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General Issues: 

 Lack of public understanding of the importance and value of microbial communities/lack of 

education 

 No long-term data to use as a baseline 

 Poor understanding of external drivers for environments in which microbial communities occur 

 Lack of resources/management plans 

 Need to identify differences between natural cycles and man made threats 

 Need to understand catchment hydrology and the relationship between ‘people needs’ and 

hydrology 

 For management- need to take into account the individual organisms and the surrounding 

environment to better understand the factors affecting the organism 

 Lack of defensible arguments for political agendas 

 Lack of definition of cumulative impacts and interactions 

 Some microbial communities under-represented in focus 

 Every community/site is different-management and research needs to reflect this 

 Lack of ground-based actions for on-ground staff 

 If we can get threshold information in a useable format to provide to the EPA? 

 How do we get research information in a format for managers to effectively utilise?  

 From a management/conservation perspective it is difficult to dictate researchers, unless 

funding available for a specific project indicating what is wanted out of the project 

 Need some kind of record of what is being done, and where 

 In return for giving permits to collect samples-need to demand results for conservation 

outcomes 

 



Threats: 

 Lack of reporting on research directions and sample collections-this leads to recording/collecting 

for baseline data being repeated unnecessarily  

 Hard to bridge the gap between researchers and managers. Managers are operating without 

research outcomes-lack of information flow 

 Research itself can be a threatening process 

 Extra requirements surrounding developments on top of footprints eg. Firebreaks, bores 

  Cumulative impacts-understanding system dynamics 

 Tenuous protection for many areas- lack of coordination between levels of government 

 Surrounding land use issues 

 

Deliverables: 

 Greater cooperation and communication between managers and researchers, and greater  

inter-agency communication to develop priorities 

 Increase sharing of knowledge and sample availability to avoid double ups of data collection 

 Facilitation of legislative requirements  

 Provision of communication strategy-identify experts for advise, - Provision of ‘easy to 

understand’ outlines for legislative actions 

 Promote community ownership and responsibility of sites 

 Local focus groups to monitor activities 

 Look into process for disseminating information – who to contact, - DEC website? 

 Even though we do not have specific threshold data we can keep working on issues we know are 

a problem e.g. nutrient inflow 

 

 

 


