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1.

Executive summary

1.1.

1.2.

1.2.1.

1.2.2.

Who we are

The Victorian National Parks Association (VNPA) is one of Victoria’s leading nature
conservation organisations. It is an independent, non-profit, membership-based group,
which for 70 years has existed to protect Victoria’s unique natural environment and
biodiversity through the establishment and effective management of national parks,
conservation reserves and other measures.

The Grassy Plains Network represents land management professionals, academics,
ecologists and community members concerned about the ongoing decline of grassy
ecosystems across Melbourne and its surrounds. We advocate for improved grassland
protection and management. We are part of the VNPA.

Key points

Business as usual doesn’t work

We welcome this draft and note its considerable importance as a guide for protecting one
of Australia’s most endangered ecosystems.

Itis important to acknowledge that there is nothing really new in the draft Recovery Plan’s
actions as it currently stands. Given that Grassy Eucalypt Woodland continues to decline
in extent and quality, we must recognise that business as usual doesn’t work. To that end,
we urge that this Recovery Plan include more substantive actions and greater detail, to
ensure we can move beyond the current failures.

We also suggest that the draft Recovery Plan stresses the urgency of action required to
save this ecosystem, especially its high-quality remnant patches.

We recommend that the Recovery Plan include the following three key matters:

1. Action to establish a VVP recovery team that encompasses this community the
temperate grassland community and associated listed taxa. This is crucial.
Without a Recovery Team, there will not be the overall coordination required to
bring about the necessary change across the many tenures and stakeholders.

2. Support for a coordinator role. Having such a position funded would make a
substantial change to the likelihood of genuine recovery occurring.

3. Establishment of a dedicated VVP threatened community conservation fund that
could support ongoing conservation actions. Again, funding is critical. It creates
confidence and the capacity to undertake long-term actions that can lead to
genuinely good outcomes.

Actions, priorities, costings, timeframes and responsibilities

The recovery Plan should include priorities, costings, timeframes and responsibilities. Its
general “menu” format does not well serve the goals of the Recovery Plan. As such, Table
1 in the Actions section needs significant revision. For example, it:

o Does not relate directly to the priority actions listed under each objective
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o Does not prioritise the actions

o Includes many additional or un-related actions

o Is not specific

o Does not have performance criteria for each action.
o Has no costings

o Has no timeframes.

e The list of High Priority populations or sites under particular pressure seems quite vague
and is potentially out of date. More specific detail is needed to help inform recovery.

e As an example, the actions to help enhance protection of the remaining Grassy Eucalypt
Woodland patches should be split by tenure and land manager and linked to more direct
actions and outcomes.

e We suggest that the National Recovery Plan for the Spiny Rice-flower (Pimelea spinescens
subsp. spinescens) be used as a good model for further development of this draft Recovery
Plan.

Strategy 1: Protecting and managing all populations and habitats

This strategy mainly consists of two dimensions - to secure populations or habitat from incompatible use and catastrophic loss (protect); and to
appropriately manage threats to all populations and habitat to maintain or improve extent and condition of habitat and genetic integrity (manage) at
local, regional and landscape scales

Table 2 Actions to ensure all Spiny Rice-flower populations and habitat are adequately protected and managed (Strategy 1).

Actlan Action Actlon Detalls Performance criterla Potential partners

No.

11 Determine population sizes and Monitor population and maintain a state-wide census of All known populations accurately  «  Local, State and Commonwaalth
trends and establish a state-wide  numbers, localities, and trends. Subsequently, undertake a  assessed and mapped. Planning and Ervironment
database. blogeographic and populstion classification (based on Conservation prioritisation Departments

regions, genetics, minimum pepulation size, and framework {including priority sites  »  Pimelea spinescens Recovery Team
reservation potential) to determine priority site and
If applicable) is established for all ®  Trustfor Nature (TIN)
prioritise resource allocation for recovery actions (see known populations to inform the
Action 1.7 and 2.2) management action. = National Reserve System (NRS)
= Private conservation organisations

12 Review the land tenure of allsites  tdentity changes in land tenure of all public stes* and All populations have Land tenure ®  Local, State and Commaonwialth
and determine the conservation target sites to provide increased security for the that provides protection Planning and Environment
action of all populations, population. |*"Including consideration of reservation for Departments

particularly those on public sites.  conservation purposes, where consistent with Australio’s

Pimelea spinescens Recovery Team
Strategy for the Notionol Reserve System 2009-2030) i L

TN
Natural Reserve System
Private conservation organisations

LRI

13 Implement a strategic program of  In collabaration with TIN, DEECA and NRS, the Recovery ®  Local, State and Commonwealth
COVENANtIng private progerty Team implements a strategic program of covenanting Planning and Environment
sites. Spiny Rice-flower populations on private property sites. Departments

Conservation land handed over to councils [established
under Sect. 173 agreements) could be upgraded to TIN
covenants to ensure they are permanently protected.

Pimelea spinescens Recovery Team

LGAs

TEM and other private conservation
organisations

-
*  Parks Victoria
.
.

®  Private individuals

Sample of table of actions from the National Recovery Plan for the Spiny Rice-flower (Pimelea

spinescens subsp. spinescens.

e We suggest the following diagram of program logic serves as a general example of how a
hierarchy of priorities can be logically developed.
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Single authority
established to co-ordinate
recovery/monitor and
report.

Grassland/Grassy Woodland
protected area program uses
best avail. tools (purchase,
binding agreement, acquisition)
o secure current and potential
high-medium guality sites across
their range supported by a
Critical Habitat determination.

Private and public grassland and
GrassyWoodland remnants
improving in condition.

Comprehensive inventory
& mapping of all remaining
sites, their status & their
management
reguirements

Sites with potential to
become large scale
reserves identified.

Victorian planning provisions
speifically protect grassland
remnants and exclude trade-offs

EXCEPL iN EXTTEME Circumstances.

All medium to high guality
grassland sites protected from
development and accidental
loss.

Integrated, centralized
management system
(database) supporting
ecosystem model,
operational planning,
monitoring and reporting
with each site assigneda
senior responsible person.

Grassland/Grassy Woedland
restoration program supported
by high volume nursery
production; weedand pest
animal eradication program,
activities to reinstate ecosystem
processes incl. ecological fire
regimes, cultural burning.

Private landholders are active
participants ingrassland and
grassywoodiand conservation

Ecologicallyviable (large,
manageable), protected
grasslandand grassy woodland
reserves across the natural
distribution of grasslands/grassy
woodlands with a target of x
reserves by 202X

Community education program
including support for immediate
neighbors of, friends of and
citizenscience networks.

A network of grassland /Grassy
‘Woodland reserves of various
sizes inthe public reserve
system supplemented by
protected areas on other land.

All medium to high quality
remnant grasslands and grassy
woodlands identified, protected
and managed appropriately.

Minimize accidental losses —
communication, signage/fencing
& penalties.

Co-ordinated action by a diverse
range of organizations withan
interest insaving native
grasslands and grassy
‘woodlands.

All threatened grassland flora
and fauna species achieve their
action statement outcome.

Dedicated resources to supgort management actions. Fundraising.

Grassland management science program pilots, tests and adjusts restoration and management protocols.

Increased knowledge of restoration & reintroduction requiremants & techniques — demonstration sites

1.2.3.

1.2.4,

Example of program logic that intends to show how actions flow logically to achieve the desired
outcomes for grasslands and gassy woodlands. From Western (Basalt) Plains Grasslands and Grassy
Woodlands Draft action statement, 21 November 2022 (Stephen Platt, DEECA, p. )

We would like to see more recognition of the importance of community engagement.

We would also like to see further emphasis on improving the extent of Grassy Eucalypt
Woodland as well as its quality.

The Melbourne Strategic Assessment

A major oversight is the lack of any detailed commentary on the Melbourne Strategic
Assessment, which has promised delivery of a 1200 ha Grassy Eucalypt Woodland reserve
(GEWR) but over 15 years has to date only successfully reserved a few dozen hectares.

This comprehensive failure was recently highlighted in the Strategic Audit of the
Implementation of Melbourne Strategic Assessment Conservation Outcomes 2024
Report, by the Commissioner for Environmental Sustainability.

Changes to the listing advice for Grassy Eucalypt Woodland

The listing advice hampers recovery of this ecological community by strictly limiting its
distribution to the Victorian Volcanic Plain.

The draft Recovery Plan should include an action seeking to amend the Listing Advice to
possibly include the Dundas Tablelands and the land designated as the Melbourne
Strategic Assessment Grassy Eucalypt Woodland Investigation Area.

Draft Grassy Plains Network and VNPA response to:

National Recovery Plan for Grassy Eucalypt Woodland 18/12/2025 4



1.2.5.

1.2.6.

1.2.7.

Further context

No specific information is provided about the scale of loss since European settlement —
estimated to be 97% in the Listing Advice, Table 3 and text. It could be useful to prioritise
an action that focuses on a better determination of the extent and quality of Grassy
Eucalypt Woodland.

The draft Recovery Plan includes no detail relating to land tenure of remaining mapped
Grassy Eucalypt Woodland to help inform recovery actions and priorities. For example,
Trust for Nature estimated that 92% of the remaining extent of Grassy Eucalypt Woodland
occurs on freehold land (Trust for Nature Statewide Conservation Plan 2013, Table 11).
Despite this heavy weighting towards private land., the draft Recovery Plan only includes
generic references to protection and enhancement actions on private land.

In addition

While this draft Recovery Plan references and has substantially drawn on the previous
work of the National Recovery Plan for the Natural Temperate Grassland of the Victorian
Volcanic Plain and the Grassy Eucalypt Woodland of the Victorian Volcanic Plain (DSE
2013), it would be respectful to acknowledge that report’s authors, Vanessa Craigie and
Melissa Doherty.

Further minor responses are included as comments in the attached pdf copy of the draft
Recovery Plan.

Text from 2014 recovery Plan to include

From: 1.1 Land tenure and use

Land use throughout the VVP is based on agriculture, especially sheep grazing.
Cropping has become increasingly important in many parts of the bioregion, as has
the development of softwood and hardwood (especially Blue Gum) plantations. The
far eastern end of the VVP is utilised for urban and industrial purposes, which are
continuing to expand. About 95% of land is in private ownership.

From: Action 3.1 - Review of the communities’ key diagnostic characteristics

Since the production of the listing advice for the Grassy Eucalypt Woodland (TSSC
2009a), several additional EVCs have been suggested for inclusion within the
ecological community. Benchmarks for the following EVC indicate they have the
appropriate canopy species and percentage canopy cover, and the species commonly
present in these EVC are also typical of the Grassy Woodland:

EVC 68 Creekline Grassy - 4179 ha of this EVC currently mapped across the
Woodland entire VVP

EVC 175 Grassy Woodland - 2924 ha mapped across the entire VVP

EVC 203 Stony Rises - 26,358 ha mapped in the central and far west of
Woodland the VVP, but should be included only where the

understorey meets the condition thresholds (i.e.
excluding areas dominated by Bracken Fern)
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EVC 642 Basalt Shrubby - 1496 ha mapped in the far west of the VVP
Woodland

EVC 894 Scoria Cone - 764 ha mapped across the entire VVP
Woodland

From: 9. Biodiversity Benefits

In general, the habitat management requirements for threatened fauna (e.g. Eastern
Barred Bandicoot, Striped Legless Lizard) are sympathetic with those for associated
native flora species and communities (e.g. ecological burning, pest plant and animal
control). Use of poison baits to control exotic predators may potentially impact on
exotic non-target species (e.g. domestic dogs and cats), but responsible pet ownership
would limit exposure to baits. Management of biomass levels will need to be
determined on a site-by-site basis, to ensure that the method and timing of biomass
removal has a positive or at least a negligible adverse impact on the lifecycles of
coexisting flora and fauna.

For threatened flora, the germination and cultivation techniques developed during
the recovery phase may be of use for other threatened taxa elsewhere in south-
eastern Australia, particularly those species with similar life forms and/or flowering
responses. For instance, the mycorrhizal fungus associated with Basalt Greenhood has
been found to effectively germinate seed of the nationally threatened Gorae Leek-
orchid and Scented Leek-orchid, representing a major breakthrough in Prasophyllum
ex-situ propagation and cultivation techniques (Vicek and Pritchard 2010).

From: 12 Social and Economic Impacts

Numerous social benefits will flow from building and maintaining relationships with a
diverse array of stakeholders through the implementation of this Recovery Plan:

o Fulfilment of broad community expectations for the maintenance of biodiversity,
and the long-term protection of the Grassland and Grassy Woodland for the
enjoyment of present and future Australians.

o Informing and supporting community groups like Indigenous traditional owners
and custodians, environmental-based and agricultural-based networks with a
passion for protecting and restoring natural landscapes, while fostering a sense of
pride in their contribution to conservation programs.

o Acknowledgement and respect of the various Indigenous communities on the VVP
and their history, with on-going connections to traditional lands and cultural
practices including NRM.

o Identification of landholder motivations and the range extension measures
required to effectively educate landholders in wider conservation issues (i.e. a
consistent message across various sources); that inspires positive changes in
landholder perceptions and actions regarding biodiversity conservation (e.g. Ipsos
2007).

o Demonstrating sustainable farm practices and the value of ecosystem services,
while enhancing the long-term productivity of agricultural systems to hand to
following generations of farmers.

o Addressing landholder/farmer concerns about the control of weeds and other
pests.
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o Negotiating with private landholders to adopt voluntary conservation measures for
sites with populations of threatened species and ecological communities.

o Negotiating with public land managers such as CMA, LGA, and various water, road,
rail, and cemetery authorities to adopt best practice management guidelines, or
supported by legal instruments such as Public Authority Management Agreements,
for the protection of key sites and populations.

o Promoting the work of community-based organisations, such as the CFA who by
conducting fuel reductions burns are helping to protect local communities from
fire, as well as providing ecological benefits for grasslands.

o Any protection measures required at sites (e.g. fencing, signage, track closures) will
generally have minimal impact on current recreational activities.

o Improving the intrinsic natural values and visual amenity enjoyed by visitors to such
areas and increasing opportunities for tourism and education.

The negative social impacts are mostly associated with the restriction of rural and
residential, agricultural and infrastructure development on land containing
threatened populations or ecological communities:

o Where any alteration or rejection of development proposals under the P&E Act or
the EPBC Act will prevent or reduce the delivery of essential services that are
required by the community, although the extent of this impact will vary from site
to site and will depend upon the location and type of the proposed development.
For example, developments that include the construction of roads, irrigation
channels, the alteration of flooding regimes, or the allocation of water resources
can impact on habitat for Growling Grass Frog (Clemann and Gillespie 2010).

o Where there is a need to conserve remnant grasslands on cemeteries, this may
limit the availability of burial plots.

o The way some reserves are managed in relation to public recreational activities
may also be affected. Forinstance, restrictions on companion animals and leashing
laws around areas utilised by Southern Brown Bandicoot may influence the use of
such areas by the community (Brown and Main 2010).

From: 12.2 Economic Impacts

The recovery actions stated in this Recovery Plan may have various economic
implications. The following consequences are primarily related to the establishment
of a network of reserves or managed lands for the long-term conservation of the
ecological communities and associated threatened species:

o Land acquisitions or changes to proposed developments under the P&E Act have
implications for government authorities, land holders, developers and parties
serviced by the land and/or development (DEC 2006). Habitat conservation may
increase restrictions on particular land-uses such as reduced grazing opportunities,
or prevent some agricultural enterprises from converting to cropping or introduced
pastures.

o Adequate protection and conservation of critical habitat, that is also prime land for
development, will be expensive to acquire for the parks and reserve system (Carter
2010b, Robertson and Evans 2008, Robertson and Smith 2010). The need to
establish buffer zones around critical habitat may also cause a trade-off in
economic returns (Baker-Gabb 2002).
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Population protection and threat mitigation can be expensive due to the extent of
threats (e.g. weed diversity and coverage), and the on-going need for management
(e.g. fox baiting programs).

Reserve management costs are likely to be much high per unit area due to the
patchy quality and degraded condition of many remaining sites. Remnants are
often isolated and so present logistical issues, such as the distance and time to
travel to sites.

Surveying for the presence of threatened species can be costly and time consuming,
and access to private lands for this purpose is sometimes problematic. Therefore,
it may not be practical to survey all potential sites and habitats within the time
frame of this Recovery Plan. Conservation agencies should use all other means at
their disposal for obtaining this information, including the survey work undertaken
by consultants and students, and then incorporate this information into the
databases of conservation agencies (Robertson and Evans 2008, Robertson and
Smith 2010) such as Flora Information System ABC.

Some of the costs of retaining native grasslands on farms include lower economic
returns, a decrease in pasture production over winter, under-employed resources,
and research and marketing needs to establish and run new enterprises
(Crosthwaite 1997).

There are also considerable costs involved in establishing a grassland restoration
industry, including the need to purchase or retire farmland, develop specialist
equipment for soil bed preparation, sowing and harvesting, along with procuring
sufficient seed sources and the skilled labour required. But this initial significant
investment would reduce the long-term costs of restoration, which are required if
large tracts of Grassland and Grassy Woodland are to be created on the VVP, and
elsewhere (P. Gibson-Roy, pers. comm. August 2010).

However, there are considerable economic benefits to also take into account:

O

Many populations of threatened species or remnants of the ecological
communities are at sites (e.g. parks and reserves) where management for
biodiversity conservation is already a high priority (Brown and Main 2010, Duncan
2009, Sinclair 2009, Sinclair 2010).

An asset-based approach is normally taken by NRM agencies, where a cost-benefit
analysis can reveal the greatest biodiversity outcomes for the least investment.
Management efforts that take a whole-of-ecosystem perspective naturally tend to
benefit numerous co-existing species.

Current extant sites represent long established populations, indicating that past
management regimes had minimal impact, so it is probably not necessary to alter
these management practices and thus the economic burden is likely to be minimal
(DEC 2006).

Protection measures such as providing information to managers, erection and
maintenance of fencing and signposts can generally be achieved at minimal cost
(Carter 2009).

Financial and other incentives are available through various schemes run by
regional NRM authorities to assist conservation measures. These funds provide
assistance and help offset costs associated with protection (e.g. fencing, signage),
and/or reduced grazing opportunities. On the VVP, “Plains Tender” (a version of
the “Bush Tender” program) operates whereby private landholders establish their
own price for management services they are prepared to offer to improve their
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native vegetation. Landholders whose bids offer the best value for money will
receive periodic payments for their management services over a five-year contract.
Some LGA (e.g. Melton, Hume) also have rate rebate schemes for landholders who
undertake weed control.

o Visitors to these natural areas provide economic benefits for the local districts
(Baker-Gabb 2002, Clemann and Gillespie 2010), and the landscape amenity can
also help increase property re-sale values.

o Other economic benefits of maintaining native grasslands on farms include: their
low use of inputs such as fertilisers, enhanced response to summer rain, improved
animal health, reduced need for supplementary feeding, production of finer wool,
reduced drought risk, reduced fire risk, enhanced land and water protection,
improved human health through reduced use of chemicals and reduced stress,
opportunities for new farming enterprises such as seed collection and native plant
harvesting, and enhanced opportunities for recreation, tourism, and biodiversity
conservation (Crosthwaite 1997).

o Finally, any investment in the protection and enhancement of the Grassland and
the Grassy Woodland will be more than compensated by the value of the
ecosystem services provided, including:
= Habitat for beneficial native species — woodland birds, bats, predatory insects

(which control pest insects) and native insects (for pollination of crops)
= Maintenance of soil structure, fertility and prevention of erosion
=  Contribution to the maintenance of water quality
= Assisting in the prevention of soil and water salinity
=  Provision of a carbon sink
= Shade and shelter for crops and livestock
= Drought resistant, low-input grazing resources
=  Provision of resources for the apiary industry
= Asource of seeds for regeneration
=  Maintenance of wild gene pool.

From: Appendix 6.2 Management Practices Essential to the Maintenance and/or Improvement of
the Grassland and Grassy Woodland

Decision makers should consider the site management practices in Table 19 below,
when assessing the potential impact of developments on the Grassland and Grassy
Woodland.

These practices provide for the on-going survival and reproduction of the flora and
fauna species which comprise the ecological communities. Development activities
which will potentially lead to a change in any one of these conditions within, or
adjacent to, an area of the listed ecological communities could have a significant
impact. Such developments require referral for assessment and approval under the
EPBC Act.

Many of the impacts associated with development activities can be reduced if they
are considered at the planning stage. Impacts can be limited by ensuring that
developments are restricted to previously cleared land and/or degraded sites,
providing adequate buffers are in place between urban/rural residential/agricultural
development and remnant vegetation, and/or placing controls on the ownership of
domestic pets in subdivisions that adjoin remnants.
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Ecological burning may be considered as the preferred form of biomass management
in many instances. General recommendations for burning are provided in Table 19,
but a number of factors need to be considered:

o Implementation of ecological burns needs to take into account site-specific aspects,
such as annual rainfall, soil fertility, amount of biomass, presence of fire-sensitive
species, and previous management history. Timing of any proposed burn also
needs to be considered.

o Frequency of ecological burns within the Grassland should occur about every two
to five years, depending on local conditions. Two years is regarded by some
workers as being too frequent, but many linear reserves receive two-year burning
cycles, depending on biomass and have not been shown to experience deleterious
effects (A. Arnold pers. comm. 2009). In some sites with high rainfall and soil
productivity, even annual burns have been shown to have little negative impact
(Wong and Morgan 2007; Henderson 1999), as soil surface heating is much briefer
and lower in annually burnt sites than in less frequently burnt ones (Morgan 1999).
Fires more than five years apart are too infrequent to maintain survival of
Kangaroo Grass and general flora species diversity (McDougall 1989, Lunt and
Morgan 1999, 2001).

o Fire frequency, if proposed for Grassy Woodland, will require individual
prescriptions depending on the vegetation type and fauna present. Particular
attention will also need to be given to the weed burden of a site and whether that
will increase the fire intensity and adversely impact the woody vegetation.

o Timing of ecological burns should be determined by the need to minimise adverse
impacts on the native species present at the site. For example, spring burns may
be used to eliminate seed set by early flowering weed species, without necessarily
affecting native species. But spring to early summer burns will disadvantage
animals such as the Striped Legless Lizard, which require vegetation cover and soil
cracks to escape from predators, or ground-dwelling birds such as the Red-chested
Button-quail (Turnix pyrrhothorax) when they are nesting and raising chicks.
Striped Legless Lizards require autumn burns when they become less active above-
ground and the soil cracks are still open (O’Shea 2005). Therefore, fires must be
planned on a site by site basis to avoid sensitive stages in the lifecycles of both flora
and fauna species, while taking into account seasonal variability such as very wet
years or long drought.

o Burning should take place in favourable weather conditions, resulting in a burn of
the desired intensity (i.e. “hot” versus “cool” burns), and speed (i.e. the fire moves
at a speed that still enables fauna to escape). Land managers may need to consider
that hot fires might kill senescing Kangaroo Grass tussocks or wildflower seedlings
that are still struggling after severe summer conditions, and hold off on doing a
burn until after break-of-season rain to reduce the fire intensity.

o Where logistically possible, burning should be undertaken in a mosaic or patchy
fashion, to retain a suitable proportion of undisturbed fauna habitat. Varying age
structures of vegetation are associated with higher species diversity. Narrow strip
burning has been applied to the grasslands of the Hamilton Community Parklands
to enable any Eastern Barred Bandicoots time to escape the fire prior to the next
strip being lit up (Y. Ingeme pers.comm. 2011).

o Fuel breaks should be designed to limit any clearance of native vegetation and
prevent weed invasion. Mown or slashed firebreaks are less detrimental to
biodiversity values than ploughed mineral-earth firebreaks, but on the other hand,
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a maintained bare earth or sealed break can provide a barrier to weed invasion
from adjacent weedy areas. Often fuel breaks are established within native
vegetation on roadsides and rail reserves, whereas it would be far more
advantageous for biodiversity outcomes to establish such breaks in non-native
vegetation on the adjacent private land.

o Risks to other assets adjacent to the burn, such as fences and other infrastructure
should be managed and smoke minimised as far as possible. It is essential to fully
communicate to neighbours the intent and benefits of ecological burns and
associated reduction in fuel loads.

Table 19 - General management recommendations

Maintain or improve
soil conditions

Avoid physical disturbance (e.g. cultivation, ripping,
excavation, rock removal).

Avoid chemical changes (e.g. use of fertilisers or soil
ameliorants).

Avoid soil compaction from vehicles/machinery or stock
camps.

Maintain or improve
drainage conditions/
existing hydrological
regime

Do not direct run-off (from roads, urban developments,
contour banks) into remnant areas.

Do not divert existing run-on from remnant areas (e.g.
diversion drains).

Control exotic plant
introductions

Prevent the deliberate introduction of exotic pasture
species (i.e. pasture improvement).

Prevent the introduction of non-indigenous native
species.

Ensure machinery hygiene protocols are implemented to
prevent the spread of weeds.

Prevent the stockpiling of topsoil or overburden within
remnant areas.

Implement a weed control program to control weed
invasion, wildlings from adjacent tree plantings (e.g.
Radiata Pine) and garden escapees.

Quarantine stock in weed free areas prior to moving
them into native pastures.

Avoid inappropriate
native tree planting

Do not plant trees/shrubs in grassland sites.

Plant trees/ shrubs from local provenance seed (where
practicable and subject to the viability of available seed).
Plant trees and shrubs at natural grassy woodland
densities.

Draft Grassy Plains Network and VNPA response to:
National Recovery Plan for Grassy Eucalypt Woodland 18/12/2025 11




Maintain or improve
connectivity

Ensure existing links are maintained between Grassland
and Grassy Woodland remnants and/or between other
native vegetation types, for example shrubland,
woodland, forest, riparian and/or wetlands.

Widen linear grassland remnants by purchasing or
retiring adjacent farm land.

Maintain sunlight
levels

Prevent changes which will result in prolonged shading
(e.g. buildings, dense tree plantings).

Maintain or improve
structural diversity

Within Grassland remnants, remove excessive
regeneration of tree and shrub seedlings or colonising
woodland species.

Within Grassy Woodland remnants, achieve the
preferred tree density by either thinning of excessive
tree regeneration, or by preventing the removal of
regenerating trees

Prevent firewood collection or the “tidying up” of fallen
dead logs.

Prevent the removal of standing dead hollow trees.
Prevent the collection or “tidying up” of basalt rocks.

Ensure adequate
buffers are retained

Protect areas of Grassland and Grassy Woodland from
adjacent land use (e.g. urban and agricultural
development) that may potentially impact on its
integrity.

Minimise chemical
use

Limit weed control to selective techniques (spot-
spraying, basal spraying, wick-wiping, stem injection or
cut and paint application methods).

Avoid overspray and minimise impacts on non-target
species.

Monitor treated areas to ensure weeds do not establish
on any resultant bare patches.

Implement strategic
grazing

Limit grazing as far as possible to degraded areas.
Ensure remnant areas are rested at appropriate times,
for example when perennial native ground cover species
are flowering and seeding.
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Implement
appropriate burning
regimes

For grassland remnants dominated by Kangaroo Grass,
burn approximately every 2-5 years in late summer/
autumn to maintain floristic diversity and seed
incorporation into soil seedbank. (Burning regimes will
depend on the floristic composition of a remnant or
individual species requirements.)

Burn in mosaics (i.e. burning small areas at staggered
intervals) to allow survival of soil and ground fauna
(including invertebrates, amphibians and reptiles) and
promote diversity in the states of the ecological
communities.

Consider timing of burns in relation to the flowering and
seeding of native and exotic species, the habitat needs
of native ground fauna and the responses of fire-
adapted weeds (e.g. Chilean Needle-grass).

Avoid inappropriate
mowing/slashing

If mowing/slashing is used to reduce biomass within
remnants, it should be carried out in a mosaic pattern to
allow for the retention of refuges for tall tussock grasses,
regenerating overstorey and ground-layer dependent
fauna as well as habitat features (such as fallen logs,
litter).

Mower/slasher height should be set at a minimum of
10cm and preferably be delayed until the flowering and
seed set of native plants is completed.

Mown thatch should be removed so it will not smother
desirable flora. Care must be taken not to disturb the
soil profile during this exercise, or alternatively include
burning in the following year.

On roadsides, limit mowing/slashing to areas essential
for visibility and safety, unless mowing is approved as
biomass management tool. Mow from less weedy areas
into more weedy areas.

Ensure machinery hygiene protocols are implemented to
avoid the spread and introduction of weeds.

Minimise the number of times the area is slashed a year
as regular slashing will lead to a shift in species
composition to an increase in abundance of weeds such
as those with flat rosettes.
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Control feral animals

Protect native fauna and flora populations by controlling
feral predators (i.e. foxes, cats) within and/or adjacent
to remnant areas.

Do not push fallen or felled timber or rocks into stacks or
windrows within remnant areas as these form harbours
for foxes, cats and rabbits.

Protect native flora by controlling feral herbivores
(rabbits, goats and deer).

If ripping is used to control rabbits within remnants,
ensure machinery hygiene procedures are applied, and
ripped areas are rehabilitated with grassland species and
monitored to prevent weed infestations. Do not rip
warrens in indigenous cultural heritage sites.

Restrict domestic
pets

Within and adjacent to remnants, prevent access by
domestic cats and dogs.

Avoid increasing the numbers of domestic pets in, and or
adjacent to, remnant areas.
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