them to take care of the land
they own.

1

Reduction of habitat from urbanization is a major threat to wildlife.

1

Doesn't support education that promotes the need for wildlife management.

1
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Should promote wallabies as emblems of the island.

1

All wildlife needs to be valued and not just species which create profit and don't impact on
agriculture.

1

The council needs to take a more proactive and trusting approach to helping the community dispose
of rubbish in our environment.

1

Need more tangible actions e.g. wildlife signage.

1

Education should attempt to target community members that are generally less engaged with
wildlife and environmental issues.

1

Doesn't support this strategy if intention of reducing wildlife populations is for profit from tourism.

1

The tasks don't include enough detail about their target, implementation, and how they will be
measured.

1

Need to help all sectors of the community understand how they can protect wildlife & habitat

1

There is need for strong drivers and arbiters of the strategy within the community given it will be
controversial.

1

Phillip Island should consider becoming self-sufficient with renewable energy.

1

Education is important and must be presented well and without bias.

1

Nature Parks provide fantastic volunteer opportunities including training and engagement to connect
people with nature.

1

Education should focus on teaching people to respect and live with wildlife.

1

Education must be science based with a focus on sustainability.

1

Need more resources for helping sick and injured wildlife.

1

Draft Phillip Island (Millowl) Wildlife Plan 37
Community Consultation Report

Public submissions
In addition to survey information, there were 14
submissions lodged by a variety of stakeholders
including community groups and individuals.
• 1 submission signed by 24 community members
• 10 submissions by individual community
members
• 2 submissions by community groups (Smiths
Beachcomber Association and Friends of the
Koalas Inc.)
• 1 international submission by Auckland Zoo
Key themes and comments
Key themes and comments that were identified in
these submissions were consistent with those
identified by survey respondents and through
discussions during the consultation sessions. Some
submissions expressed support for the development
of the plan and particular strategies and actions,
while others expressed concern over the plan overall
particularly the use and justification of lethal control
methods.
The following points provide a summary of the key
themes and comments.
Research and evidence-based decision making
• Need to ensure all evidence is supported by
credible, published sources.
• All strategies and actions need to be evidencebased.
• Need further information on population,
congregation, movement, and habitat of all three
species to support different integrated actions to
address issues.
• Issues need to be considered holistically and
management plans need to be developed to
address each area and animal species
specifically. A broad-brush approach to simply
reducing populations is not an acceptable
strategy.
• The alleged “harm” must be determined in a
scientific, evidence-based way to justify the need
for wildlife to be “controlled”.
• Positive that the plan prioritises a full
understanding and modelling of Cape Barren
Goose population dynamics and dispersal.

• Actions to manage the Cape Barren Goose
population should not be approved until studies
are complete.
• Priority should be applied to fully understanding
and modelling Brush-tailed Possum and Swamp
Wallaby population dynamics before any form of
population control is contemplated.
Wildlife management
• If wildlife needs to be controlled, non-lethal
methods should be used as a priority. Reducing
species numbers should be a last resort and
only conducted if all other methods have failed
and under strict controls.
• For Cape Barren Geese, rather than reducing
the whole population, a more effective means of
control of congregation may be exclusion and
scaring and the provision of essentials like water
or decoy food at alternative locations where
wildlife is tolerated.
• While a novel idea, Powerful Owls prey on a
variety of small animals not just brushtail
possums. The risk to other species (e.g. hooded
plovers and eastern barred bandicoots) must be
considered before introducing another new
problem.
• A multipronged approach is needed that includes
addressing habitat and managing resources
(e.g. water) to redistribute animals, exclusion
methods (e.g. fencing) virtual fencing along with
other initiatives such as speed limit reductions
and “wildlife crossing” signs.
• Need to look at good examples of areas that are
“Living with Wildlife” e.g. Anglesea Golf Club.
• Advocates for the trial of management options
that don’t involves lethal control, e.g. scaring,
use of dogs, fertility control through addling
eggs, road design to minimise wildlife-vehicle
collisions etc.
• Need to provide further detail on proposed
governance and ethics management. Expert
review of the sustainability and animal welfare
aspects of wildlife management is vital.
• There is no point in rehabilitating wildlife if they
are going to be released back into the wild to get
“managed”. A consistent and effective approach
to wildlife rescue on Phillip Island needs to be
developed as part of the plan.
• Appreciation of the challenges faced by farmers.
Rather than farmers managing the issue DELWP
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or Nature Parks should be directly responsible
and use staff or contractors for management.
This would ensure accurate records are known.
• Lethal methods of control should not be used as
it will damage our international reputation.
• Plan just focuses on three species not all wildlife.
• Plan should include rabbits.
Wildlife conservation and protection
• Significance of local wildlife populations should
be assessed within the context of the impacts of
climate change and bushfires on these species
nationally.
• Phillip Island Nature Parks and Bass Coast Shire
Council should invest more on environment, as
wildlife is a key source of revenue.
• Limit development and habitat removal.
• Prevention of habitat destruction, improved
habitat, control of introduced predators, and
community involvement are important.
• Where wildlife is causing problems, responses to
these problems should be consistent with the
aim of conserving species.
• Wildlife, including Cape Barren Geese and
Wallabies are a big draw card for tourists to
Phillip Island.
• Existing native predators need to be supported
through habitat management.
• Managing the wildlife to match the everdiminishing habitat is not a good approach to
conservation of native species. Sufficient habitat
(trees, dense native vegetation, grasslands) for
native wildlife on Phillip Island need to be
maintained/allocated.
• Need to consider reserving a large significant
rural area that can progressively be purchased
and securely fenced as a Conservation Area to
accommodate wildlife and their habitat. This
area could be discreetly developed as a viable
tourist attraction.
• Opportunity to develop Phillip Island as a Wildlife
Sanctuary that provides opportunities for
Traditional Owners in management.
• Need to consider the impact and include a plan
to address issues with an increase in the human
population on Phillip Island.

Community involvement & communication
• Need for broader surveys of residents to
understand level of impact by wildlife.
• Community behaviour needs to adapt to
accommodate wildlife. We must learn to live with
our wildlife.
• Agriculture needs to adjust and modify its
practices to support wildlife and acknowledge
that wildlife is an important part of Phillip Island’s
economy.
• Support relocation of possums from urban areas
by providing traps and support.
• Community education is essential to teach
landowners, the community and visitors how to
live in balance and harmony with the wildlife.
• Community members could be sent surveys to
detail how they are being impacted by wallabies,
possums and rabbits.
• The Plan could be more transparent by being
more descriptive and minimising broad and
generic terminology. Transparency would be
further aided by more effective engagement and
open discussion with the community.
• Steering committee didn’t have representation
from wildlife carers or environment groups.
Cultural use of wildlife
• There are alternative ways to maintain cultural
heritage and practices that do not require killing
of wildlife and not all traditions should continue
without considering ethics.
• Wild animals have a reservoir of viruses and
pathogens that can jump from animals to
humans. Particularly during the current time of a
global pandemic, it is risky to be considering
harvesting wild native animals. This may pose a
serious danger not only to those engaged in the
practices, but also for broader public health.
• Harvesting and killing native wildlife could create
community divisiveness and damage Phillip
Island’s conservation reputation, impacting
nature-based tourism and causing international
boycotts.
• The proposal to kill and “make use of” native
wildlife carcasses by indigenous groups is
problematic. More information needs to be
provided about how and which species will be
used, regulation of quota, and enforcement.
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Practices need to be cruelty-free to ensure
animal welfare provisions are met.
• There is a risk of creating community division
and undoing all of the valuable work that has
been done in recent times regarding indigenous
respect and reconciliation if indigenous groups
are permitted to kill native wildlife on Phillip
Island.
Road design and road speed limits
• Reduce and enforce road speed limits
particularly in hotspots and during the night.
• Create more wildlife overpasses/crossings and
virtual fencing and lighting in hot spots.
• Increase signage and education to influence
driver behaviour at various locations e.g. large
sign on San Remo Bridge.
• Strategic provision of water to attract wildlife
away from roads.
• A blanket reduction in road speed limits is not
the solution given likelihood of more incidents in
twilight/night hours. Suggest the implementation
of warning signs that are only active during the
appropriate hours.
Agriculture & landowner support and
responsibility
• Support for agricultural industry to manage
wildlife issues needs to come from all levels of
government.
• We need continued innovation and
diversification of farming practices that can
better co-exist with wildlife conservation.
• Landowners can manage possum damage to
infrastructure by maintaining assets and filling
holes etc.
• Landowners could be resourced with traps from
Nature Parks to trap possums on their land and
return to Nature Parks for relocation and
monitoring.
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Community Consultation Sessions

Session 2

Two online community consultation sessions were
held on 15 December 2020 at 2pm and 7pm.

Participants in the second session provided
questions and comments related to the following:

The Steering Committee presented an overview of
the draft Plan and the participants were invited to
ask questions of the Steering Committee and
subject matter experts involved in wildlife research
and management. A total of 17 community members
attended these sessions.

• Research and communicate population statistics
for wallabies, possums, geese and deaths in
population through roadkill, lethal control,
predation (e.g. foxes and eagles).

The short presentation provided by the Steering
Committee included an overview of the following
aspects of the plan:

• Clarify role of Nature Parks in interest and
management of geese. Is this an issue for
Nature Parks?

• Monitor and understand impact of habitat decline
on populations.

• Purpose of plan

• Clarity on control methods being proposed.

• Development and engagement process

• Alternatives to removing wildlife:

• Overview of strategies, example actions, what
we have heard from community through the
Engage Victoria website so far based on data
from 10 December 2020.
The question and answer session was facilitated
with each question directed to the relevant panel
member who provided a response based on their
knowledge and information available.

– modify public behaviour
– offer incentives/grants to farmers to carry
geese on properties
– address habitat decline.

The following information provides a summary of the
feedback received during each session.
Session 1
Participants in the first session provided questions
and comments related to the following:
• Demonstrate evidence of issues with wallabies,
possums, geese (not just anecdotal).
• Communicate and research positive impacts of
wildlife.
• Need population targets for wildlife e.g. Cape
Barren Goose.
• Communicate consultation process with
community and results of feedback.
• Better understand/communicate
impact/contribution of grazing by pest species
e.g. rabbits.
• Exclusion fencing is forcing wildlife onto roads.
• Provide clarity on egg harvesting proposal and
potential risk to health e.g. disease transmission.
• Alternatives to removing wildlife:
– incentives/grants for farmers to fence land
– defending, securing and enhancing habitat
across private and public land.
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