
 
 

 

18 February 2025 

Biodiversity Coordination Unit​
delivered via email biodiversityact@sa.gov.au 

 

Dear Biodiversity Coordination Unit, 

RE: Submission on the draft Biodiversity Act for South Australia 

The Invasive Species Council welcomes the opportunity to provide a brief submission on the 

exposure draft of South Australia’s Biodiversity Act (‘the Act’). 

We commend the South Australian Government’s commitment to developing a new Biodiversity 

Act. We acknowledge the current draft includes important improvements for the environment, 

notably: 

●​ the potential for a more systematic focus on key threats with provisions enabling the 

declaration of key threatening processes and the development of threat abatement plans 

●​ the creation of a general duty to not harm biodiversity 

●​ the provision of third-party standing to pursue most penalties under the Act (excluding the 

general duty) 

●​ modernisation of processes regarding the listing of threatened species and threatened 

ecological communities, and associated regulation, including action plans. 

To further strengthen the proposed legislation, we offer the following recommendations. 

Threatened Species and Critical Habitat 

Recommendation 1: Adopt the approach used in the Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016 (NSW), 

making the independent Scientific Committee responsible for listing decisions (i.e., adding, 

amending, or revoking the listing of key threatening processes, threatened species, ecological 

communities, and ecological entities), rather than the Minister. This ensures decisions are based on 

scientific evidence, not political considerations. 

Recommendation 2: Include a public nomination process for key threatening processes, including by 

the Scientific Committee. 

Recommendation 3. In deciding whether to prepare a threat abatement plan (section 79(1)), 

require the Minister to take into account advice by the Scientific Committee as to whether such a 

plan would provide a feasible and effective means to abate the key threatening process, and to 

publish reasons for not preparing a plan if that decision is contrary to the advice of the Scientific 

Committee and review that decision every 5 years. 

 






