Under the National Landcare Program (Regional
Land Partnerships), NACC NRM is facilitating an
update to the regional natural resource
management strategy of the Northern Agricultural
Region. Stakeholder consultation began with an
online survey and the results are summarised here.
The aims of the online survey were to 1) introduce
the current round of regional NRM planning, 2)
understand if and how people are using the
NARuvis, 3) start discussing what the regional NRM
Augu St 2020 plan should deliver, and 4) identify how

stakeholders prefer to input into the plan.

Table: Number of responses to the survey, number of people invited, and percentage of responses per organisation type

Type of Organisation # Responses # Invited
Aboriginal Corporation or Traditional Owner Group 13 22 59
Community Environmental Group 14 46 30
Local Business 9 20 41
Local Government 14 33 42
NGO or CBO 29 40 73
Producer Group 10 19 59
Research Institute or University 4 8 o0
State Government 8 27 30
TOTAL 101 215 47
Map: Spatial distribution of responses. Higher numbers of responses correspond with darker colours; 87% of ® o
responses came from within the NAR, with 39% from the City of Greater Geraldton
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THE MOST IMPORTANT ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS IN THE NAR

The topic mentioned most often (51 responses)
was BIODIVERSITY CONSERVATION including
concerns about biodiversity loss, degradation,
and habitat decline in both coastal and
terrestrial environments. Next most frequently
mentioned (41 responses) was SUSTAINABLE
AGRICULTURE, including concerns about soil
health, salinity, erosion, land clearing, and
sustainability. Respondents expressed concern
about managing pests, weeds, and INVASIVE
SPECIES (32 responses) and CLIMATE
VARIABILITY & CHANGE (29 responses).
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TYPES OF PROJECTS NRM STAKEHOLDERS IN THE NAR ARE PLANNING
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Additional feedback on the role
of the regional NRM strategy

“Clear benchmarks
to monitor impact

Projects mentioned most often (79 responses)
involved BIODIVERSITY CONSERVATION in
both coastal and terrestrial environments. Next
most frequently mentioned were projects that
involved COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT (25
responses) and regenerative or SUSTAINABLE
AGRICULTURE (21 responses). Respondents
were also planning to implement projects
related to development & planning (18
responses), Traditional Owner engagement in
NRM (17 responses), and BIOSECURITY &
INVASIVE SPECIES management (14 responses).
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Figures (clockwise from top left): % of responses by the ways in which respondents have used the NARvis; number of responses by the kinds of things
respondents have used the NARvis for; number of responses by the ways in which respondents wish to participate in updating the NARVis. Most
participants preferred personal ised contact (bottom right).
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Respondents indicated that the regional NRM strategy should be a project planning tool that
highlights investment priorities, traditional ecological knowledge, opportunities for collaboration, and
an NRM vision for the region. Respondents identified the priority themes of Biodiversity
Conservation, Sustainable Agriculture, Traditional Owner Engagement in NRM, Biosecurity & Invasive
Species, and Climate Change. During the stakeholder consultation process, we will collectively explore
how best to present information related to these priority themes in a way that supports project
planning and investment decision-making in the NAR.

Based on survey responses, the community consultation process for updating the regional NRM plan
will consist of a series of local, regional, and online workshops in September 2020 and early 2021. We
will plan a final online survey towards the end of the process, and use telephone interviews to engage
those unable to participate in the workshops. While the option to provide comments via the NARvis
website is available and can be used at any time, this engagement approach, along with in-person
interviews and special sessions at other events, is unlikely to form a major component of the
consultation strategy.

Thank you for your participation.
Click here to view the full report.
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https://www.nacc.com.au/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/NARvisScopingSurvey_Final.pdf

