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SCIENTIFIC PURPOSES PERMITS APPLICATION 

KOALA CONSERVATION UNIT 

PROJECT ASSESSMENT 
APPLICATION DETAILS 
Applicant Name : Australia Zoo Wildlife Warriors Worldwide Ltd 

Project Title : Investigation of koala health in wild populations around 
Queensland 

File Reference : TWB4906 

Completion Date : 2013 
Permit Processing Officer : Jacqui Brock 

Referral Officer : Allan McKinnon, Rebecca Larkin, Deidre de Villiers, 
Harriet Preece 

Referral Date : 31 March 2010 
Deadline for TSEU 
Assessment : 

Would you please arrange for an assessment to be conducted on the attached  
application form by COB 30 April 2010  (please  contact the processing 
officer if this is not possible) 

 
APPLICATION ASSESSMENT 
Please provide a statement of evidence to support any negative response. 

Question Response 
1. Does the project conflict with any regulation, conservation plan, 

management program or recovery plan for the wildlife or 
community? 

YES  /  NO 

 
Beyond my area of expertise to assess 
 
2. Is the project likely to cause the status of the wildlife or the 

community to decline? 
YES  /  NO 

 
I suspect not but as the locations are not stated then this is difficult to assess 
 
3. If the project involves the permanent take of threatened wildlife can 

the samples be obtained from other sources? 
YES  /  NO 
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According to the AEC application some koalas deemed by the vet assessment to be 
‘suffering from illness or injuries that are not consistent with satisfactory quality of 
life or successful veterinary treatment’ (Q4.2 paragraph 4) will be treated on the spot 
or transferred to the AWH. No further details are given as to the expected fate of such 
koalas – preferably the decision to euthanase should be made at the time and not 
after the koala has been transported possibly several hours by vehicle if this can be 
avoided. Rehabilitated koalas should be returned as soon as possible to the point of 
capture (and not relocated elsewhere) or if rehabilitation is not successful the koala 
should be euthanased. No koalas (or offspring of these koalas) in the study, if 
approved, should end up being kept permanently in captivity 
 
4. Is the project likely to provide information to assist with the 

management of the community, wildlife or its habitat? 
 

YES  / NO 

While the AEC protocol application states that disease prevalence is ‘high’ and the 
study will provide further information, it does not address possible alternatives such 
as single location smaller studies to assess disease prevalence in areas where this is 
already unknown (koala hospitals have been operating for several decades and 
disease information from certain areas is extensive).  
 
 
5. Are community attitudes to the project likely to be adverse? YES  / NO 
Yes, particularly if there are deaths or injuries to koalas during capture and handling. 
 
 
 
 
ASSESSMENT RESULT 
Recommendation: 
(please tick) 

□  Approved 
□  Conditional Approval (list conditions below) 
□  Refusal (list reasons below) 

 
Comments/conditions: 
The application proposes that up to 500 koalas anywhere in Qld will be subjected to a 
general anaesthesia that they would not otherwise receive. This anaesthesia is stated 
in the application as being ‘three hours or so’ – a time that I would consider to be 
prolonged in a wild animal for a simple health assessment, and might be in addition 
to more than an hours transportation in a vehicle (it is not made clear if the animal 
would be anaesthetised/ sedated for the transportation). The implication is that the 
vet assessment will benefit the individual koala but I am not convinced that this is  
actually the case. Minimisation of the impact on the individual koala is assumed 
rather than addressed. Presumably these are free living koalas that are being caught, 
ie they are not on the ground or have been taken into care because of injury or 
disease so we can assume that most of them will not be showing signs of disease 
when captured. Stressed koalas are more likely to break out into clinical disease 
(from Chlamydia) so the stress on each individual koala needs to be minimised ie 
handling and transport times kept to a minimum.  
 
While I support having veterinary expertise present for any koala capture and 
handling, tagging and release of koalas for research has been carried out extensively 
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across most of the range of koalas in Australia for several decades without a vet. For 
example, the body score of a koala is easily assessed by a trained non-vet and gives a 
reasonable indication of health status (although admittedly not whether a female is 
infertile due to Chlamydia). Presumably procedures to deal with injured/sick koalas 
have also been in place. Therefore the justification that a vet needs to be present is 
difficult to accept.  
 
The proposed project therefore seems to be a request for blanket approval to submit 
any koala being captured in the state for research to an additional and significant 
stressful event for general disease surveillance. An epidemiological study on a 
particular disease in free living wildlife I would assume to be structured quite 
differently. General disease surveillance is a useful exercise but I am not sure this is 
the best way to achieve that. We already have a system in place in SE Qld, for 
example, using koalas that come into care or are found dead. Some information from 
other areas would be very useful but again more specificity in the location is required. 
 
I think the input of an epidemiologist, preferably someone who also has experience in 
disease surveillance in free ranging animals, would be helpful in assessing the 
scientific justification for the project.  For example, I am aware of a recent article (July 
2009) that describes a new species of trypanosome in koalas, of which is 
one of the authors. I am do not know whether it causes clinical disease and have as 
yet been unable to find any other information about it. A research project to study the 
parasite and any associated disease would therefore seem to be needed but I am not 
sure that opportunistic sampling for it as described is the appropriate method. 
Routine bone marrow biopsy is, as far as I am aware, done only by and 
little has been published by him of the results so, again, it is difficult to know how 
justified/useful it is. 
 
I therefore support the recommendation made by that approval should 
be given for only half of the captured koalas be given the full vet assessment, so that 
any adverse effects can be assessed against the ‘control’, non-assessed group. This 
puts the onus back on them to show that the impact is minimal. This could be 
assessed after a year, for example, and a report submitted prior to further approval 
being given. Also there should be a condition that the results are published in a 
reputable journal preferably.  
 
 
 
ASSESSING OFFICER DETAILS 
Assessing Officer: Rebecca Larkin  
Signature : 
(not required if sending via email) 

 

Date : 13/4/2010  
 
 
 
 
 
 
Please email this form to jacqui.brock@epa.qld.gov.au 
 
Or fax to 4699 4366 
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Thank you for your assistance. 
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SCIENTIFIC PURPOSES PERMITS APPLICATION 

KOALA CONSERVATION UNIT 

PROJECT ASSESSMENT 
APPLICATION DETAILS 
Applicant Name : Australia Zoo Wildlife Warriors Worldwide Ltd 

Project Title : Investigation of koala health in wild populations around 
Queensland 

File Reference : TWB4906 

Completion Date : 2013 
Permit Processing Officer : Jacqui Brock 

Referral Officer : Allan McKinnon, Rebecca Larkin, Deidre de Villiers, 
Harriet Preece 

Referral Date : 31 March 2010 
Deadline for TSEU 
Assessment : 

Would you please arrange for an assessment to be conducted on the attached  
application form by COB 30 April 2010  (please  contact the processing 
officer if this is not possible) 

 
APPLICATION ASSESSMENT 
Please provide a statement of evidence to support any negative response. 

Question Response 
1. Does the project conflict with any regulation, conservation plan, 

management program or recovery plan for the wildlife or 
community? 

YES  /  NO 

 
No 
 
2. Is the project likely to cause the status of the wildlife or the 

community to decline? 
YES  /  NO 

 
No 
 
3. If the project involves the permanent take of threatened wildlife can 

the samples be obtained from other sources? 
YES  /  NO 

 
N/A 
 
4. Is the project likely to provide information to assist with the 

management of the community, wildlife or its habitat? 
 

YES  / NO 
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Yes 
 
5. Are community attitudes to the project likely to be adverse? YES  / NO 
 
No 
 
 
 
ASSESSMENT RESULT 
Recommendation: 
(please tick) 

  Approved 
□  Conditional Approval (list conditions below) 
□  Refusal (list reasons below) 

 
Comments/conditions: 
 
The processes identified in this project are consistent with those carried out routinely at the 
Australian Wildlife Hospital. In my own experience, koalas in my care have not suffered any 
adverse outcomes after a thorough health assessment of the likes described in this proposed 
project. 
 
The chief investigator of the project for which the animals are originally caught should 
ultimately determine the fate of an animal (short term or complete removal from the project) 
identified as non-healthy (as determined by the health check for this project) based on the 
project’s animal ethics obligations, experimental design and the nature/severity of the koala’s 
illness. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ASSESSING OFFICER DETAILS 
Assessing Officer : Deidré de 
Villiers 

 

Signature : 
(not required if sending via email) 

 

Date : 22/4/10  
 
 
 
Please email this form to jacqui.brock@epa.qld.gov.au 
 
Or fax to 4699 4366 
 
 
Thank you for your assistance. 
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SCIENTIFIC PURPOSES PERMITS APPLICATION 

SCIENTIFIC PURPOSES PERMITS ASSESSMENT 
COMMITTEE - PROJECT ASSESSMENT 

APPLICATION DETAILS 
Applicant Name :  

Project Title : Investigation of koala health in wild populations around 
Queensland 

File Reference : TWB4906 

Completion Date : 2013 
Permit Processing Officer : Jacqui Brock 

Referral Officer : John Neldner, Pat Comben, Greg Gordon, Rebecca Williams 

Referral Date : 31 March 2010 

Deadline for SPPAC 
Assessment : 

4 May 2010 

APPLICATION ASSESSMENT 
Please provide a statement of evidence to support any negative response. 

Question Response 
1. If the project proposes that animals or whole plants are to be 

permanently taken, is there no other alternative way to discover what 
the scientist needs to know? 

 NO 

 
 
 
2. Is what the scientist needs to know important enough to justify the 

level of taking of wildlife proposed? 
YES   

 
The results are likely to be very useful for furthering knowledge of koala biology and 
conservation 
 
3. Is the information to be derived from the project not known already, 

or is the project being repeated for the purposes of verification of 
results? 

NO 

 
 
 
4. Does the project involve no more taking of wildlife than is necessary 

to obtain the needed information? 
  NO 
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ASSESSMENT RESULT 
Recommendation: 
(please tick) 

□   
  Conditional Approval (list conditions below) 
□   

Comments/conditions: 
 
1. I do not have any concerns about the impact of the procedures on individual koalas. Koalas 
are reasonably robust animals and have been subject to medical examinations and procedures 
in other projects over a long period now without raising undue concerns. Koalas have been 
managed successfully in captivity for many years and there is well established knowledge of 
koala medicine. 
 
2. There should be a requirement that animals should generally be returned to the researcher 
and released in the field on the day of capture. Holding over night should only be permitted if 
they can give significant reasons to justify it. Holding over night or longer may disrupt the 
koala’s position in the local group and make it harder for it to re-establish in the area. 
Competing animals might for instance occupy the animal’s territory, especially in the case of 
males.  
 
I recommend that they should initially be required to return animals to the field on the 
same day. If they object to this, and can give sufficient justification for exceptions to this 
requirement, then EPA should look at it further at that stage. 
 
3. Australia Zoo is deeply involved in koala rescue and rehabilitation. I am concerned that 
there is a conflict of interest here. The zoo may be tempted to provide unwarranted treatment 
to research animals. Ecological research, if the research is to be valid, generally requires that 
animals are living free from intervention by the researcher and subject to natural processes 
operating in the study area, even when they are likely to be subject to mortality, including 
mortality from disease. Mortality operating in the study area should be allowed to continue 
without interference by the researchers. 
 
On p 7, section 4.2, par 4, of the ethics application, it is implied that koalas will be under the 
control of the veterinarian and Australia Zoo while they are subject to medical examination; 
and that decisions about their fate will be made by Zoo staff; and that animals may be either 
euthanased or hospitalized for rehabilitation according to the decision of the veterinarian.  
 
I recommend that the permit should specifically state (1) that the koalas should remain 
under the control of the primary researcher at all times and (2) that decisions about 
their fate should only be made by the primary researcher, not Aust Zoo staff. 
Euthanasia of dying animals should be permitted, but treatment and rehabilitation of 
other koalas should not be permitted in ecological studies unless there is no conflict with 
the primary aim of the study. The latter koalas should be returned to the study areas. 
Proposals to treat and rehabilitate ill animals should be subject to EPA permit in each 
case. 
 
4. This is a collaborative project, and there is a requirement in the ethics permit that research 
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must include epidemiological studies. The primary researchers will generally be the only 
group with the capacity to perform the epidemiology, which requires significantly more data 
than will available to the veterinary team. 
 
I recommend therefore that there should be a specific requirement that the results of the 
medical examination for each animal must be provided to the primary researchers 
within a short time after the examination, eg, within 2 months.  
 
5. Given that the applicants propose that disease is a major threat to koala populations, 
consideration should be given to requiring them to provide comprehensive reports of 
their results to the EPA at appropriate intervals, eg, six monthly. Such data would be very 
useful for koala conservation programs. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ASSESSING OFFICER DETAILS 
Signature : 
(Not required if 
sending by email) 

Greg Gordon 

Date : 13 April 2010 
 
 
 
 
Please return completed form to Jacqui.brock@epa.qld.gov.au 
Or fax 4699 4399 
 
Thank you for your assistance. 
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SCIENTIFIC PURPOSES PERMITS APPLICATION 

SCIENTIFIC PURPOSES PERMITS ASSESSMENT 
COMMITTEE - PROJECT ASSESSMENT 

APPLICATION DETAILS 
Applicant Name :  

Project Title : Investigation of koala health in wild populations around 
Queensland 

File Reference : TWB4906 

Completion Date : 2013 
Permit Processing Officer : Jacqui Brock 

Referral Officer : John Neldner, Pat Comben, Greg Gordon, Rebecca Williams 

Referral Date : 31 March 2010 

Deadline for SPPAC 
Assessment : 

4 May 2010 

APPLICATION ASSESSMENT 
Please provide a statement of evidence to support any negative response. 

Question Response 
1. If the project proposes that animals or whole plants are to be 

permanently taken, is there no other alternative way to discover what 
the scientist needs to know? 

NO 

No additional animals are to be collected 
 
 
2. Is what the scientist needs to know important enough to justify the 

level of taking of wildlife proposed? 
YES   

Need more information on the disease status of wild koalas 
 
 
3. Is the information to be derived from the project not known already, 

or is the project being repeated for the purposes of verification of 
results? 

NO 

Need more information on the disease status of wild koalas 
 
 
 
4. Does the project involve no more taking of wildlife than is necessary 

to obtain the needed information? 
YES   

No additional animals are to be collected 
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ASSESSMENT RESULT 
Recommendation: 
(please tick) 

 X  Approved 
□  Conditional Approval (list conditions below) 
□  Refusal (list reasons below) 

Comments/conditions: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ASSESSING OFFICER DETAILS 
Signature :  
VJNELDNER 
(Not required if 
sending by email) 

 

Date : 31 March 
2010 

 

 
 
 
 
Please return completed form to Jacqui.brock@epa.qld.gov.au 
Or fax 4699 4399 
 
Thank you for your assistance. 
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DEEDI Animal Ethics Form:  AE 07 

DECISION of the ANIMAL ETHICS 
COMMITTEE (AEC)  

 

Page 1 of 2 Revised:  November 2009 
 

 

 
1. Applicant details 
 

Name:  
Organisation: Australia Zoo Wildlife Warriors Worldwide Ltd Centre: 
Postal Address:  1638 Steve Irwin Way, Beerwah 

Phone: 0754362097 Fax: 0754362066 E-Mail:
 
2. Project Details 
 

Title of the Project  AEC Proposal Reference Number 
Assessment of the impacts of disease in wild koala populations 
across Queensland using opportunistic health assessment and 

biological sampling. 

CA 2010/02/421                                      
Resubmission 

 
3. AEC Decision 
 

The project proposal has been considered by the AEC and is:  

 Approved as submitted [refer comments below] 
Any inquiry regarding this response should be directed to the AEC Coordinator in the first instance. The 
Coordinator may be contacted via the DEEDI Call Centre on 13 25 23. 

* Comments/Reasons:  
 
This project is approved on the basis that collaborating researchers will be including epidemiological 
analyses and considerations within their approved projects. 

     
 

Period of approval inclusive of the following start 
and end dates: 
Approved Start Date: 1 April 2010 
Approved End Date: 31 March 2013 

Animal type and number approved:  
 

Koala - 500 
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Page 2 of 2 Revised:  November 2009 
 

Important information   
 
1. This approval is for that work as approved in this decision and only within the start and end 

dates unless amended by a subsequent AEC decision made in accordance with the 
requirements of the Animal Care and Protection Act 2001, the Australian code of practice for the 
care and use of animals for scientific purposes (refer to 2 b) below).  

 
Any animal use outside this approval will constitute a breach of Section 91 of the Animal Care 
and Protection Act 2001 and is subject to a maximum penalty of 300 penalty units or one year’s 
imprisonment.  

 
Unless otherwise stated, this approval applies only to work conducted within Queensland.  

 
2. The AEC requires the Applicant to: 

 
a) ensure compliance by all investigators with all conditions set out in this decision in addition to 

the general requirements of the Animal Care and Protection Act 2001, the Australian code of 
practice for the care and use of animals for scientific purposes and all other relevant 
Commonwealth and State legislation. 

 
b) submit an Amendment Request (Form AE 08) for any proposed change to a project approval 

prior to that change being implemented (refer to Procedural Guideline 04); 
 
c) report any unexpected or adverse event that impacts on the welfare of any animal used in 

this project (refer to Procedural Guideline 03); 
 
d) submit Annual Progress Reports (Form AE 10) during February of each year; and 
 
e) submit a Project Completion Advice (Form AE 09) upon completion of this project.  
 

3. Endorsement: Approval of your project proposal/amendment request by the AEC is not an 
endorsement of the project by either the Department of Employment, Economic Development and 
Innovation or the Queensland Government and is not an endorsement of the Applicant, its 
products or its processes generally by the AEC, Department of Employment, Economic 
Development and Innovation or the Queensland Government and no one should assert any such 
endorsement. 

 
4. Correspondence: All correspondence with the AEC in relation to this project should be via email 

to your AEC contact and cite the name of the Applicant, title of the project and the AEC Proposal 
Reference Number. 

 
5. Grievance: If the Applicant feels that the AEC has erred in its decision regarding any aspect of 

the project, the Applicant can instigate a grievance procedure (refer to Procedural Guideline 02).   
 

 
Name of AEC Community Access 

Name of AEC Chair Geoff Smith 

Signature 

Date of Decision 29 March 2010 
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FILE NOTE 28 MAY 2010 
 
 

called at 10.30am on 28 May 2010. 
 

questions were – why did it take so long? 
How are the assessors chosen for each application? 
Who came up with the 50%? 
 
 
My response was, the length of time was due to the to-ing and fro-ing of seeking extra 
information and waiting for responses. I explained that Cate was only new to the role 
and was being particularly careful with all SPPs before signing them.  I explained that 
several permits took longer than usual as Cate needed to understand all of the 
processes before she signed anything or progressed it. (Ethics was received on 7 
April, and further information was requested so we were still within our statutory 
timeframes) 
 
I explained that for koala permits, the assessments were done by the Koala 
Conservation Unit, SPPAC as koalas are an iconic species, Park Management for any 
protected areas and regional contacts for non-protected areas. 
 
I couldn’t tell him who came up with the 50% as the file was in Brisbane. However, I 
did comment that whether I agreed or disagreed with the condition, I felt it could have 
been worded differently as 50% of an unknown number is difficult to calculate or 
even guess. 
 
 
During the discussion I explained that Paul Sharpe was my Manager and that Anne 
Greentree was our Director and that Anne would be conducting an internal review. 
I gave him Anne’s name and number as requested. 
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 DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT 
 AND RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 
SCIENTIFIC PURPOSES PERMITS APPLICATION 

PROJECT ASSESSMENT 
APPLICATION DETAILS 
Applicant Name : Australia Zoo Wildlife Warriors Worldwide Ltd 

Project Title : Investigation of koala health in wild populations in 
Queensland 

File Reference : TWB4906 

Completion Date : 2013 
Permit Processing Officer : Jacqui Brock 

Referral Officer : Laura Harland – Northern Region 
Lee-Ann Toon – Central Region 

Referral Date : 31 March 2010 
Deadline for Assessment : Would you please arrange for an assessment to be conducted on the attached  

application form.  Please provide response by 4 May 2010. 
 Please advise if you cannot respond by the due date as a 

nil response will be taken as “no objection”. 
 
PROJECT ASSESSMENT 
Please provide a statement of evidence to support any negative response. 

Question Response 
1. Is the project likely to have an adverse impact on rare or threatened 

species or threatened ecosystems? 
No 

The intention of the project is to reduce the threat to koalas (classed as Vulnerable 
within the southeast Queensland bioregion under the NCA) by providing better 
information on disease impacts. 
 
2. Is the project likely to cause inappropriate damage to an 

ecosystem? 
No 

Koalas will be returned to the wild unless they are unlikely to survive anyway. 
 
3. Is the project considered to be ecologically sustainable? Yes 
The intention is to improve the sustainability of koala populations by providing better 
information on disease impacts. 
 
4. Is the scientific purpose of the project legitimate? Yes 
While urbanization and habitat loss is the primary cause of koala decline, the 
interaction between these stressors and disease prevalence needs to be better 
understood. 
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5. Is it reasonably necessary for the research to be conducted? Yes 
Disease prevalence in koalas can significantly alter the sustainability of even 
protected populations. Understanding koala disease processes can potentially lead to 
reduced conservation threat to some populations. 
 
6. Does any plan, regulation or agreement prevent the issue of the 

permit? 
No 

No impediments known. All animals examined will have been captured for other 
approved reasons. 
 
7. Is the project likely to impact any approved program of work? No 
None known. All animals examined will have been captured for other approved 
reasons, so any impacts should have been identified by the collaborating researcher. 
 
8. If the project includes species of cultural significance or relates to 

cultural resources of significance to a community or group of 
aboriginal people or Torres Strait Islanders particularly concerned 
with the land where the resource is to be taken, are there any 
objections to the issuance of the permit? 

No 

None known. All animals examined will have been captured for other approved 
reasons, so any impacts should have been identified by the collaborating researcher. 
 
9. Are community attitudes to the project likely to be adverse? No 
Community concern about koala decline is high. Most reasonable people would 
support a project that aims to improve the conservation outcome for this species. 
 
 
ASSESSMENT RESULT 
Recommendation: 
(please tick) 

  Approved 
□  Conditional Approval (list conditions below) 
□  Refusal (list reasons below) 

Comments/conditions: 
The veterinary procedures involved in the proposed full health 
assessments of each koala are comprehensive and often quite invasive 
(such as bone marrow aspiration). Despite the use of anaesthesia, such 
procedures involve their own imposition of stress on the animals, and are 
in addition to the stresses imposed by the initial capture and processing 
by the collaborating researchers. There is thus a possibility that the 
health assessment process itself may lead to significantly reduced health 
outcomes for captured koalas. 
I thus strongly recommend that consideration be given to initially 
assessing only a randomly selected 50% sample of tagged koalas, so that 
final survival outcomes for the ‘assessed’ group may be statistically 
compared with the ‘non-assessed’ control group. 
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ASSESSING OFFICER DETAILS 
Assessing Officer : Russell Best 

Signature (not required if 
sending by email) 

 

Date : 9/04/2010 
 
 
Please email this form back to Jacqui Brock (jacqui.brock@derm.qld.gov.au) 
 
or fax to 4699 4366. 
 
Thank you for your assistance. 
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