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including threats from vertebrate species such as unmanaged goats. As part of this work, a range of
indicators will provide information on the extent of the impact of priority vertebrate species on biodiversity, as
well as national trends on their distribution and abundance.






Typelcategory

Scientific name

Common name

Current status

Petrogale penicillata Brush-tailed rock-wallaby | Vulnerable i
- 1 N E—— ;
Petrogale xanthopus Yellow-footed rock-wallaby (SA and NSW) Vulnerable
xanthopus
insects | Paralucia spinifera Bathurst copper butterfly, purple copper Vulnerable
butterfly, Bathurst copper, Bathurst copper
wing, Bathurst-Lithgow copper, purple
copper
| N o
Plants Acacia ammophila Vulnerable
l
b N ] . - e ———
Acacia araneosa Spidery wattle, Balcanoona wattle Vulnerable
Acacia curranii Curly-bark wattle Vulnerable
|
Acacia macnuttiana | McNutt's wattle Vulnerable
— ! — e —f
Acacia menzelii I Menzel's wattle Vulnerable
|
Acacia pycnostachya Bolivia wattle ‘ Vulnerable I
Acacia unguicula Critically
endangered
| o . N
Arachnorchis arenaria | Endangered ‘
| (listed as Caledenia |
arenorchis)
Arachnorchis lowanensis Wimmera spider-orchid Endangered
| Astrotricha roddii Endangered
Bertya opponens Vulnerable
(listed as Bertya sp.
Cobar-Coolabah;
Cunningham & Milthorpe
s.n. 2/18/73)
Boronia granitica Granite boronia Endangered |
Borya mirabilis | Grampians pincushion-lily Endangered '







Typel/category

Scientific name

Pultenaea sp. Genowilan

Common name

Genowlan Point pultenaea

Current status

Critically

Plants

Point endangered
Sarcochilus hartmannii Waxy sarcochilus, blue knob orchid Vulnerable
Senecio megaglossus Superb groundsel Vulnerable
Stachystemon Three-flowered stachystemon Vulnerable
nematophorus
Swainsona murrayana 7 Slender Darling-pea, slender swainson, Vulnerable =
Murray swainson-pea
Westringia crassifolia Whipstick westringia Endangered
Westringia davidii Vulnerable
Xerothamnelia parvifolia Vulnerable
Zieria adenophora Araluen zieria Endangered
Zieria buxijugum Endangered
Zieria floydii Endangered
Zieria parrisiae Endangered

Triodia bromoides











































Priority/

Action et Outcome
| | |
knowledge into on- Years 1-2.  feral pig environmental
ground action. management value

6

better identified. measurably
reduced.
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Key Actioners

the detailed
understanding of
habitats within regions
and their refative
importance across the
region, which requires
on-ground knowledge.


















Objective 5: Build capacity for feral pig management and raise feral pig awareness
amongst landholders and land managers.

Building capacity amongst landholders and land managers will enable them to undertake feral
pig management more effectively and confidently. Raising awareness of feral pigs and their
environmental impacts amongst landholders and managers will also increase their support for,
and participation in, management and control measures. Measures for achieving this will
include effectively communicating the outcomes of research.

Building capacity in feral pig management links to the goals of the threat abatement plan by
providing support for landholders protecting threatened species and ecological communities.

There are many diverse views within the broader community, including Indigenous
communities, on the value of feral pigs, and these may also vary within groups over time or
location (See Background document for detail). Further understanding on how these values
may be respected while also undertaking appropriate feral pig management is needed.

It is also important to recognise the significant expertise some land managers, including
Indigenous land managers, have from many years of on-the-ground experience managing feral
pigs, and creating opportunities for the sharing, exchange and capturing of this knowledge.

’Prlorstyl Key Actioners
timeframe

Action 5.1: High Increased Formal vocational training TAFEs,
Increase priority. capability to courses (e.g. Certificate Ill in  universities,
delivery of manage feral  Vertebrate Pest Management) organisations
training Years 1-5.  pigsamongst  available in all states and delivering
courses and/or landholders territories. agricultural and
extension and land natural resource
programs to managers. Where records are available, = management
build feral pig : the ongoing delivery of advice (e.g.
management More feral pig  vertebrate pest management  Natural Resource
skills amongst management  information or training at Management,
landholders undertaken by  agricultural and town shows, Local Land
and land landholders field days and public meetings. Services, state
managers and land and territory
e managers. Ongoing access of feral pig government
Z;fg::%:o SSeR training material available on departments).
programs will the PestSmart Connect ‘ o
acquaint website Delivery of training
participants with: (http://www.pestsmart.org.au/)  takes place
: (developed by the Invasive formally through
e current Animals Cooperative Research courses or
humane feral Centre). workshops and
pig informally through
management agricultural and
products and town shows, field
techniques days and public
e relevant péiDs:
legislation,
including
animal welfare
legislation
e codes of
practice and
standard
operating
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Objective 6: Improve public awareness about feral pigs and the environmental
damage and problems they cause.

Most Australians now live in urban or semi-urban areas. They generally do not see feral pigs
and are rarely confronted by the damage and problems they cause. Consequently, most
Australians lack awareness of the feral pig problem, and may have no concept of the need for
feral pig control. It is important to improve public awareness about feral pigs and the
environmental damage and problems they cause, and the need for effective feral pig control
programs, to ensure there is lasting public support for management and research. This
includes emphasising the limited effectiveness of uncoordinated recreational hunting on long-
term, broad-scale feral pig control.

Feral pigs also impact on primary production through predation on livestock, damage to crops
and through harbouring diseases that may affect livestock. These diseases may also affect
humans and secondary impacts from feral pigs, such as water quality in supply catchments,
can also cause human health issues. While these are not the focus of this threat abatement
plan, educating people about these issues can lend support to feral pig control for biodiversity
outcomes.

Indigenous communities hold a range of values for feral pigs that are explored in some detail in
the Background document.

Feral pigs can be highly mobile, taking advantage of changes in environmental conditions or
changes in land management. The deliberate movement of feral pigs by people may also be a
contributing factor to their dispersal and abundance. Members of the public should be
encouraged to report new populations or significant changes in abundances of feral pigs to
assist with control actions, and to come forth with evidence that may assist agencies take
action against individuals who deliberately take feral pigs captive and release them elsewhere.

. Priority/ Key

Action timeframe Actioners
Action 6.1: Develop and Low Greater public Media monitoring Australian,
deliver a public priority. awareness of the shows an state and
education program environmental increase in territory
about feral pigs and the Years 1-5. damage feral pigs  stories/articles or biosecurity
environmental damage cause, and the awareness of the agencies.
and problems they problems feral pigs  feral pig problem.
cause. cause to both the Specific

environment and AND/OR control

Raising public awareness primary producers. programs
of feral pigs is necessary. Public surveys on should deliver
Where opportunities arise, Public support is the environment  education in
such as in conjunction forthcoming for indicate an local areas as
with feral pig management funding feral pig awareness of the appropriate.
programs or as a control programs. feral pig problem.
component of a broader
program raising
awareness of

invasive/feral animals
generally, a public
education campaign can
be run.
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Cost anticipated or known at time of

Action Comments

TAP development for action times

Research projects, $250,000 annually per researcher.
including

development of new

control tools and

models

Estimated $200,000 over

Social research into $200,000 including community

barriers for pig engagement. whole of TAP (nationally;
control 5 years).

Prioritisation of pig $100,000 for initial regional reviews of Estimated $800,000 plus
control areas areas per state/territory. additional funding for finer

scale prioritisation over whole
of TAP (nationally; 5 years).

Development of $50,000 per state/territory. Estimated $300,000 over

coordinated whole of TAP (nationally;
reporting 5 years).

mechanisms

Development of $10,000 for each regional plan. Estimated $200,000 for
management plans 20 regions.

Community $200,000 per state/territory for general Estimated $1.2 million per
education promotion per year. This amount may statefterritory over 5 years.

decline as material can be reused and
education levels rise.

Training $10,000 to $100,000 to develop different Estimated $250,000 over

materials and programs. whale of TAP (nationally;
$2,000 to $100,000 for delivery. 5 years).
Estimated over $300,000
over whole of TAP

(nationally; 5 years).

This threat abatement plan provides a framework for undertaking targeted priority actions.
Budgetary and other constraints may affect the achievement of the objectives of this plan, and
as knowledge changes, proposed actions may need to be modified over the life of the plan.
Australian Government funds may be available to implement key national environmental
priorities, such as relevant actions listed in this plan and actions identified in regional natural
resource management plans.

3.3 Evaluating implementation of the plan

In many situations it may be difficult to assess directly the effectiveness of the plan in abating
the impacts of feral pigs on Australia’s biodiversity. However, performance indicators have
been provided against each of the objectives to provide an indication of the level of threat
abatement that has been achieved.

Measurements in the improvement of threatened species populations or conditions can be
monitored, particularly where the primary threat is feral pig predation (e.g. percentage of
marine turtle nests not preyed upon and hatching successfully). However, in many situations,
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(a)
(b)

(c)

state the estimated duration and cost of the threat abatement process; and

identify organisations or persons who will be involved in evaluating the
performance of the threat abatement plan; and

specify any major ecological matters (other than the species or communities
threatened by the key threatening process that is the subject of the plan) that will
be affected by the plan’s implementation.

(5) Subsection (4) does not limit the matters that a threat abatement plan may include.

Section 274 Scientific Committee to advise on plans

(1)  The Minister must obtain and consider the advice of the Scientific Committee on:

(a)
(b)

the content of recovery and threat abatement plans; and

the times within which, and the order in which, such plans should be made.

(2) Ingiving advice about a recovery plan, the Scientific Committee must take into account
the following matters:

(a)

(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
()

the degree of threat to the survival in nature of the species or ecological community
in question;

the potential for the species or community to recover,;

the genetic distinctiveness of the species or community;

the importance of the species or community to the ecosystem;
the value to humanity of the species or community;

the efficient and effective use of the resources allocated to the conservation of
species and ecological communities.

(3) Ingiving advice about a threat abatement plan, the Scientific Committee must take into
account the following matters:

(a)

(b)
(c)

the degree of threat that the key threatening process in question poses to the
survival in nature of species and ecological communities;

the potential of species and ecological communities so threatened to recover;

the efficient and effective use of the resources allocated to the conservation of
species and ecological communities.
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Species or
Community Name

Potorous longipes
(Long-footed Potoroo)

Caladenia arenaria
(Sand-hill Spider-
orchid)

Caladenia atroclavia

(Black-clubbed Spider-

orchid)

Catadenia dorrionii
(Cossack Spider-
orchid)

Caladenia elegans
(Elegant Spider-or-
chid)

Calagonia hoffmanii

Caladenia tessellata
(Thick-lipped Spider-
orchid, Daddy Long-
legs)

Caladenia wanosa
(Kalbarri Spider-
orchid)

Caladenia winfieldii
(Majestic Spider-
orchid)

Caladenia
haringtoniae

Diuris lunculata
(Small Snake Orchid,
Two-leaved Golden
Moths, Golden Moths,

Cowslip Orchid, Snake

Orchid)

30 |

EPBC Sta-
tus

Endangered

Endangered

Endangered

Endangered

Endangered

Endangered

Vulnerable

Vulnerable

Endangered

Vulnerable

Endangered l

Grouping?

Marsupial

Orchid

Orchid

Orchid

. Orchid

Orchid
Orchid

Orchid

Orchid

Orchid

Orchid

Confidence

Perceived

Perceived

Known

Perceived

Some
Known,
Some
Perceived

Perceived

Potential

Known

Known

Known

disease transmission by feral pigs (Sus scrofa) (2017)

Comments
(may be regionally focussed)

Threat of competition with feral pigs.

There may ... be consumption of the tubers by various
animals, such as feral pigs.

Main identified threat to C. atroclavia is feral pigs (Sus
scrofa).

Main potential threats to cossack spider-orchid include
grazing and disturbance by kangaroos and feral pigs.
Feral pigs have also caused significant disturbance in
the past through diggings and trampling to the habitat
at one population.

Feral pig activity has been observed in most
populations. As well as grazing the orchids themselves,
feral pigs can destroy the underground tubers of the
orchid and also affect the growth of symbiotic fungi that
are essential for germination and for providing starches
for the plant (Hoffman and Brown, 1998).

Main potential threats include feral pigs (Sus scrofa).

Main identified threats include substrate disturbance by
feral pigs (Sus scrofa).

[Feral pigs are] ... affecting the growth of the symbiotic

* fungi essential for germination and starch provision to

the plant.

Two remaining populations are threatened by feral
pigs.

Other identified threats include grazing by feral pigs.

Threat of grazing and/or habitat degradation by feral
pigs.
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