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From: Alderman, Rachael <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au>
Sent: Tuesday, 25 August 2020 12:56 PM
To: Morton, Alastair; Suitor, Shaun; Chuter, Anne (FPA)
Cc: Crawford, Helen (DPIPWE)
Subject: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan - Latest Draft
Attachments: 1 - Public Comment 00 - Summary table and response for Tas.docx; 1 - Public 

Comment 19 - Tas Gov.pdf; 0 - Draft Swift Parrot Recovery Plan.docx

Hello, 

As per our discussion this morning Al and Shaun (and Anne, I will need to follow up with you with more 
detail) 

Attached is an early viewing of the: 

 Latest draft of the swift parrot recovery plan that the Dawe have recently updated to address all
the public comments received

 A copy of the Tasmanian Government submission for reference

 A summary of how the comments/questions in the Tasmanian Government submission have been
addressed in the latest draft.

I confess, I have yet to read over it and digest. 

The DAWE propose to run the new draft by the Recovery Team for fact checking before taking to their 
Threatened Species Scientific Committee for consideration.  

The TSSC will ultimately advise the AG Environment Minister whether to adopt this draft and therefore 
remake the Recovery Plan.  

Minister Ley will then write to all jurisdictional Environment Ministers inviting them to make this plan 
jointly with the Commonwealth.  

I thought best that we review at officer level now and understand if there would be any showstoppers 
from our various perspectives. Depending on where we land, I may then be able to relay this to the 
DAWE (again at officer level and making that clear) to see whether there is capacity to incorporate any 
minor changes at this late stage in the process, or, if we identify potential major changes, to 
understand/negotiate what the next steps to resolving this might be.  

I would imagine the AG and Tas Gov would prefer to make the plan jointly if agreement can be reached. 

Alternatively, we might think this has all been appropriately amended and I can indicate as such, and then 
we simply wait for the AG Minister to formally write to our Minister/s with the invitation and we will 
already be on the front foot with the advice that we would provide upwards.  

I will check back in with timeframes, but I think if we can provide informal feedback within the first week 
of September, that would be useful.  

Doable? 

Cheers 
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2

Rachael  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE AND DISCLAIMER:  
The information in this transmission may be confidential and/or protected by legal professional privilege, and is intended only for the person or persons to 
whom it is addressed. If you are not such a person, you are warned that any disclosure, copying or dissemination of the information is unauthorised. If you 
have received the transmission in error, please immediately contact this office by telephone, fax or email, to inform us of the error and to enable 
arrangements to be made for the destruction of the transmission, or its return at our cost. No liability is accepted for any unauthorised use of the information 
contained in this transmission.  
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4  Seeking the protection of all mature foraging trees on 

mainland Australia. 

Identifies deficiencies in legislation and forestry 

practices as the main causes of decline. 

Acknowledges the Sugar Glider as a threat to nesting 

Swift Parrots. 

The Department has strengthened the definition of ‘habitat 

critical to the survival’ to support the protection of 

mainland foraging habitat. 

Actions to address forestry practices and Sugar Glider 

predation included in the Actions section. 

5  Noted that Swift Parrots use Spotted Gum at Auburn 

Botanic Gardens, New South Wales.  

Advocated the need to retain and restore habitat across 

the species range.  

Spotted Gum has been identified as a key foraging 

species. 

Actions to retain and/or restore habitat have been 

included in the Actions section. 

6  Raised significant concerns with the draft recovery plan 

and its failure to adequately address forestry and land 

clearing. 

Seeks a better balance between Tasmanian and 

mainland threats and Actions. 

Concerned about changes to NSW’s forestry practices 

and land clearing legislation. Identifies the interaction 

between Regional Forestry Agreements and Swift 

Parrot breeding and non-breeding habitats as the main 

threat to the species. 

Seeking the protection of non-breeding areas, including 

mature foraging trees on mainland Australia. 

 

The Department has strengthened the definition of ‘habitat 

critical to the survival’ to support the protection of 

mainland foraging habitat. 

Habitat loss in the non-breeding range is reflected within 

the draft recovery plan. 

Actions strengthened to meet the Objective of the 

recovery plan. 

Actions revised where relevant. 
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7  Seeking the protection of all mature foraging trees on 

mainland Australia. 

Seeking stronger monitoring and compliance of 

protection measures. 

The Department has strengthened the definition of ‘habitat 

critical to the survival’ to support the protection of 

mainland foraging habitat. 

8  Notes that the distribution map, for breeding areas in 

Tasmania, does not reflect current information.  

Seeking to revise the description of foraging habitat in 

Tasmania. Recommends referring to the previous 

recovery plan. 

Requests that the definition of ‘habitat critical to the 

survival’ be redefined. Seeks to exclude eucalypt 

plantations from the definition of habitat critical to the 

survival. 

Identifies factual errors and typos in the draft recovery 

plan. 

Revises Actions in Strategy 1 and 2.  

Enhanced the description of breeding and foraging habitat 

in Tasmania.  

The Department has strengthened the definition of ‘habitat 

critical to the survival’ to support the protection of 

mainland foraging habitat. 

Corrected factual errors and revised Actions where 

appropriate. 

9  Notes the distribution map does not show suitable 

habitat in the Mt Lofty Ranges, South Australia. 

Corrected the South Australian departments name. 

Revised distribution map to include the Mt Lofty Ranges 

Corrected the Department’s name to the Department for 

Environment and Water 

10  Identifies missing information about NSW’s Integrated 

Forestry Operations Approval and its impact on Swift 

Parrots. 

Seeks to amend the draft Strategies. 

Revised text to include changes to NSW legislation. 

Revised Strategy 2 to include actions at the regional and 

local level. 
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Identifies the interaction between Regional Forestry 

Agreements and Swift Parrot breeding and non-

breeding habitats as the main threat to the species. 

Identifies NSW land clearing legislation as a major 

threat to Swift Parrots in non-breeding areas.  

Habitat loss in the non-breeding range is reflected within 

the draft recovery plan. 

11  Seeking the protection of all mature foraging trees on 

mainland Australia. 

Seeking the protection of all mature trees in Tasmania 

used for breeding. 

Supports actions to address Sugar Glider predation. 

Proposed amendments to draft Strategies 1, 2 and 3. 

Supported Strategies 3 – 7. 

The Department has strengthened the definition of ‘habitat 

critical to the survival’ to support the protection of 

mainland foraging habitat and breeding habitat. 

 

12  Supports the draft recovery plan and broadly agrees 

with the proposed Actions. 

Supports actions addressing Sugar Glider predation and 

habitat protection of nesting trees, particularly on Bruny 

and Maria Islands. 

Supports actions to determine breeding success and 

population monitoring. 

Highlights collisions with infrastructure and competition 

with Rainbow Lorikeets as potential threats. 

Provided additional references for review and 

incorporation.  

Revised text on threats to reflect comments. 

Added new references. 
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13  Notes that as currently drafted, the plan will not meet 

the stated objective. 

Highlights the threat of forestry in Tasmania and NSW 

and predation of Sugar Gliders. 

Suggests the 2011 Recovery Plan be updated and 

strengthened. 

Suggests that Regional Forestry Agreements be 

abolished. 

Seeks funding from the Commonwealth to support the 

Actions identified in the draft recovery plan.  

The Department has strengthened the definition of ‘habitat 

critical to the survival’ to support the protection of 

mainland foraging habitat and breeding habitat. 

Actions strengthened to meet the Objective of the 

recovery plan. 

New Actions, informed by the 2011 recovery plan, added 

to support the recovery of Swift Parrot. 

14  Highlights the urgent need for action to save the 

critically endangered Swift Parrot. 

Seeking to strengthen recovery actions identified in the 

draft recovery plan, including appropriate timeframes.  

Highlights the threat of forestry operations in Tasmania 

to the species. 

Seeks to identify, protect and manage all known 

breeding and foraging habitat to secure the species.  

The Department has strengthened the definition of ‘habitat 

critical to the survival’ to support the protection of 

mainland foraging habitat and breeding habitat. 

Actions strengthened to meet the Objective of the 

recovery plan. 

New Actions, informed by the 2011 recovery plan, added 

to support the recovery of Swift Parrot. 

15  Provides additional information on current threats to 

Swift Parrot. 

Suggests amendments to the recovery plan’s long-term 

vision and objective. 

Text updated to reflect new information of threats. 

The Department has strengthened the definition of ‘habitat 

critical to the survival’ to support the protection of 

mainland foraging habitat and breeding habitat. 
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Suggests amendments to draft Strategies. Supports 

Actions to address Sugar Glider predation. 

Acknowledges that the implementation of the recovery 

plan and recovery of the species will require 

participation from all jurisdictions, along with policy and 

legislative changes. 

Provided additional references for review and 

incorporation. 

Actions strengthened to meet the Objective of the 

recovery plan. 

Actions revised where relevant. 

 

16  Supported the need for a meaningful and robust 

recovery plan to save the species from extinction. 

Recommends numerous improvements to the draft 

recovery plan’s objectives, strategies and actions.  

Seeks to prioritise threats, particularly from forestry and 

Sugar Glider predation. 

Seeks a greater emphasis on the importance of lerp as 

a food resource in the non-breeding range. 

Seeks a stronger definition on ‘habitat critical to the 

survival’ of Swift Parrots. 

Provided additional text to better describe identified 

threats. 

Suggests amendments to the section describing 

duration and cost of the recovery plan. 

The recovery plan’s objectives, strategies and actions 

reviewed and revised as appropriate. 

The Department has strengthened the definition of ‘habitat 

critical to the survival’ to support the protection of 

mainland foraging habitat and breeding habitat. 

Text updated to reflect new information of threats. 

Recovery costings added. 

Other text amendments to improve the description of likely 

socio-economic impacts and affected interests.  
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Recommends a more realistic description of the likely 

social and economic considerations of the recovery 

plan. 

17  Recommends including industry representatives on the 

national recovery team. 

Disputes the fact that forestry operations and land 

clearing is having an impact on Swift Parrots. 

Identifies predation by Sugar Gliders as the primary 

threat to Swift Parrots and seeks to prioritise actions to 

address the predation risk.  

Provides minor comments on other threats identified in 

the draft recovery plan.  

Suggests minor amendments to Actions 2.2 and 2.3. 

 

The Department has strengthened the definition of ‘habitat 

critical to the survival’ to support the protection of 

mainland foraging habitat and breeding habitat. 

Text updated to reflect new information of threats. 

Actions revised where relevant. 

 

18  Suggests that the draft recovery plan is very Tasmanian 

focused. 

Recommends more research on the impact of Sugar 

Gliders on the mainland and loss of forest cover in the 

non-breeding range. 

Identifies accurate population estimates as a significant 

knowledge gap. 

Questions the cost of the recovery plan and how the 

Department will factor in climate change. 

Added additional information on mainland threat and 

important foraging habitats. 

Actions included to address the impacts of Sugar Gliders 

and assess population estimates.  
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8 

 

19 Joint submission from 

John Whittington, 

Secretary, Department of 

Primary Industries, Parks, 

Water and Environment, 

Tasmanian Government 

and, 

Kim Evans, Secretary, 

Department of State 

Growth, Tasmanian 

Government  

Broadly supportive of the draft recovery plan and its 

management aims. 

Seeks to be consulted on recovery plan costings. 

Identifies three recommendations for improvement, 

including: 

Improve habitat descriptions including terminology and 

definitions to reflect best available science; 

Update terminology to more accurately reflect recent 

and current management actions, including those 

relating to performance criteria; and 

Address the inaccurate representation of current 

management requirements, legislative processes, and 

relevant responsible authorities. 

The Department has strengthened the definition of ‘habitat 

critical to the survival’ to support the protection of 

mainland foraging habitat and breeding habitat. 

Text updated to reflect new information on threats and to 

correct inaccuracies. 

Actions revised where relevant. 

Costings have been included. 

20  Supportive of the draft recovery plan. 

Seeks to recognise the role of local natural resource 

management regional bodies in the conservation of 

biodiversity, in particular with private landholders. 

Added ‘Natural Resource Management bodies’ in the 

Actions tables as ‘Responsible Agencies or potential 

partners’  

21  Supportive of the draft recovery plan. 

Seeks to recognise the role of local natural resource 

management regional bodies in the conservation of 

biodiversity, in particular with private landholders. 

Added ‘Natural Resource Management bodies’ in the 

Actions tables as ‘Responsible Agencies or potential 

partners’ 
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22  Supportive of the draft recovery plan. 

Seeks to put NSW forestry arrangements into 

perspective and advise that the threat of harvesting in 

NSW is very low in comparison to other land clearing 

such as for urban expansion. The submission highlights 

the provisions for the protection and management of 

winter flowering eucalyptus species do exist along with 

a network of reserved connected corridors and large 

unavailable patches of the state forest estate. 

Identifies the time lag between sharing data captured by 

BirdLife Australia and making it available into NSW 

databases. 

Text updated to reflect new information on NSW forestry 

arrangements and to correct inaccuracies. 

Actions to share monitoring data included in the recovery 

plan. 

 

23  Largely supports the objectives, strategies and actions 

identified in the draft recovery plan. 

Noted that the overwhelming driver of the species 

decline is the impact of predation by Sugar Gliders and 

the availability of suitable tree hollows and flowering 

eucalypts. 

Noted that sex-specific predation by Sugar Gliders has 

led to changes in the Swift Parrot mating system and 

thus has negative impacts on both individual fitness and 

long-term population viability. 

Were alarmed that even with legislation designed to 

protect the species and conservation plans in place, the 

status of the swift parrot has worsened. 

The Department has strengthened the definition of ‘habitat 

critical to the survival’ to support the protection of 

mainland foraging habitat and breeding habitat. 

Text updated to reflect new information of threats and to 

correct inaccuracies. 

Actions revised where relevant. 

Costings have been included in the revised recovery plan. 
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10 

Urged all key land management agencies covering the 

species foraging, and especially the breeding habitat, 

need to adhere to the species’ management and 

conservation plans, this is especially relevant to logging 

of breeding habitat 

24  Identified predation by Sugar Gliders as the greatest 

short-term threat to Swift Parrots. 

Seeks a better balance between forestry operations and 

Sugar Glider predation in the Threats section. 

Suggested Strategy 3 be moved to Strategy 1 to reflect 

the greatest short-term threat. 

Supported Actions to address Sugar Glider predation. 

Suggested additional actions to address forest 

harvesting to be included in Strategy 2. 

 

Text updated to reflect new information of threats and to 

correct inaccuracies. 

Actions revised where relevant. 
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The Species Profile and Threats Database pages linked to this recovery plan is obtainable from:  

http://www.environment.gov.au/cgi-bin/sprat/public/sprat.pl  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

© Copyright Commonwealth of Australia, 2020. 

 
 

The National Recovery Plan for the Swift Parrot (Lathamus discolor) is licensed by the Commonwealth of 

Australia for use under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International licence with the exception of the 

Coat of Arms of the Commonwealth of Australia, the logo of the agency responsible for publishing the report, 

content supplied by third parties, and any images depicting people. For licence conditions see: 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.  

This report should be attributed as ‘National Recovery Plan for the Swift Parrot (Lathamus discolor), 
Commonwealth of Australia 2020’. 

The Commonwealth of Australia has made all reasonable efforts to identify content supplied by third parties 

using the following format ‘© Copyright, [name of third party] ’. 

 

Disclaimer  

While reasonable efforts have been made to ensure that the contents of this publication are factually correct, 

the Commonwealth does not accept responsibility for the accuracy or completeness of the contents, and shall 

not be liable for any loss or damage that may be occasioned directly or indirectly through the use of, or 

reliance on, the contents of this publication. 

Image credits  

Front Cover: Swift Parrot. (© Copyright, Chris Tzaros).  
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SUMMARY 
Swift Parrot (Lathamus discolor) 

Family: Psittacidae 

Current status of taxon:  
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Cwlth): Critically Endangered 

Nature Conservation Act 2014 (Australian Capital Territory): Critically Endangered 

Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016 (New South Wales): Endangered 

Nature Conservation Act 1992 (Queensland): Endangered 

National Parks and Wildlife Act 1972 (South Australia): Endangered 

Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 (Tasmania): Endangered 

Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988 (Victoria): Threatened 

 
IUCN Red List of Threatened Species: Critically Endangered 

 

Distribution and habitat:  

The Swift Parrot breeds mostly on the east and south-east coast of Tasmania during summer and 

migrates to mainland Australia in autumn. During winter the species disperses across forests and 

woodlands, foraging on nectar and lerps mainly in Victoria and New South Wales. Small numbers of 

Swift Parrots are also recorded in the Australian Capital Territory, south eastern South Australia and 

southern Queensland. The area occupied during the breeding season varies between years, 

depending on food availability, but is typically less than 500 km2.   

 

Recovery plan Vision, Objective and Strategies: 

Long-term Vision 

The Swift Parrot population has increased in size to such an extent that the species no longer 

qualifies for listing as threatened under any of the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 1999 listing criteria. 

 

Recovery Plan Objective 

By 2030, measure and sustain a positive population trend (compared to 2020 baseline counts) in 

the number of mature individuals of the Swift Parrot.  

By 2030, maintain or improve the extent, condition and connectivity of habitat of the Swift Parrot. 

This will be achieved by implementing the actions set out in this Recovery Plan that minimise 

threats while protecting and enhancing the species’ habitat throughout its range, adequately 

monitoring the species, generating new knowledge to guide recovery and increasing public 

awareness. 

 

Strategies to achieve objective 

Assessed by the Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania under the Right to Information Act 2009

23

RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



1. Develop and apply techniques to measure changes in population trajectory in order to 

measure the success of recovery actions. 

2. Manage and protect known Swift Parrot breeding and foraging habitat at the local, regional 

and landscape scales. 

3. Reduce impacts from Sugar Gliders at Swift Parrot breeding sites. 

4. Improve understanding of foraging and breeding habitat use at a landscape scale in order to 

better target protection and restoration measures. 

5. Monitor and manage other sources of mortality. 

6. Engage community and stakeholders in Swift Parrot conservation. 

7. Coordinate, review and report on recovery process. 

 
 

Criteria for success: 

This recovery plan will be deemed successful if, by 2030, all of the following have been achieved: 

• The Swift Parrot population has increased from 2020 baseline counts, as a result of 

recovery actions. 

• There has been an improvement in the quality and extent of Swift Parrot habitat throughout 

the species’ range. 

• Understanding of the species’ ecology has increased, in particular knowledge of movement 

patterns, habitat use and post-breeding dispersal.  

• There is increased participation by key stakeholders and the public in recovery efforts and 

monitoring.  

 

Recovery team: 

Recovery teams provide advice and assist in coordinating actions described in recovery plans. They 

include representatives from organisations with a direct interest in the recovery of the species, 

including those involved in funding and those participating in actions that support the recovery of the 

species. The national Swift Parrot Recovery Team has the responsibility of providing advice, 

coordinating and directing the implementation of the recovery actions outlined in this recovery plan. 

The membership of the national Recovery Team includes individuals from relevant government 

agencies, non-government organisations, industry groups and expertise from independent 

researchers and community groups. 

 

  

Assessed by the Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania under the Right to Information Act 2009

24

RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



INTRODUCTION 
This document constitutes the National Recovery Plan for the Swift Parrot (Lathamus discolor). The 

plan considers the conservation requirements of the species across its range and identifies the 

actions needed to be undertaken to improve the species’ long-term viability. This recovery plan 

supersedes the 2011 National Recovery Plan for the Swift Parrot (Saunders and Tzaros 2011).  

The Swift Parrot is listed as Critically Endangered under the Environment Protection and 
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act). It was listed as Endangered under the EPBC Act in 

2000, however the listing status of the Swift Parrot was re-assessed in 2016 due to new information 

showing a significant threat from predation of females and nestlings by the introduced (to Tasmania) 

Sugar Glider (Petaurus breviceps) (Stojanovic et al. 2014). Sugar Glider impacts in Tasmania are 

compounding and adding to the already recognised threats to the Swift Parrot including habitat loss 

and alteration and Australia’s changing climate. The re-assessment concluded that the risk posed 

by this previously unidentified threat was significant enough to justify moving the species from the 

Endangered category to the Critically Endangered category of the EPBC Act list of threatened 

species. The re-assessment also concluded that the recovery plan should be updated to include 

measures to reduce the impact of Sugar Gliders. 

The 2011 Recovery Plan was reviewed by the Swift Parrot Recovery Team in 2016-2017. The 

review concluded that the previous plan resulted in:  

• Increased understanding of the habitat features associated with breeding;  

• Progress in developing Tasmanian forestry management protocols in the breeding areas, 

and integrating these into Forest Practice Authority (FPA) management recommendations. 

However, the review highlighted that issues remained with the implementation of the FPA 

regulations. The Review also identified that there had been limited work across mainland 

jurisdictions on Swift Parrot habitat management; and 

• Some work was being done on monitoring and managing the threat from collisions, 

competition and beak and feather disease. However, the review found that work on these 

threats was not prioritised as they were considered to have low overall impact on the 

species survival compared to habitat loss and the impacts of Sugar Glider predation. 

Overall the review found that population trend information for Swift Parrots remained uncertain, as 

there was no estimates of population size or equivalent indices that could be used to estimate a 

population trend. However, based on modelling of known reproductive success parameters and 

predation by Sugar Gliders, it was demonstrated that the population was likely declining.  

The Review also concluded that at the time of writing the 2011 Recovery Plan the Sugar Glider 

threat was not recognised and that, as a result, the plan was lacking any recovery actions to 

address that threat. The Review concluded that a new recovery plan should be developed for the 

Swift Parrot to account for predation by Sugar Gliders and address the ongoing loss of breeding 

habitat in Tasmania. 

The accompanying Species Profile and Threats Database (SPRAT) provides additional background 

information on the biology, population status and threats to the Swift Parrot. SPRAT pages are 

available from: http://www.environment.gov.au/cgi-bin/sprat/public/sprat.pl 
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The Swift Parrot breeds in Tasmania during the summer and migrates north to mainland Australia 

for winter (Figure 1). The breeding range of the Swift Parrot is mainly restricted to the east and 

south-east coast of Tasmania, with the location of breeding each year being determined largely by 

the distribution and intensity of Blue Gum (Eucalyptus globulus) and Black Gum (E. ovata) flowering 

(Webb et al. 2014). The flowering patterns of these species varies dramatically in location and 

extent over annual cycles (Webb et al. 2017). Swift Parrots also occasionally breed in the north-

west of the state, between Launceston and Smithton, however the number of birds involved is low 

as potential breeding habitat remaining in the north-west is scarce and highly fragmented. Swift 

Parrots have also been found breeding in isolated patches of Blue Gum on the west coast of 

Tasmania near Zeehan, and on both King and Flinders Islands (Webb unpublished data). 

Swift Parrots disperse widely on the mainland, foraging on flowers and lerps in Eucalyptus species, 

mainly in Victoria and New South Wales. In Victoria, Swift Parrots are predominantly found in the 

dry forests and woodlands of the box-ironbark region on the inland slopes of the Great Dividing 

Range. There are a few records each year from the Melbourne and Geelong districts and they are 

occasionally recorded south of the divide in the Gippsland region.  

In New South Wales, Swift Parrots forage in forests and woodlands throughout the coastal and 

western slopes regions each year. Coastal regions in New South Wales tend to support larger 

numbers of birds when inland habitats are subjected to drought, as occurred in 2002 and 2009 

(Tzaros et al. 2009).   

Small numbers of Swift Parrots are observed in the Australian Capital Territory and in south-eastern 

Queensland on a regular basis. The species is less frequently observed in the Southern Mount Lofty 

Ranges and the Bordertown-Naracoorte area in south-eastern South Australia (Saunders and 

Tzaros 2011). 

 

2.4 Population and trends 

The Swift Parrot occurs as a single, migratory population (Stojanovic et al. 2018). The most recent 

population estimate was done for The Action Plan for Australian Birds 2010, which suggested there 

were approximately 2,000 mature individuals in the wild (Garnett et al. 2011). There are no other 

recent estimates of population size.  

While the current population size might be uncertain, recent research has shown that the Swift 

Parrot population is likely undergoing dramatic declines due to predation by Sugar Gliders, an 

introduced species to Tasmania (Campbell et al. 2018), compounding and in addition to other 

known threats including habitat loss and alteration. Stojanovic et al. (2014) found that Swift Parrot 

nests failed at a very high rate on the Tasmanian mainland, compared to no failure on offshore 

islands where Sugar Gliders were shown to be absent. Most cases of glider predation resulted in 

the death of the adult female, and always involved the death of either eggs or nestlings.  

Heinsohn et al. (2015) constructed a population viability analysis (PVA) using the demographic data 

gained from the Sugar Glider predation study and population monitoring (Stojanovic et al. 2014; 

Webb et al. 2014). Five scenarios were considered in the PVA. The first scenario was based on 

field data from Bruny and Maria Islands, which are both Sugar Glider free. This scenario estimated 

growth rates in the absence of Sugar Glider predation and projected a substantial increase in 

numbers over time. Four other PVA models were tested which accounted for Sugar Glider predation 

but used differing generation times.  
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The mean decline over the four scenarios that included Sugar Glider predation was projected at 

86.9 percent (range over the four models was 78.8-94.7 percent decline) over three generations. 

The preferred model by Heinsohn et al. (2015) projected that Swift Parrots would undergo an 

extreme decline of 94.7 percent within a three generation period. This model used a generation time 

of 5.4 years, which was obtained through expert elicitation (Garnett et. al., 2011). While research 

has found that that breeding success is much higher on Sugar Glider free islands (Stojanovic et al. 

2014), this greater success was insufficient to buffer the population against collapse under the 

modelled scenarios (Heinsohn et al. 2015).  
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     Figure 1 - Distribution of the Swift Parrot in Australia   
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2.5   Habitat  

2.5.1  Mainland habitat 

Swift Parrots spend the winter on mainland Australia (Figure 1). During the non-breeding season 

the population frequents eucalypt woodlands and forests in South Australia, Victoria, New South 

Wales, Australian Capital Territory and Queensland. Within these habitats, Swift Parrots 

preferentially forage in large, mature trees (Kennedy 2000; Kennedy and Overs 2001; Kennedy and 

Tzaros 2005) that provide more reliable foraging resources than younger trees (Wilson and Bennett 

1999; Law et al. 2000). 

Key foraging species includes Yellow Gum (E. leucoxylon); Red Ironbark (E. tricarpa); Mugga 

Ironbark (E. sideroxylon); Grey Box (E. macrocarpa); White Box (E. albens); Yellow Box (E. 
melliodora); Swamp Mahogany (E. robusta); Forest Red Gum (E. tereticornis); Blackbutt (E. 
pilularis); and Spotted Gum (Corymbia maculata). Swift Parrots are known to rely heavily on lerp for 

food. Lerps are protective covers made by nymphs (larval stage that resembles adults) of jumping 

plant lice or psyllids (Family: Psyllidae). Nymphs excrete honeydew on the leaf surface and the 

sugars and amino acids in the honeydew crystallise in the air to form lerps. Leaves can look black 

and sooty when moulds grow on the honeydew. Lerp size and shape varies between species of 

psyllid. On mainland Australia Swift Parrots are regularly found feeding on lerp, with flocks of up to 

50 birds feeding on lerp for up to an entire season, sometimes choosing to eat lerp despite the 

nearby availability of nectar resources (BirdLife Australia pers. comm.). 

The distribution of Swift Parrots across the landscape will vary depending on the flowering 

phenology of key foraging species. Due to the variable production of nectar and lerps it is 

considered critically important to protect and manage a broad range of habitats to provide a range 

of foraging resources (Kennedy and Overs 2001; Kennedy and Tzaros 2005). Where habitat loss 

continues to occur within foraging habitats on the mainland, it is important to retain trees ≥ 60 cm 

diameter at breast height (DBH) or greater, together with at least five trees per hectare from a 

mixture of other age classes (30-40cm, 40-50cm and 50-60cm DBH) to ensure continuity of food 

resources over time. 

2.5.2  Tasmanian breeding and foraging habitat 

Breeding records for Swift Parrots are largely restricted to the south and east coast of Tasmania, 

including some offshore islands, with some sporadic breeding occurring in the north of the state 

(Figure 1). The distribution of nesting Swift Parrots each breeding season is determined largely by 

the distribution and intensity of Blue Gum (E. globulus) and Black Gum (E. ovata) flowering (Webb 

et al. 2014). The flowering patterns of these species varies dramatically in location and extent over 

annual cycles (Webb et al. 2017).  

Swift Parrots nest in any eucalypt forest that supports suitable tree hollows, provided that a suitable 

food source is within foraging range. The most common tree species used by Swift Parrots for 

nesting are Stringybark (E. obliqua), White Peppermint (E. pulchella), Blue Gum, White Gum (E. 
viminalis), Gum-topped Stringybark (E. delegatensis) and dead stags. The majority of recorded nest 

sites occur in dry Stringybark forest and wet Stringybark forest, dry White Peppermint forest and dry 

Blue Gum forest. Nest sites have also been recorded in other dry and wet eucalypt forest types. 

Swift Parrots nest in hollows of live and dead eucalypt trees. In eastern Tasmania, most recorded 

nest sites have been located within 30 km of the coast. Swift Parrots select trees and forest patches 

with a relatively higher number of potential hollows (Voogdt 2006, Webb et al. 2012). Nest trees are 
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typically characterised by having a diameter at breast height of around 100 cm or greater, several 

visible hollows and showing signs of senescence (Webb et al. 2012; Stojanovic et al. 2012). 

Eucalypt trees in Tasmania usually take at least 100 years to form hollows, and at least 140 years 

to form deeper hollows (Koch et al. 2008). However, based on the DBH of identified nest trees, 

most are likely much older than this. 

The prevalence of hollows in eucalypt forests and woodlands and close proximity to a foraging 

resource is considered more important than forest type and/or tree species in determining where 

nests occur. Where suitable hollows are available, nest sites can be found in all topographic 

positions and aspects (Webb et al. 2012). 

Swift Parrots are known to reuse nesting sites and individual nest hollows over different years 

(Stojanovic et al. 2012) and this highlights the importance of these areas for the species' long-term 

viability. The presence of a foraging resource will determine whether an area is suitable on a year to 

year basis (Webb et al. 2014). Monitoring of Blue Gum flowering and the occurrence of Swift 

Parrots across the breeding range in the south and east show that some nesting sites are used on a 

cyclic basis when there is suitable flowering in surrounding areas (Webb et al. 2014; 2017). 

Blue Gum forests in the south-eastern and eastern region of Tasmania are considered to be a vital 

component of the species' breeding habitat. In areas where Blue Gum forests are scarce or do not 

occur, or years when flowering is poor in this forest type, other communities where Blue Gum is 

subdominant are important foraging habitats (e.g. wet eucalypt forests, dry eucalypt forests, forest 

remnants and paddock trees) (Webb 2014; 2017). Similarly, planted Blue Gums (e.g. street and 

plantation trees) in north-west Tasmania may provide an important local food resource in some 

years. Black Gum forest is an important foraging resource early in the breeding season and in years 

when flowering of Blue Gum is generally poor (Brown 1989; Brereton 1997; Swift Parrot Recovery 

Team 2001). In the north-west, Black Gum forest may represent the primary foraging resource. 

Generally, the larger the tree the more foraging value it has for Swift Parrots. Brereton et al. (2004) 

demonstrated a greater flowering frequency and intensity in larger Blue Gums and a preference by 

Swift Parrots to forage in these larger trees. During the breeding season Swift Parrots can often be 

seen feeding on lerps, wild fruits such as Native Cherry (Exocarpos cupressiformis) and introduced 

eucalypts. The relative importance of other food sources during the breeding season is not well 

understood. 

Post-breeding habitat is considered to mainly occur in the wetter forests in west and north-west 

Tasmania where summer and autumn flowering eucalypt species are abundant, particularly 

Stringybark, White-topped Stringybark, White Gum, Mountain Gum (E. dalrympleana) and Cabbage 

Gum (E. pauciflora) (Swift Parrot Recovery Team 2001). The Swift Parrot will also forage on the 

flowers of Smithton Peppermint (E. nitida) in the south-west and west of the state. 

 

2.6    Breeding biology 

Birds arrive in Tasmania in early August and breeding occurs between September and January. 

Both sexes are involved in the search for suitable nest hollows which begins soon after birds arrive 

in Tasmania. Nesting commences in late September, however birds that are unpaired on arrival in 

Tasmania may not begin nesting until November, after they have found mates (Brown 1989). 

Gregarious by nature, pairs may nest in close proximity to each other and even in the same tree.  

The female occupies the nest chamber just before egg laying and she undertakes all of the 

incubation and brooding until nestlings are sufficiently developed. The usual clutch size is four eggs 
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but up to five may be laid. During incubation the male visits the nest site every three to five hours to 

feed the female. The male perches near the nest and calls the female out, either feeding her at the 

nest entrance or both will fly to a nearby perch.  

Reproductive success is strongly influenced by the availability and intensity of Blue and/or Black 

Gum flowering, and nest site selection with regard to the presence of Sugar Gliders. In years where 

birds breed primarily on Bruny and Maria Islands, breeding success is much higher as Sugar 

Gliders are not found on these islands (Stojanovic et al. 2014, 2015). 

 
2.7 Key biodiversity areas 

The Key Biodiversity Areas (KBA) approach helps to identify and designate areas of international 

importance in terms of biodiversity conservation using globally standardised criteria (BirdLife 

International 2020). KBAs extend the Important Bird Area concept to other taxonomic groups and 

are now being identified in many parts of the world, by a range of governmental and non-

governmental organisations. Defining, protecting and managing KBAs will assist the Australian 

Government to meet its obligations to international treaties, such as the Convention on Biological 

Diversity. 

The identification of a site as a KBA is unrelated to its legal status. However, its status will often 

inform KBA delineation, because KBAs are defined as pragmatically as possible; if an existing 

designation roughly matches a KBA, it will generally be used for the KBA. Many KBAs overlap 

wholly with existing protected area boundaries, including sites designated under international 

conventions (e.g. Ramsar and World Heritage) and areas protected at national and local levels (e.g. 

national parks, indigenous or community conserved areas). However, not all KBAs are protected 

areas and not all protected areas are KBAs. It is recognised that other management approaches 

may also be appropriate to safeguard KBAs; the identification of a site as a KBA simply implies that 

the site should be managed in ways that ensure the persistence of the biodiversity elements for 

which it is important (particular species or habitats). For more information on KBAs visit - 

http://www.keybiodiversityareas.org/home      

KBA Factsheets, including boundary maps are available from the World Database of Key 

Biodiversity Areas (BirdLife International 2020). BirdLife Australia have identified 18 Key Biodiversity 

Areas as being important for Swift Parrot conservation and to support the long-term maintenance of 

the species. They include: 

New South Wales 

• Brisbane Water – Brisbane Water is a wave-dominated barrier estuary located in the Central 

Coast region, north of Sydney, New South Wales. Brisbane Water has its origin at the 

confluence of the Narara and Coorumbine Creeks, to the south–east of Gosford and travels 

for approximately 18 kilometres in a southerly direction to its mouth at Broken Bay, about 7 

kilometres from the Tasman Sea, at Barrenjoey Head. In 2009, over 110 bird species were 

recorded within the estuary. Some 2,277 hectares (5,630 acres) of Brisbane Water is 

classified as KBA because it has an isolated population of up to ten breeding pairs of Bush 

Stone-curlews and supports flocks of the Critically Endangered Regent Honeyeater and 

Swift Parrot during autumn and winter, when the Swamp Mahogany trees are in flower. 

• Capertee Valley – The Capertee Valley is a 2nd largest canyon (by width) in the world and 

largest valley in New South Wales, 135 km north-west of Sydney. One of the most 

prominent features of the valley is Pantony's Crown, a sandstone butte that is now part of 
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the Gardens of Stone National Park. Parts of the valley are also included in the Wollemi 

National Park, the second-largest national park in New South Wales. The only population 

centre of any kind is the village of Glen Davis, which includes a camp-site and often serves 

as a starting-point for bushwalks around the Capertee River and other parts of the Wollemi 

National Park. The valley is classified as a KBA because it is the most important breeding 

site for the Critically Endangered Regent Honeyeater. It also supports populations of the 

Painted Honeyeater, Rockwarbler, Swift Parrot, Plum-headed Finch and Diamond Firetail. 

• Hastings-Macleay – The Hastings-Macleay KBA is a 1148 km2 tract of land stretching for 

100 km along the Mid North Coast of New South Wales, from Stuarts Point in the north to 

the Camden Haven River in the south. It is bounded on the west by the Pacific Highway. It 

combines ephemeral floodplain wetlands with coastal swamp forests. It is mostly cattle-

grazed but contains large blocks of state forest, protected areas and tea-tree plantations. 

The area was identified by BirdLife International as an KBA because it regularly supports 

significant numbers of the Critically Endangered Swift Parrot, Regent Honeyeater and the 

Endangered Australasian Bittern, and probably over one percent of the global population of 

Sharp-tailed Sandpipers. 

• Hunter Valley - The Hunter Valley KBA is a 560 km2 tract of land around Cessnock in 

central-eastern New South Wales. The site has been identified as a KBA because it 

regularly supports significant numbers of the Critically Endangered Regent Honeyeater and 

Swift Parrot. The KBA is defined by remnant patches of eucalypt-woodland and forest used 

by the birds in a largely anthropogenic landscape. It includes Aberdare and Pelton state 

forests, Broke Common, Singleton Army Base, Pokolbin, Quorrobolong, Abermain and 

Tomalpin, as well as various patches of bushland, including land owned by mining 

companies. The KBA contains Werakata National Park and part of Watagans National Park.   

• Lake Macquarie – Lake Macquarie is Australia's largest coastal salt water lake. Located in 

the Hunter Region of New South Wales, it covers an area of 110 square kilometres and is 

connected to the Tasman Sea by a short channel. The remnant and fragmented eucalypt 

forests on the southern margins of the lake have been identified as a 121 km2 KBA because 

they support significant numbers of Critically Endangered Swift Parrots and Regent 

Honeyeaters in years when the Swamp Mahogany and other trees are flowering. 

• Richmond Woodlands – The Richmond Woodlands comprise some 329 km2 of eucalypt 

woodland remnants close to Richmond, New South Wales. They lie at the foot of the Blue 

Mountains on the north-western fringe of the Sydney metropolitan area. The KBA boundary 

is defined by patches of habitat suitable for Critically Endangered Regent Honeyeaters and 

Swift Parrots, centred on the woodlands between the Agnes Banks, Windsor Downs and 

Castlereagh Nature Reserves, and extending south to Penrith and north-east to encompass 

Scheyville National Park. It is adjacent to the forested hills of the Greater Blue Mountains 

KBA. 

• South-west Slopes of New South Wales - An area of 25,653 square kilometres, largely 

coincident with the bioregion, has been identified as a KBA because it supports a significant 

wintering population of the Critically Endangered Swift Parrots and Vulnerable Superb 

Parrots (Polytelis swainsonii), as well as populations of Painted Honeyeaters and Diamond 

Firetails. Most of the site is modified wheat-growing and sheep-grazing country with only 

vestiges of its original vegetation. Remnant patches of woodland and scattered large trees, 
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especially of Mugga Ironbark (E. sideroxylon), Apple Box (E. bridgesiana), Grey Box (E. 
microcarpa), White Box (E. albens), Yellow Box (E. melliodora), Red Box (E. polyanthemos), 

Yellow Gum (E. leucoxylon), River Red Gum and Blakely's Red Gum (E. blakelyi), still 

provide habitat for the Painted Honeyeaters. Protected areas within the site include several 

nature reserves and state forests, as well as the Livingstone and Weddin Mountains 

National Parks, and Tarcutta Hills Reserve. 

• Tuggerah - The Tuggerah Lakes, a wetland system of three interconnected coastal lagoons, 

are located on the Central Coast of New South Wales, Australia and comprise Lake 

Munmorah, Budgewoi Lake and Tuggerah Lake. The lakes and their immediate surrounds, 

including the Munmorah State Conservation Area and most of the Wyrrabalong National 

Park, have been identified as a KBA because the shallow waters have extensive seagrass 

beds attracting large numbers of waterbirds, including one percent of the global population 

of Sharp-tailed Sandpiper and Chestnut Teal. The adjacent forests and woodlands provide 

habitat for Swift Parrots and Regent Honeyeaters in the non-breeding season.  

• Ulladulla to Merimbula – The Ulladulla to Merimbula KBA comprises a strip of coastal and 

subcoastal land stretching along the southern coastline of New South Wales. It is an 

important site for Swift Parrots. The 2100 km2 KBA extends for about 250 km between the 

towns of Ulladulla and Merimbula and extends about 10 km inland from the coast. It is 

defined by the presence of forests, or forest remnants, of Spotted Gum and other flowering 

eucalypts used by Swift Parrots. It includes forests dominated by ironbarks and bloodwoods 

which are likely to support the species in years when the Spotted Gums are not flowering. 

Also included are large areas of pasture between forest blocks, and small areas of 

agriculture and urban development which contain scattered large flowering trees and 

remnants of native vegetation in otherwise anthropogenic landscapes. The KBA either 

encompasses, or partly overlaps with, the Ben Boyd, Biamanga, Bournda, Clyde River, 

Eurobodalla, Gulaga, Meroo, Mimosa Rocks, Murramarang and South East Forest National 

Parks. 

 

Victoria 

• Bendigo Box-Ironbark Region – The Bendigo Box-Ironbark Region is a 505 km2 fragmented 

and irregularly shaped tract of land that encompasses all the box-ironbark forest and 

woodland remnants used as winter feeding habitat by Swift Parrots in the Bendigo-Maldon 

region of central Victoria. The site lies between the Maryborough-Dunolly Box-Ironbark 

Region and Rushworth Box-Ironbark Region KBAs. It includes much of the Greater Bendigo 

National Park, several nature reserves and state forests, with a few small blocks of private 

land. It excludes other areas of woodland that are less suitable for the parrots. The region 

was identified as an KBA because, when flowering conditions are suitable it supports up to 

1,100 (or 50 percent of the global population) non-breeding Swift Parrots. 

• Maryborough-Dunolly Box-Ironbark Region - The Maryborough-Dunolly Box-Ironbark Region 

includes all the box-ironbark forest and woodland remnants used as winter feeding habitat 

by Swift Parrots in the Maryborough-Dunolly region of central Victoria. The 900 km2 KBA 

includes several nature reserves, state parks and state forests, with only a few small blocks 

of private land. It excludes adjacent areas of woodland that are less suitable for Swift 

Parrots. 
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• Puckapunyal – Puckapunyal Military Area (PMA) is an Australian Army training facility and 

base 10 km west of Seymour, in central Victoria. The PMA contains box-ironbark forest that 

forms one of the largest discrete remnants of this threatened ecosystem in Victoria. The 

entire PMA, along with two small reserves and an army munitions storage site at nearby 

Mangalore, has been identified as a 435 km2 KBA because it supports the largest known 

population of Bush Stone-curlews in Victoria. It is also regularly visited by Critically 

Endangered Swift Parrots, often in large numbers.  

• Rushworth Box-Ironbark Region - The Rushworth Box-Ironbark Region is a 510 km2 

fragmented and irregularly shaped tract of land that encompasses all the box–ironbark forest 

and woodland remnants used as winter feeding habitat by Swift Parrots in the Rushworth-

Heathcote region of central Victoria. It lies north of, and partly adjacent to, the Puckapunyal 

KBA. The site includes the Heathcote-Graytown National Park, several nature reserves and 

state forests, with a few small blocks of private land. It excludes other areas of woodland 

that are less suitable for the Swift Parrot. The region was identified as an KBA because, 

when the flowering conditions are suitable it supports up to about 70 Swift Parrots. 

• St Arnaud Box-Ironbark Region - The St Arnaud Box-Ironbark Region is a 481 km2 

fragmented and irregularly shaped tract of land that encompasses all the box-ironbark forest 

and woodland remnants used as winter feeding habitat by Swift Parrots in the St Arnaud-

Stawell region of central Victoria. The site lies west of the Maryborough-Dunolly Box-

Ironbark Region KBA. It includes the St Arnaud Range National Park, several nature 

reserves and state forests, with a few small blocks of private land. It excludes other areas of 

woodland that are less suitable for Swift Parrots. The region was identified as a KBA 

because, when flowering conditions are suitable it supports up to about 75 Swift Parrots. 

• Warby-Chiltern Box-Ironbark Region - The Warby–Chiltern Box–Ironbark Region comprises 

a cluster of separate blocks of remnant box-ironbark forest habitat, with a collective area of 

253 km2, in north eastern Victoria. This site lies to the east of the Rushworth Box-Ironbark 

Region KBA. It includes the Reef Hills and Warby-Ovens National Parks, Killawarra Forest, 

Chesney Hills, Mount Meg Reserves, Winton Wetlands Reserve, the Boweya Flora and 

Fauna Reserve, Rutherglen Conservation Reserve, Mount Lady Franklin Reserve and 

Chiltern-Mount Pilot National Park. Most of it lies within protected areas or state forests, 

encompassing only small blocks of private land. The site has been identified as an KBA 

because it provides feeding habitat for relatively large numbers of non-breeding Swift 

Parrots when flowering conditions are suitable, as well as the Critically Endangered Regent 

Honeyeaters. It also supports small numbers of Painted Honeyeaters, Diamond Firetails and 

Flame Robins (Petroica phoenicea). Declining woodland birds still present in the KBA 

include Brown Treecreepers (Climacteris picumnus), Speckled Warblers (Pyrrholaemus 
sagittatus), Hooded Robins (Melanodryas cucullata), Grey-crowned Babblers 

(Pomatostomus temporalis), Gilbert's Whistler (Pachycephala inornata) and, occasionally, 

migrant Black Honeyeaters (Sugomel nigrum). Crested Bellbirds (Oreoica gutturalis) are 

locally extinct. 

 

Tasmania 

• Bruny Island – Bruny Island is a 362 km2 (89,000-acre) island located off the south-eastern 

coast of Tasmania. Bruny Island is classified as a KBA because it supports the world's 
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largest population of the Endangered Forty-spotted Pardalote, up to a third of the global 

population of the Swift Parrot, all 12 of Tasmania's endemic bird species, and up to 240,000 

breeding pairs of the Short-tailed Shearwater. 

• Maria Island - Maria Island is a mountainous island located in the Tasman Sea, off the east 

coast of Tasmania. The 115 km2 island is contained within the Maria Island National Park, 

which includes a marine area of 18 km2 off the island's northwest coast. Maria Island has 

been identified as a KBA because it supports significant numbers of Swift Parrots and 

Endangered Forty-spotted Pardalotes, over one percent of the global population of Pacific 

Gulls, as well as populations of most of Tasmania's endemic bird species. 

• South-east Tasmania - The South-east Tasmania KBA encompasses much of the land 

retaining forest and woodland habitats, suitable for breeding Swift Parrots and Forty-spotted 

Pardalotes, from Orford to Recherche Bay in south-eastern Tasmania. This large 335,777-

hectare (829,720-acre) KBA comprises wet and dry eucalypt forests containing old growth 

Tasmanian Blue Gums or Black Gums, and grassy Manna Gum woodlands, as well as 

suburban residential centres and farmland where they retain large flowering, and adjacent 

hollow-bearing, trees. Key tracts of forest within the KBA include Wielangta, the Meehan and 

Wellington Ranges, and the Tasman Peninsula. The area has been identified as a KBA 

because it contains almost all the breeding habitat of the Swift Parrot on the Tasmanian 

mainland, and several populations of the Endangered Forty-spotted Pardalote. 

 
2.8   Habitat critical for survival 

Habitat critical to the survival of a species or ecological community refers to areas that are 

necessary: 

• For activities such as foraging, breeding, roosting, or dispersal; 

• For the long-term maintenance of the species or ecological community (including the 

maintenance of species essential to the survival of the species or ecological community, 

such as pollinators); 

• To maintain genetic diversity and long-term evolutionary development; or 

• For the reintroduction of populations or recovery of the species or ecological community.  

Such habitat may be, but is not limited to: habitat identified in a recovery plan for the species or 

ecological community as habitat critical for that species or ecological community; and/or habitat 

listed on the Register of Critical Habitat maintained by the Minister under the EPBC Act. 

Habitat critical to the survival for the Swift Parrot includes: 

Breeding habitat 

• All Blue Gum (E. globulus) and Black Gum (E. ovata) forests and woodlands within the 

known breeding areas.    

• All known or potential nest trees within the known breeding range, and within dry Stringybark 

forest, wet Stringybark forest, dry White Peppermint forest and dry Blue Gum forest having a 

diameter at breast height of around 100 cm or greater. 
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Mainland foraging habitat 

• All preferred foraging species within known and likely foraging habitat on the mainland 

including Yellow Gum (E. leucoxylon); Red Ironbark (E. tricarpa); Mugga Ironbark (E. 
sideroxylon); Grey Box (E. macrocarpa); White Box (E. albens); Yellow Box (E. melliodora); 

Swamp Mahogany (E. robusta); Forest Red Gum (E. tereticornis); Blackbutt (E. pilularis); 

and Spotted Gum (Corymbia maculata) having a diameter at breast height of 60 cm or 

greater.  

Habitat for the long-term maintenance of the species 

• All Key Biodiversity Areas identified for Swift Parrot. 

Habitat critical to the survival of the Swift Parrot occurs across a wide range of land tenures, 

including on freehold land, travelling stock routes and reserves, publicly owned forests and state 

reserves, and national parks. It is essential that the protection is provided to these areas and that 

enhancement and protection measures target these productive sites.  

When considering habitat loss, alteration or significant impacts to habitat in any part of the Swift 

Parrot’s range, including in areas where the species ‘may occur’, surveys for occupancy at the 

appropriate times of the year and identifying preferred foraging species remain an important tool in 

refining understanding of the area’s relative importance for Swift Parrots. In addition, it is also 

important to note that Swift Parrots opportunistically use areas depending on the occurrence of 

eucalypt flowering. So areas that may be important habitat over time might not have birds in any 

given year. This pattern of habitat use means that recent survey data and historical records need to 

be considered when assessing the relative importance of a local area or region for Swift Parrots. 

 

THREATS  

3.1   Historical causes of decline 

The Swift Parrot’s area of occupancy has declined significantly since European settlement, as can 

be inferred from the extent of habitat loss. For example, 83 percent of box-ironbark habitat (the 

principal wintering habitat of the Swift Parrot on the mainland) has been cleared in Victoria, and 

70 percent has been cleared in New South Wales (Siversten 1993; Robinson and Traill 1996; 

Environment Conservation Council 2001). White Box-Yellow Gum-Blakely's Red Gum woodland, 

another important habitat in New South Wales, has been reduced to less than 4 percent of its pre-

European extent on the south-western slopes and southern tablelands of New South Wales 

(Saunders 2003); and in Tasmania, approximately 70 percent of grassy Tasmanian Blue Gum forest 

(Saunders and Tzaros 2011), and over 90 percent of Black Gum forest (Department of Environment 

and Energy 2018) that provides important foraging habitat during the breeding season has been 

cleared.  

 

3.2  Current threatening processes 

The main threats in Tasmania to the survival of the Swift Parrot are the ongoing loss of breeding 

and foraging habitat through forestry operations and land clearing, and predation by Sugar Gliders 

of nestlings and sitting females. The dominate threats on the mainland include habitat loss from 
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land clearing, forestry, agriculture and urban development. Other identified threats include 

competition for foraging and nesting resources, mortality from collisions with human-made objects 

and impacts from climate change. Preventing, reducing and managing threats is the primary focus 

of this recovery plan.  

 

To ensure the conservation of Swift Parrots there is an urgent need to protect existing breeding and 

foraging habitat across a diversity of tenure in south-eastern Australia; reduce the impact of Sugar 

Glider predation; better understand and manage all trophic levels of climate change impacts and to 

substantially increase habitat restoration efforts throughout the species’ range (Saunders and 

Russell 2016). Without strong direct action at all levels, from local landholders through to state and 

national government agencies responsible for managing this species and its habitat, the future of 

this species is far from secure (Saunders and Russell 2016).  

 

3.2.1 Habitat loss and alteration 

Forestry and land clearing  

Habitat loss through land clearing for plantation development and intensive native forest silviculture 

poses the greatest threat to survival of the Swift Parrot population (Webb et al. 2017; Webb et al. 

2019). Forestry operations and conversion of native forest to tree plantations over the past 30 years 

has reduced the amount of available Swift Parrot nesting and foraging habitat (Saunders et al. 

2007, Saunders and Tzaros 2011, Webb et al. 2017). Recent estimates of forest harvesting in the 

identified Southern Forests Swift Parrot Important Breeding Area in Tasmania suggests that 

between 1997 and 2016 approximately 33 percent of all native eucalypt forest was converted to 

plantation or disturbed through native forest harvesting, and 23 percent of the identified old growth 

forest was no longer old-growth as a result of disturbance (Webb et al. 2018). As nesting hollows 

generally only occur in trees older than about 100 years of age, and larger trees have proportionally 

more nectar and food resources, the ongoing harvesting of breeding and foraging habitat in 

established native forests remains a significant threat to the species’ persistence in the wild.  

 

In Tasmania, the forests that the Swift Parrot breed in are subject to management arrangements 

under the Tasmanian Regional Forest Agreement 1997 (RFA). The RFA is considered to be 

consistent with the requirements for threatened species protection and recovery that otherwise 

might apply under the EPBC Act, and forestry operations undertaken in accordance with the RFA 

do not need additional approvals under Part 3 of the EPBC Act. RFAs do not exempt forestry 

operations from obligations in state-based legislation for the protection of threatened species and 

communities. Under the Tasmanian Forest Practices Act 1986, the management of threatened 

species in areas subject to ‘forest practices’ defined in the Act is guided by the Forest Practices 

Code (the Code) and regulated by the Forest Practices Authority (FPA). The Code refers to a set of 

‘Agreed Procedures’ (FPA 2014) for the management of threatened species in production forests, 

intended to provide a stream-lined risk assessment process for threatened species in the context of 

wood production (FPA 2014).  

Management arrangements have evolved since 1996 and initially only applied to dry forest habitat 

(FPA 2010; Munks et al. 2004) considered a priority for the species, based on existing information. 

In 2007 new information became available that suggested wet forests were part of breeding habitat 

for Swift Parrots, particularly during periods when Blue Gum flowering was poor in dry forests 

(Webb 2008; Law et al. 2000). The current measures for the management of Swift Parrot habitat 
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cover wet and dry forest habitat throughout the breeding range of the species and are delivered 

through a decision support system, the Threatened Fauna Adviser (Forest Practices Authority 

2014). Since Swift Parrot breeding habitat is poorly reserved in the National Reserve Network in 

Tasmania there is considerable reliance on the measures delivered through the Tasmanian forest 

practices system. Ongoing development of spatial information on nesting and foraging habitat 

availability and management approaches in off-reserve areas is urgently required to refine and 

ensure the effectiveness of these measures. 

Harvesting operations and land clearing of foraging habitat on the Australian mainland also remains 

a substantial threat. Impacts on Swift Parrot habitat in NSW have been so severe that only 5 - 30 

percent of the original vegetation now remains, such as for Grey Box and Grassy White Box 

woodland, and what is left is often degraded (Saunders and Russell 2016). With such extensive 

losses of habitat there is an increased risk that the remaining areas may fail to produce the 

necessary food resources in one year, which may lead to rapid population decline due to the 

accumulated extinction debt. That is, before such extensive habitat losses occurred, the birds had a 

much greater chance of locating the food resources they needed each year (Saunders and Russell 

2016). 

The harvesting of mature box-ironbark woodlands of central Victoria and coastal forests of New 

South Wales, including Spotted Gum forests on the south coast, for forestry reduces the suitability 

of these habitats for this species by removing mature trees which are preferred by Swift Parrots. 

Larger trees typically provide more reliable, greater quantity and quality of food resources than 

younger trees (Wilson and Bennett 1999; Kennedy and Overs 2001; Kennedy and Tzaros 2005). 

However, the extent of forest loss over Swift Parrot foraging habitat on the mainland has not been 

quantified and the impacts from urban land clearing and commercial harvesting operations on the 

mainland remain uncertain.   

 

Firewood collection – illegal and legal 

Firewood collection is a threat to nesting and foraging habitat in Tasmania and to foraging habitat 

on mainland Australia. Trees targeted by firewood collectors are often those most valuable to the 

Swift Parrot, being large, mature forage trees or trees with suitable nesting hollows. Generally 

registered firewood suppliers operate in accordance with industry codes of practice or are formally 

regulated, which typically includes provisions to not collect from areas that might have an impact on 

threatened species. However, there is a large, but unquantified unregulated and illegal harvest of 

firewood, and these collectors are known to be impacting on Swift Parrot habitat.    

 

Fire   

Increases in fire frequency pose a significant threat to avian communities. Where fire intervals are 

too short, flowering events and maturation of nectar-rich plant species may be reduced, resulting in 

a reduction of foraging resources for nectarivorous birds (Woinarski and Recher 1997). This is of 

particular concern in coastal New South Wales and in central Victoria where there is increasing 

residential and industrial development in close proximity to Swift Parrot habitat. Such developments 

are required to comply with new fire safety regulations involving clearing trees within fire protection 

zones and undertaking hazard reduction burns. With an increase in the human population residing 

adjacent to Swift Parrot habitat and increased accessibility to bushland areas, an increase in the 

incidence of accidental and deliberate fire may also be an issue.  
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The relationship between fire and the formation and destruction of hollows is complex. Fires may kill 

canopy trees but these (and their hollows) may persist as dead stags. Fires may also lead to hollow 

formation (or a change in dimensions of existing hollows) in surviving trees or destroy hollow-

bearing trees. Frequent fire may alter natural wildfire tree recruitment processes and hence dictate 

future availability of hollows (Woinarski and Recher 1997). Fires may also cause the collapse of 

hollow bearing trees, thus reducing hollow availability into the future. One long-term study looked at 

survival of nest trees over time and found that unburned trees mostly survived but that nearly half of 

the trees burnt with cavities collapsed within six months of burning (Stojanovic et al. 2015). 

 

In 2019-20, following years of drought (DPI 2020), catastrophic wildfire conditions culminated in 

fires that covered an unusually large area of eastern and southern Australia. In many places, the 

fires burnt with high intensity. The full impact of the 2019-20 bushfires has yet to be determined. 

The bushfires will not have impacted all areas equally: some areas burnt at very high intensity whilst 

other areas burnt at lower intensity, potentially even leaving patches unburnt within the fire footprint. 

However, an initial analysis estimates that between 10 - 30 percent of the distribution range of the 

Swift Parrot was impacted. This type of event is increasingly likely to reoccur as a result of climate 

change. Also more frequent hazard reduction burns in response to increased bushfire risk 

represents a potential threat to the Swift Parrot and its habitat. 

 

Residential and industrial development  

Urban, rural residential and industrial developments pose a substantial threat to habitat throughout 

the range of the species, with important breeding areas in Tasmania and key foraging areas in 

Victoria, New South Wales and Queensland being of particular concern. Where potential breeding 

habitat is retained adjacent to developments there is an increased likelihood that potential nest trees 

could be removed for ‘human safety reasons’, including as part of establishing and maintaining fire 

breaks.  

In central Victoria, urban and rural residential developments are increasingly encroaching into box-

ironbark habitats, such as those around Bendigo. In New South Wales, urban and industrial 

expansion, particularly on the central and north coast pose an ongoing threat to winter foraging 

regions. In Queensland, urban development is of particular concern to the Swift Parrot at the 

northern extent of their winter range. In particular, the Gold Coast, Toowoomba and the Greater 

Brisbane region are at risk from tree removal associated with residential and industrial development.  

Mortality risks to Swift Parrots from window-strike and from flying into fences (Hingston 2019) has 

also been documented previously and represents an ongoing threat to the species in urbanised 

areas. 

 

Agricultural tree senescence and dieback  

Much of the habitat used by Swift Parrots in agricultural landscapes are forest remnants or isolated, 

scattered paddock trees. This habitat continues to be lost through senescence; dieback; over 

grazing, with limited or no recruitment; and through ongoing removal of paddock trees to enhance 

farm productivity. This is of particular concern in eastern Tasmania, Victoria and throughout New 

South Wales. 
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3.2.2  Predation by Sugar Gliders 

Until recently the main threat to Swift Parrots was thought to be habitat loss and alteration within 

breeding areas. However, predation on the nest by Sugar Gliders on the mainland of Tasmania is 

now considered to be the most significant short-term threat to the species, as Sugar Gliders take 

not only the young or eggs in the nest but also often kill the sitting female (Stojanovic et al. 2014; 

Heinsohn et al. 2015). Stojanovic et al. (2014) also found that on the Tasmanian mainland, 

modelled survival of Swift Parrot nests was a function of modelled mature forest cover in the 

surrounding landscape and showed that the likelihood of Sugar Glider predation decreased with 

increasing forest cover.  

 

While a species native to the Australian mainland, Sugar Gliders were likely introduced to mainland 

Tasmania around 1835 (Campbell et al. 2018). Maria and Bruny Islands remain free of Sugar 

Gliders and it is important to remain vigilant to possible incursions. Maintaining their Sugar Glider-

free status is critical for the conservation of Swift Parrots in Tasmania.    

 

3.2.3  Collision mortality 

Collisions with wire netting, mesh fences, windows and cars cause mortality to Swift Parrots in 

urban areas throughout the species’ range (Pfennigwerth 2008; Hingston 2019) in Tasmania and 

mainland eastern Australia. Continuing urban encroachment into breeding and foraging habitat is 

likely to exacerbate this problem. Swift Parrots are sometimes found injured or dead from collisions 

during the breeding season, with few birds released back into the wild. The threat is exacerbated in 

years when foraging resources are concentrated in or near to urban areas.  

 

The construction of wind energy turbines and associated energy infrastructure (i.e. powerlines) in 

south-eastern Australia may also have implications for the conservation of the Swift Parrot where 

they are poorly situated (Barrios and Rodriguez 2004). Individuals may be killed through collision, or 

their behaviour may be modified by the presence of these structures leading to avoidance of 

suitable habitat. The potential impacts of these structures may be greatest where they are situated 

along migration routes where a large proportion of the population may be exposed to the threat 

during a key life stage. Wind turbines and associated energy infrastructure are located, and 

continue to be built, along the migratory route and within the non-breeding range. This ongoing 

development increases the likelihood of the birds’ being exposed to collision mortality or loss of 

habitat.   

 

3.2.4  Competition 

Swift Parrots can experience increased competition for resources from large, aggressive 

honeyeaters, Noisy Miners (Manorina melanocephala) and Rainbow Lorikeets (Trichoglossus 
haematodus) within altered habitats (Ford et al. 1993; Grey et al. 1998; Hingston 2019), and from 

introduced birds and bees (Brown 1989; Paton 1993; Hingston et al. 2004; Heinsohn et al. 2015; 

Hingston and Wotherspoon 2017; Hingston 2019). Swift Parrots compete with European 

Honeybees (Apis mellifera) and Starlings for tree cavities, where nestling parrots can be killed and 

the cavities usurped (Heinsohn et al. 2015). This competition is most prevalent in forest that is 

disturbed, fragmented (Stojanovic, D. unpublished data) or impacted by climate change.  
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3.2.5  Climate variability and change 

Drought is a natural part of Australia’s climate and the present-day existence of the Swift Parrot 
demonstrates that the species is well-adapted to cope with a dry climate. However, the relatively 
recent and rapid decrease in available habitat, coupled with prolonged or more frequent drought 
periods, could prove to have irreversible impacts on an already depleted population. 
 
Climate projections for eastern Australia include reduced rainfall, increased average temperatures, 

and more frequent droughts and fires (CSIRO 2007; CSIRO and Bureau of Meteorology 2015). 

Climate change impacts are compounded by the Swift Parrot’s restricted area of occupancy, low 

(and decreasing) population, low population density at sites and short generation length (under 10 

years). These variables are identified as increasing the risk of local extinction (Pearson et al. 2014) 

and are amongst the strongest predictor of species’ vulnerability to climate change (Pearson et al. 

2014). 

 

Loss of nesting and foraging habitat from climate change and changes in seasonality and the 

geographic pattern of flowering is likely to pose a significant threat to the Swift Parrot (Porfirio et al. 

2016). Direct impacts to the Swift Parrot as a result of climate change include cases of climate-

related nest failures, altered rainfall patterns, flowering failures on the mainland and extreme 

wildfires.  

 

Climate change management requires both domestic and international action to stop further 

accumulation of anthropogenic greenhouse gases. Although management of this global issue is 

beyond the scope of this plan, long-term monitoring of the species and habitats in conjunction with 

climate monitoring stations may be needed to understand the sensitivities of the Swift Parrot to 

climate change. Such a monitoring program may provide valuable insights and a basis for future 

adaptive conservation management strategies. The cumulative effects of other threats together with 

climate change need to be considered for effective and adaptive long-term management of the Swift 

Parrot. 

 

3.2.6  Illegal wildlife capture and trading  

Unregulated trade in wildlife has become a major factor in the decline of many species of animals 

and plants. Therefore the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna 

and Flora (CITES) was established and is enforceable under the EPBC Act (Department of 

Environment and Heritage 2005b). The Swift Parrot is a unique species that is valued internationally 

and domestically by bird keepers and breeders and may be particularly susceptible to such illegal 

activities. The extent of such activities and their impact on the wild population are currently 

unknown.  

 

3.2.7  Cumulative impacts 

Each of the identified threats to the Swift Parrot has the potential to compromise the long-term 

survival of the species, and where more than one threat is present the cumulative effect is likely to 

be substantially greater than the sum of the individual threats. In addition, the accumulation of not 

only threats, but impacts from a single threat increase the overall risk of extinction. For example, 

repeated small-scale clearing for developments that do not meet significant impact thresholds, but 

whose total impact over time contributes to the species decline. When assessing threats to the Swift 
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Parrot, combinations of threats and impacts need to be considered to provide a realistic assessment 

of impacts on the species. 

 

POPULATIONS UNDER PARTICULAR 

PRESSURE  

Genetic analysis confirms that Swift Parrots form a single, genetically homogenous, breeding 

population (Stojanovic et al. 2018). Therefore, the actions described in this recovery plan are 

designed to provide ongoing protection for all Swift Parrots throughout their range. 

 

RECOVERY PLAN VISION, OBJECTIVE AND 

STRATEGIES 

Long-term Vision 

The Swift Parrot population has increased in size to such an extent that the species no longer 

qualifies for listing as threatened under any of the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 1999 listing criteria. 

 

Recovery Plan Objectives 

By 2030, measure and sustain a positive population trend (compared to 2020 baseline counts) in 

the number of mature individuals of the Swift Parrot. 

By 2030, maintain or improve the extent, condition and connectivity of habitat of the Swift Parrot.  

This will be achieved by implementing the actions set out in this Recovery Plan that minimise 

threats including protecting and enhancing the species’ habitat throughout its range, adequately 

monitoring the species, generating new knowledge to guide recovery and increasing public 

awareness. 

 

Strategies to achieve objectives 

1. Develop and apply techniques to measure changes in population trajectory in order to 

measure the success of recovery actions. 

2. Manage and protect known Swift Parrot breeding and foraging habitat at the local, regional 

and landscape scales. 

3. Reduce impacts from Sugar Gliders at Swift Parrot breeding sites. 
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• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into relevant 

policy documents to support 

management interventions  

 

• Key Biodiversity Areas have 

been reviewed and updated 

as new information becomes 

available  

2.2 Secure Tasmanian and 

Commonwealth 

Government 

commitment to support 

strategic planning for 

Swift Parrot breeding 

habitat 

1 • The completion of the Public 

Authority Management 

Agreement (PAMA, under the 

TSPAct 1995) has occurred 

between DPIPWE and 

Sustainable Timber Tasmania 

for the Permanent Timber 

Production Zone land in the 

Southern Forests 

 

• Monitoring has occurred and 

an ongoing review of the 

implementation and 

effectiveness of the current 

management 

recommendations has been 

undertaken 

 

• Recommendations from the 

ongoing review have been 

considered and implemented 

 

• An agreed strategic 

management plan for forestry 

activities in Tasmania that is 

consistent with the objective of 

achieving a sustained 

increase in the Swift Parrot 

population over the next 10 

years has been completed 

and implemented 

Australian 

Government 

 

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

Sustainable 

Timbers 

Tasmania 

 

Core 

government  

business 

Assessed by the Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania under the Right to Information Act 2009

47

RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



2.3 Review and revise as 

appropriate Swift 

Parrot management 

priorities, 

recommendations, 

planning tools and 

procedures as new 

information becomes 

available 

2 • New information on breeding 

and foraging locations is 

incorporated into the existing 

regulations, codes of practice, 

management 

recommendations, and 

planning tools and procedures 

to better manage the Swift 

Parrot population across its 

range 

Australian 

Government 

 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government 

Core 

government  

business 

2.4 Protect areas of 

‘habitat critical to 

survival’ not managed 

under an RFA 

agreement from 

developments and land 

clearing (e.g., from 

residential 

developments, mining 

activity, wind and solar 

farms, and clearing for 

agriculture) through 

local, state and 

Commonwealth 

Government 

mechanisms  

1 • Developments have avoided 

areas of ‘habitat critical to 

survival’ for the Swift Parrot 

where possible 

 

• Where avoidance is not 

possible, the extent and 

severity of clearing of mature 

foraging and nesting trees in 

areas of ‘habitat critical to the 

survival’ of the Swift Parrot 

has been measurably 

minimised 

  

• Any developments in areas of 

‘habitat critical to survival’ 

have incorporated suitable 

threat mitigation measures 

 

• If avoidance or mitigation has 

been found to be impossible, 

any developments that 

proceeded in areas of ‘habitat 

critical to survival’ have 

provided offsets compliant 

with the approved offset 

regulations and calculators 

and provided measurable 

benefits to the Swift Parrot 

population in line with 

strategies outlined in this 

recovery plan   

Australian 

Government 

 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government 

Core 

government  

business 

Assessed by the Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania under the Right to Information Act 2009

48

RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



2.5 Enhance the quality 

and extent of existing 

breeding habitat in 

Tasmania 

1 • Manage regenerating and 

regrowth Blue Gum and Black 

Gum forest to provide foraging 

habitat into the future 

 

• Encourage large-scale 

plantings of Blue Gum and 

Black Gum forest and 

woodland by landholders and 

land managers in priority 

areas through a strategic 

landscape approach 

Australian 

Government 

 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

BirdLife 

Australia 

 

NGOs  

 

$250,000 pa 

2.6 Regulate firewood 

collecting in breeding, 

foraging and non-

breeding habitat 

2 • Quantify the extent of firewood 

harvesting in breeding, 

foraging and non-breeding 

habitat 

 

• Compliance and enforcement 

activities have been targeted 

at reducing illegal firewood 

harvesters 

 

• A voluntary code of practice 

for the firewood industry 

(including a certification 

system) has been developed 

and introduced to enable 

adequate knowledge of and 

regulation of impacts on Swift 

Parrot habitat 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

$75,000 pa 

2.7 Develop agreements 

with local government 

and government 

agencies that aim to 

maintain and enhance 

Swift Parrot breeding 

habitat 

2 • Management agreements 

have been developed with 

local government and state 

government agencies which 

maintain and enhance Swift 

Parrot breeding habitat 

 

• Reporting mechanisms have 

been developed to capture the 

outcomes of land use 

decisions and planning 

involving Swift Parrot breeding 

habitat 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

$150,000 pa 
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2.8 Manage important 

winter foraging habitat 

and provide adequate 

on-going conservation 

management 

resources where 

appropriate 

1 • Management plans for 

important winter foraging 

habitat/sites have been 

developed and implemented 

 

• Management plans have been 

adequately resourced 

 

• Consideration has been given 

to enhance formal protection 

for sites where appropriate 

(i.e, through new conservation 

reserves, national parks etc) 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

$350,000 pa 

2.9 Identify and protect 

remnants of state and 

Commonwealth owned 

land in areas of ‘habitat 

critical for survival’ for 

Swift Parrots 

3 • Unprotected state and 

Commonwealth owned 

remnants in areas of ‘habitat 

critical to survival’ for Swift 

Parrots have been identified 

 

• Remnants have been ranked 

for their conservation 

significance and mapped 

 

• Consideration has been given 

to enhance formal protection 

for sites where appropriate 

(i.e, through new conservation 

reserves, national parks etc) 

 

• Local management plans have 

been developed for priority 

remnants to maximise 

conservation values of the 

identified sites 

Australian 

Government 

 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

BirdLife 

Australia 

 

NGOs  

 

$150,000 pa 

2.10 Incorporate Swift 

Parrot conservation 

priorities into 

covenanting and other 

private land 

conservation 

programs. 

3 • Key breeding and foraging 

sites on private land identified 

and habitat quality assessed 

  

• Identified sites protected 

through covenanting and other 

private land conservation 

programs 

Australian 

Government 

 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

BirdLife 

Australia 

 

$250,000 pa 
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NGOs  
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density (through trapping 

and euthanising) on Swift 

Parrot mortality and breeding 

success 

 

• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

 

Academic 

institutions 

3.4 Better understand 

extinction/ colonisation 

dynamics of Sugar 

Gliders 

1 • An improved understanding 

can be demonstrated of the 

re-colonisation dynamics of 

Sugar Gliders resulting from 

local management 

interventions and population 

reductions 

 

• An improved understanding 

can be demonstrated of the 

breeding and foraging 

ecology of Sugar Gliders in 

south-east Tasmania  

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Research 

agencies 

 

NGOs  

 

Academic 

institutions 

$50,000 

3.5 Further investigate the 

possible link between 

forest condition, Sugar 

Glider density and 

Swift Parrot predation 

rates 

1 • An improved understanding 

can be demonstrated of the 

link between forest cover, 

patch size, Sugar Glider 

density and Swift Parrot 

predation rates and breeding 

success 

 

• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Research 

agencies 

 

NGOs  

 

Academic 

institutions 

$125,000 

pa 

3.6 Develop 

communication 

strategy specific to 

Sugar Glider 

management 

1 • A targeted communications 

strategy has been developed 

that communicates why 

Sugar Glider numbers need 

to be controlled within Swift 

Parrot breeding areas 

 

• Communication outputs 

have included but not limited 

to, social media networks, 

pamphlets and community 

presentations 

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Research 

agencies 

 

NGOs  

 

Academic 

institutions 

$30,000 

3.7 Ensure mechanisms 

are in place for the 

early detection, and 

control, of Sugar Glider 

 • A process has been 

developed and implemented 

to ensure the early detection 

of Sugar Gliders on islands 

where Swift Parrots breed 

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

$75,000 pa 
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Academic 

institutions 

4.2 Undertake fine-scale 

mapping of breeding, 

foraging and non-

breeding habitat to 

inform adaptive 

management 

1 • Fine-scale mapping of 

breeding areas has been 

undertaken for each 

breeding season over the life 

of this recovery plan 

• Nest tree locations have 

been identified, mapped and 

entered into database to 

assist with fine-scale 

management 

• Fine-scale mapping of non-

breeding habitat areas have 

been undertaken 

• All fine-scale mapping has 

been made available to land 

managers and the public 

• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

  

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Research 

agencies 

 

NGOs  

 

Academic 

institutions 

$125,000 

pa 

4.3 Obtain a greater 

understanding of local, 

regional and landscape 

use and habitat 

bottlenecks, including 

migratory pathways 

2 • Important winter foraging 

sites have been identified 

and documented annually  

  

• Important breeding sites 

identified and documented 

annually 

 

• New knowledge of broad-

scale movement patterns 

across the landscape have 

been generated 

 

• New knowledge of migratory 

pathways have been 

generated 

 

• Data collected have been 

used to analyse habitat use 

and factors that may 

influence site occupancy 

such but not limited to 

eucalypt flowering patterns, 

patterns of availability in all 

food resources (i.e. including 

lerp) and climate variability  

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

BirdLife 

Australia 

 

NGOs  

 

$150,000 

pa 
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• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

4.4 Continue research on 

breeding success, 

survival and mortality 

through nest 

monitoring and 

targeted studies  

2 • Existing knowledge of 

breeding success, survival 

and mortality has expanded 

• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

• Research has demonstrated 

the effectiveness of recovery 

plan actions 

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Research 

agencies 

 

NGOs  

 

Academic 

institutions 

$75,000 pa 

4.5 Use climate modelling 

techniques and 

monitoring to 

investigate the 

potential influence of 

climate change on 

eucalypt flowering and 

other food resources 

(including lerps) to 

identify potential refuge 

for the Swift Parrot 

over the next 100 years 

2 • Modelling has been 

undertaken to identify key 

areas of existing habitat that 

will become climate refuge 

for the Swift Parrot over the 

next 100 years  

• Consideration has been 

given to enhance the 

National Reserve Network 

for sites where appropriate 

(i.e, through new 

conservation reserves, 

national parks etc) 

• A monitoring program has 

been established investigate 

the relationship between 

climate change and the 

availability of food resources 

for the Swift Parrot 

Australian 

Government 

 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

BirdLife 

Australia 

 

NGOs  

 

$250,000 
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BirdLife 

Australia 

 

NGOs  

 

5.4 Encourage appropriate 

building design and 

tree plantings in urban 

areas to manage risks 

to foraging Swift 

Parrots, and hence 

reduce collision 

mortality 

3 • Guidelines have been 

developed and disseminated 

to land managers to 

encourage appropriate 

building design and tree 

plantings in urban areas 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

$50,000 

5.5 Investigate the 

potential impacts of 

bees, starling and 

Rainbow lorikeets on 

the availability of 

nesting resources 

3 • An improved understanding 

of hollow use and 

competition can be 

demonstrated 

 

• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Academic 

institutions 

 

$50,000 
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DURATION AND COST OF THE RECOVERY 

PROCESS 

 

It is anticipated that the recovery process will not be achieved prior to the scheduled five-year 

review of the recovery plan. The cost of implementation of this plan should be incorporated into the 

core business expenditure of the affected organisations, and through additional funds obtained for 

the explicit purpose of implementing this recovery plan. It is expected that Commonwealth and state 

agencies will use this plan to prioritise actions to protect the species and enhance its recovery, and 

that projects will be undertaken according to agency priorities and available resources. All actions 

are considered important steps towards ensuring the long-term survival of the species. The 

indicative cost of recovery plans actions was derived from expert elicitation and public comments 

received in 2019 and 2020. 

7.4 Review the recovery 

plan five years after 

making 

1 • In consultation with 

relevant stakeholders, a 

five review of the 

recovery plan has been 

endorsed by the 

Recovery Team 

 

• The conservation status 

of Swift Parrot has been 

reviewed every 5 years in 

conjunction with the 

recovery plan review 

Recovery 

Team 

$10,000 

7.5 Facilitate knowledge 

exchange and 

awareness between 

relevant threatened 

species land 

managers, researchers 

and decision makers    

1 • A communication 

network between 

interested stakeholders 

has been established 

 

• Meetings between site 

managers has occurred 

at least biennially to 

share knowledge and 

experience 

  

Recovery 

Team 

$30,000 

7.6 Secure ongoing 

commitment to 

provision of funding 

and resources 

adequate to coordinate 

recovery, achieve 

actions and objectives 

throughout the life of 

the plan 

1 • All relevant stakeholders 

involved in the 

conservation of Swift 

Parrots have allocated 

adequate resources to 

implement actions in the 

recovery plan  

All Core 

government 

business 
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EFFECTS ON OTHER NATIVE SPECIES 

AND BIODIVERSITY 

The Swift Parrot has become a ‘flagship’ species for conservation issues across eastern 

Australian, particularly in the Tasmanian southern forests. Enhanced protection of these 

forests will also help many other listed threatened bird species and hollow-dependant animals 

in general. In Tasmania, this includes the Masked Owl (Tyto novaehollandiae castanops), 

Wedge-tailed Eagle (Aquila audax fleayi), Forty Spotted Pardalote (Pardalotus quadragintus); 

and on the mainland includes species such as the Regent Honeyeater (Anthochaera phrygia) 

and the Superb Parrot (Polytelis swainsonii). Many other mammals, invertebrates and plants 

will also receive benefits due to measures put in place to protect and rejuvenate Swift Parrot 

habitat.  

Threatened Ecological Communities listed under the EPBC Act that are of importance to the 

Swift Parrot includes: White Box-Yellow Box-Blakely’s Red Gum Grassy Woodland and 

Derived Native Grassland, Cumberland Plain Woodland, Shale Sandstone Transition Forests, 

Shale Gravel Transition Forests, Gippsland Red Gum Grassy Woodland and Associated 

Native Grassland, Grey Box (Eucalyptus microcarpa) Grassy Woodlands and Derived Native 

Grasslands of South-eastern Australia and Grassy Eucalypt Woodland of the Victorian 

Volcanic Plain. There are also a number of Ecological Communities listed at the state level 

that will benefit from increased efforts to protect and conserve Swift Parrot habitat.  

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC 

CONSIDERATIONS 

The major economic impact of this recovery plan will be on those who require approval to 

remove or modify Swift Parrot habitat and are prevented from doing so, or are required to 

modify their proposal by a consent authority. This may include increased costs due to the 

assessment processes, requirement to provide offset funding, to secure or rehabilitate habitat, 

or for other threat mitigation work. 

Restrictions on further clearing of Swift Parrot habitat may impact some landowners, 

managers and developers. These restrictions may not significantly impact on agricultural 

industries since many of the more fertile areas have already been cleared and the remaining 

forest communities are generally located on less fertile soils and are, therefore, relatively less 

attractive for grazing or cropping.   

Application of prescriptions protecting Swift Parrot habitat in areas managed for forestry 

throughout the range of the Swift Parrot will reduce the volume of timber available for 

harvesting. Sustainable forest management is provided for through the Regional Forest 

Agreements, which are long-term bilateral agreements between the Commonwealth and the 

relevant state government. Constitutional responsibility for forest management lies with the 

state governments, who develop and administer the forest management prescriptions.  

A large network of community volunteers across eastern Australia actively participate in 

BirdLife Australia coordinated annual surveys for Swift Parrots. Involvement can provide social 

benefits with community members and engaged groups having a sense of achievement, 
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inclusion, community spirit and pride whilst gaining enjoyment and appreciation of their 

surrounding natural environment. The community education components of the program also 

promote community ownership, provide community support and encourage active involvement 

in protecting local natural resources. 

In addition, there is the potential for financial gains through ecotourism ventures and holiday 

accommodation operators in areas where Swift Parrots are reliably seen. Such areas are more 

likely to be in Tasmania, particularly in the south east, and popular through the summer 

breeding season. Additional social benefits include encouraging passive recreation, 

appreciation of natural aesthetic values and increased awareness and appreciation of 

Indigenous cultural values.  

AFFECTED INTERESTS  

Organisations likely to be both positively and negatively affected by the actions proposed in 

this plan include Australian and state government agencies, particularly those with 

environmental, agricultural and land planning concerns; industry; the forestry and agricultural 

sectors; researchers; and conservation groups. This list, however, should not be considered 

exhaustive, as there may be other interest groups that would like to be included in the future or 

need to be considered when specialised tasks are required in the recovery process. 

CONSULTATION 

The National Recovery Plan for the Swift Parrot has been developed through extensive 

consultation with a broad range of stakeholders. The consultation process brought together 

key species experts and conservation managers, from a range of different organizations, to 

categorize ongoing threats to the Swift Parrot, and identify knowledge gaps and potential 

management options. Consultation included representatives from government agencies, non-

government organisations, researchers and local community groups. During the drafting 

process the Department of Agriculture, Water and the Environment (Cwlth) continued to work 

closely with key stakeholders. 

Notice of the draft plan was made available for public comment for a minimum of three months 

between 4 March 2019 and 7 June 2019. Any comments received that were relevant to the 

survival of the species were considered by the Threatened Species Scientific Committee as 

part of its assessment process. 

EVALUATING THE PERFORMANCE OF THE 

PLAN  

This plan should be reviewed no later than five years from when it was endorsed and made 

publicly available. The review will determine the performance of the plan. The review will 

determine the performance of the plan and assess: 

• whether the plan continues unchanged, is varied to remove completed actions, or 

varied to include new conservation priorities; or 

Assessed by the Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania under the Right to Information Act 2009

64

RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



47 

• whether a recovery plan is no longer necessary for the species as either conservation 

advice will suffice, or the species are removed from the threatened species list.  

As part of this review, the listing status of the species will be assessed against the EPBC Act 

species listing criteria.  

The review will be coordinated by the Department Agriculture, Water and the Environment in 

association with relevant Australian and state government agencies, the national Swift Parrot 

Recovery Team and key stakeholder groups such as non-governmental organisations, local 

community groups, scientific research organisations and individual experts.  

Australian Government 

Department of Agriculture, Water and the Environment 

 

State/territory governments 

Victoria – Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning   

New South Wales – Office of Environment and Heritage; Forestry Corporation of NSW  

Queensland – Department of Environment and Heritage Protection  

South Australia – Department for Environment and Water 

Tasmania – Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment  

Australian Capital Territory – ACT Parks Conservation and Lands 

Natural Resource Management bodies  

Local government  

 

Non-government organisations  

BirdLife Australia 

Local conservation groups 

Local communities 

Private landholders 

Indigenous communities 

Industry  

Universities and other research organisations 

Swift Parrot Recovery Team 
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From: Suitor, Shaun
Sent: Tuesday, 25 August 2020 4:33 PM
To: Morton, Alastair
Cc: Waining, Ben (StateGrowth)
Subject: FW: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan - Latest Draft
Attachments: 1 - Public Comment 00 - Summary table and response for Tas.docx; 1 - Public 

Comment 19 - Tas Gov.pdf; 0 - Draft Swift Parrot Recovery Plan.docx

Hi Al,  
 
I needed to get off RFAs for a bit, so I went through these. Probably worth discussion at tomorrow’s interagency WG 
meeting.  
 
Here is how the Tasmanian submission was addressed. 
 

19 Joint submission 
from John 
Whittington, 
Secretary, 
Department of 
Primary Industries, 
Parks, Water and 
Environment, 
Tasmanian 
Government 

and, 

Kim Evans, Secretary, 
Department of State 
Growth, Tasmanian 
Government  

Broadly supportive of the draft recovery 
plan and its management aims. 

Seeks to be consulted on recovery plan 
costings. 

Identifies three recommendations for 
improvement, including: 

Improve habitat descriptions including 
terminology and definitions to reflect 
best available science; 

Update terminology to more accurately 
reflect recent and current management 
actions, including those relating to 
performance criteria; and 

Address the inaccurate representation of 
current management requirements, 
legislative processes, and relevant 
responsible authorities. 

The Department has strengthened the 
definition of ‘habitat critical to the 
survival’ to support the protection of 
mainland foraging habitat and breeding 
habitat. 

Text updated to reflect new information 
on threats and to correct inaccuracies. 

Actions revised where relevant. 

Costings have been included. 

 
Here is my interpretation of how our three recommendations have been addressed.  
 
Recommendation 1: Improve habitat descriptions including terminology and definitions to reflect 
best available science; 
 
We propose refining the definition by: 

(a) Updating the Tasmanian section of Figure 1 (page 8) in the Plan to reflect the research based range boundaries already 
in use for swift parrot habitat management in Tasmania. We propose matching the red 'breeding habitat' zone boundaries 
with Tasmania's 'potential breeding range' category (a minor adjustment) (see Appendix 1, Figure 1). This would reflect 
practical, evidence-based management boundaries concentrated on the highest priority breeding habitat. – not 
implemented. Did we send them the shape files? 

(b) Providing clarity on the intent of the habitat description to reflect the species ecology by separately defining the 
Tasmanian and mainland Australian ecological zones (as indicated in a revised map Appendix 1, Figure 2). This ' .... 
eculd be supported by an updated habitat definition as follows; 

i. Mainland Australia (non-breeding season zone): Any foraging habitat where the species is known or likely to 
occur. 

ii. Tasmania (breeding season zone): Any nesting sites or foraging habitat within the breeding areas (see 
Appendix 1, Figure 1) not implemented. 

(c) Changing the term 'foraging areas' to 'foraging habitat' and providing a definition for this. 
 
The suggested definition of foraging habitat is: 
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i. Mainland Australia: Foraging habitat is as described in section 4.2 of the Draft Plan - implemented 
ii. Tasmania: Foraging habitat is comprised of trees of Eucalyptus globulus (blue gum) and/or L. OVBtB (black gum). – 

implemented. They also elaborate on some other food sources. 
 
In addition to this, the plan refers to the breeding habitat in the Figure 1 map, which as we noted in Recommendation 1a, 
misrepresents the breeding habitat as according to the latest science.  

 
Recommendation 2: Update terminology to more accurately reflect recent and current management actions, 
including those relating to performance criteria; 
- Swift parrot strategic management plan (Action 2.1) The Draft Plan includes an action to complete and 
implement "an agreed strategic management plan for forestry activities in Tasmania". This recommendation is 
based on an outcome agreed by the Tasmanian and Australian Governments as part of the Regional Forest 

Agreement negotiations (2009-10). The purpose of the proposed strategic management plan was to provide guidance in 
the management of forestry activities as they related to swift parrot habitat; it was not intended to be a regulatory 
instrument. There has been significant progress since this action was originally proposed. This includes the development 
of the 'Species Habitat Planning Guideline', which has been incorporated into the Forest Practices System and informs 
the development of species range maps, management zones, habitat descriptions and the agreed procedures 
(Threatened Fauna Advisor). It is therefore considered that the action to develop a 'strategic management plan' has been 
superseded by the adoption of mechanisms that give effect to the same intent, but which are regulatory rather than 
aspirational. – not implemented . This action is now appears in the last dot point of 2.1 – although it is not a big deal if it 
stays in as when progress against the plan is being monitored we can say that this action has been completed by other 
means.  

- Public Authority Management Agreement (PAMA) between DPIPWE and STT (Action 2.1) – implemented 
- Reduce impacts from sugar gliders at breeding sites (Actions 3.1-3.9) The Draft Plan includes information on the 

impact of sugar gliders, and recommends several related actions (both research and on-ground) to mitigate this threat. 
The proposed actions align closely with the current $150 000 Tasmanian Government funded sugar glider suppression 
trial as well as projects proposed by NRM South to be delivered with funding from the National Landcare Program 
(funding to be confirmed). The Tasmanian Government welcomes the integration of actions to address this threat 
alongside our own commitments. To give the best chance for the success of the recovery plan, responsible agencies 
listed in the Plan must include those who have the legislative and policy responsibilities described in the action. As one of 
many examples, action 2.3 describes the need to protect habitat not managed through RFA activities including land 
clearing. The Department of State Growth is the custodian of the State Government policy on maintaining a permanent 
native forest estate (the primary policy instrument for land clearing), and Forest Practices Authority is the responsible 
agency for implementing it. Both the Forest Practices Authority and Department of State Growth should therefore be 
included in the 'Responsible Agencies and potential partners' listed in the action plan. It is strongly recommended that 
DoEE and Tasmanian Government agencies jointly review the organisations identified as having responsibility for 
delivering Recovery Actions. – not implemented. 

 
Recommendation 3: Address the inaccurate representation of current management requirements, legislative processes, and 
relevant responsible authorities. Throughout the Draft Plan, phrasing is used that may convey an inaccurate representation of 
current rnanaqement requirements, legislative processes and relevant responsible authorities. In some cases, the Draft Plan 
relies on heavily criticised journal publications to derive its recommendations, and in other cases makes unqualified statements 
without appropriate references. One such example of misleading wording can be found in the section regarding forestry (section 
5.2). The statement 'the agreed procedures refer to measures to protect Swift Parrot breeding habitat' is not accurate and could be 
easily misinterpreted. In fact, the 'Agreed Procedures' refer to a joint agreement between the Forest Practices Authority and 
DPIPWE on an approach to managing threatened species under the forest practices system. The 'Agreed Procedures' does not 
mention any particular species, nor make statements about habitat protection. The joint assessment of the Draft Plan has also 
identified that the areas relating to firewood collection, development, fire, flooding and rainfall events (and climate change more 
broadly) as well as the terminology and actions relating to the social and economic impacts need to be strengthened to take into 
account our most recent understanding of the impacts of these issues on the species. – ‘the agreed procedures refer to measures 
to protect Swift Parrot breeding habitat’ has been removed. It’s hard to tell if the other general comments have been addressed.  
 
 
 
 
 
Cheers,  
Shaun 
 
Shaun Suitor | Principal Policy Officer 
Strategy, Policy & Coordination  
Department of State Growth 

 
p  
e shaun.suitor@stategrowth.tas.gov.au  
w www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au 
Level 6, 4 Salamanca Place, Hobart, TAS 7000 | GPO Box 536, Hobart, TAS 7001 
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From: Alderman, Rachael [mailto:Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au]  
Sent: Tuesday, 25 August 2020 12:56 PM 
To: Morton, Alastair <Alastair.Morton@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>; Suitor, Shaun 
<Shaun.Suitor@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>; Chuter, Anne <Anne.Chuter@fpa.tas.gov.au> 
Cc: Crawford, Helen (DPIPWE) <Helen.Crawford@dpipwe.tas.gov.au> 
Subject: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan - Latest Draft 
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From: Suitor, Shaun
Sent: Thursday, 24 September 2020 1:00 PM
To: Morton, Alastair; Waining, Ben (StateGrowth)
Subject: FW: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan comments. 
Attachments: Draft swift parrot recovery plan V2 DPIPWE FPA DSG comments.docx

FYI 
 
 
Cheers,  
Shaun 

 
Shaun Suitor | Principal Policy Officer 
Strategy, Policy & Coordination  
Department of State Growth 

 
p  
e shaun.suitor@stategrowth.tas.gov.au  
w www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au 
Level 6, 4 Salamanca Place, Hobart, TAS 7000 | GPO Box 536, Hobart, TAS 7001 
 

 
 
 

From: Suitor, Shaun  
Sent: Thursday, 24 September 2020 10:10 AM 
To: Crawford, Helen (DPIPWE) <Helen.Crawford@dpipwe.tas.gov.au> 
Cc: Mann, Dydee <Dydee.Mann@fpa.tas.gov.au>; Alderman, Rachael (DPIPWE) 
<Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au> 
Subject: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan comments.  
 
Hi Helen,  
 
Please see attached our comments (99% Dydee’s work) on the Swift Parrot Recovery Plan. Our Federal colleagues 
wanted them by COB tomorrow. Would you be able to review and pass them on? The two key changes to make a 
more accurate plan from Tasmania’s perspective are: 
 

1) A modified habitat description to more accurately reflect the conservation requirements of the species. 
These edits are minor wording tweaks with no big impact on obligations to stakeholders, but with much 
better conservation outcomes - all of this is reflected in in the attached. 

2) A revised map on page 11. Where the red area on the map in Tasmania better reflects boundaries that are 
in use the forest management system - we can provide this spatial layer, with meta data and a description 
on how it has been developed. 

 
We’ve also put some comments in the attached for them to consider. And we’re happy to clarify need be.  
 
It’s important to note with them that in putting all of this together Dydee has liaised with the relevant species 
experts to ensure that it reflects current knowledge and understanding of the species. 
 
And it would be good if we could see one more final draft. As we’re keen to make sure that it is accurate. Due to this 
species importance and impact on activities in in Tassie.  
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Cheers,  
Shaun 

 
Shaun Suitor | Principal Policy Officer 
Strategy, Policy & Coordination  
Department of State Growth 

 
p  
e shaun.suitor@stategrowth.tas.gov.au  
w www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au 
Level 6, 4 Salamanca Place, Hobart, TAS 7000 | GPO Box 536, Hobart, TAS 7001 
 

 
 
 

From: Mann, Dydee  
Sent: Wednesday, 23 September 2020 7:00 PM 
To: Suitor, Shaun <Shaun.Suitor@stategrowth.tas.gov.au> 
Subject: SP RP comments 
 
Hi Shaun 
 
I have completely run out of time to complete any more detailed commentary on the revised draft RP for swift 
parrot. Here is my edits, focused on what I consider to be the most critical amendments to the document for a 
sensible conservation approach. I believe these edits are minor wording tweaks with no big impact on obligations to 
stakeholders, but with much better conservation outcomes. 
 
I have attached the doc you sent me with Rachael’s markup, and modified the habitat description to more 
accurately reflect the conservation requirements of the species. It would be good if this went along with a revised 
map where the red area on pg 11 reflected the boundaries already in use under the fps, but this is not essential – I 
have written the habitat description in such a way that it doesn’t depend on the map boundaries. I can forward a 
shape file in a couple of weeks. I have discussed this habitat description with species specialists to ensure that it 
reflects current knowledge and understanding of the species.  
 
I am very happy to provide further comment, but sadly cannot do this before the feds Friday deadline. Happy to chat 
about any of it as I am really keen for this document to be improved. 

 
Cheers 
Dydee  
 
Dydee Mann 
Ecologist, Biodiversity Program  
30 Patrick St, Hobart, Tasmania 7000  

T – (03) 6165 4090 | M –  
www.fpa.tas.gov.au 
Work days: M, T, T, F 
 
 
This correspondence is for the named person's use only. It may contain confidential or legally privileged information 
or both. No confidentiality or privilege is waived or lost by any mistransmission. If you receive this correspondence in 
error, please immediately delete it from your system and notify the sender. You must not disclose, copy or rely on any 
part of this correspondence if you are not the intended recipient. Any opinions expressed in this message are those of 
the individual sender, except where the sender expressly, and with authority, states them to be the opinion of the 
Forest Practices Authority. 
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The Species Profile and Threats Database pages linked to this recovery plan is obtainable from:  

http://www.environment.gov.au/cgi-bin/sprat/public/sprat.pl  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

© Copyright Commonwealth of Australia, 2020. 

 
 

The National Recovery Plan for the Swift Parrot (Lathamus discolor) is licensed by the Commonwealth of 

Australia for use under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International licence with the exception of the 

Coat of Arms of the Commonwealth of Australia, the logo of the agency responsible for publishing the report, 

content supplied by third parties, and any images depicting people. For licence conditions see: 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.  

This report should be attributed as ‘National Recovery Plan for the Swift Parrot (Lathamus discolor), 
Commonwealth of Australia 2020’. 

The Commonwealth of Australia has made all reasonable efforts to identify content supplied by third parties 

using the following format ‘© Copyright, [name of third party] ’. 

 

Disclaimer  

While reasonable efforts have been made to ensure that the contents of this publication are factually correct, 

the Commonwealth does not accept responsibility for the accuracy or completeness of the contents, and shall 

not be liable for any loss or damage that may be occasioned directly or indirectly through the use of, or 

reliance on, the contents of this publication. 

Image credits  

Front Cover: Swift Parrot. (© Copyright, Chris Tzaros).  
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SUMMARY 
Swift Parrot (Lathamus discolor) 

Family: Psittacidae 

Current status of taxon:  
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Cwlth): Critically Endangered 

Nature Conservation Act 2014 (Australian Capital Territory): Critically Endangered 

Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016 (New South Wales): Endangered 

Nature Conservation Act 1992 (Queensland): Endangered 

National Parks and Wildlife Act 1972 (South Australia): Endangered 

Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 (Tasmania): Endangered 

Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988 (Victoria): Threatened 

 
IUCN Red List of Threatened Species: Critically Endangered 

 

Distribution and habitat:  

The Swift Parrot breeds mostly on the east and south-east coast of Tasmania during summer and 

migrates to mainland Australia in autumn. During winter the species disperses across forests and 

woodlands, foraging on nectar and lerps mainly in Victoria and New South Wales. Small numbers of 

Swift Parrots are also recorded in the Australian Capital Territory, south eastern South Australia and 

southern Queensland. The area occupied during the breeding season varies between years, 

depending on food availability, but is typically less than 500 km2.   

 

Recovery plan Vision, Objective and Strategies: 

Long-term Vision 

The Swift Parrot population has increased in size to such an extent that the species no longer 

qualifies for listing as threatened under any of the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 1999 listing criteria. 

 

Recovery Plan Objective 

By 2030, measure and sustain a positive population trend (compared to 2020 baseline counts) in 

the number of mature individuals of the Swift Parrot.  

By 2030, maintain or improve the extent, condition and connectivity of habitat of the Swift Parrot. 

This will be achieved by implementing the actions set out in this Recovery Plan that minimise 

threats while protecting and enhancing the species’ habitat throughout its range, adequately 

monitoring the species, generating new knowledge to guide recovery and increasing public 

awareness. 

 

Strategies to achieve objective 
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INTRODUCTION 
This document constitutes the National Recovery Plan for the Swift Parrot (Lathamus discolor). The 

plan considers the conservation requirements of the species across its range and identifies the 

actions needed to be undertaken to improve the species’ long-term viability. This recovery plan 

supersedes the 2011 National Recovery Plan for the Swift Parrot (Saunders and Tzaros 2011).  

The Swift Parrot is listed as Critically Endangered under the Environment Protection and 
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act). It was listed as Endangered under the EPBC Act in 

2000, however the listing status of the Swift Parrot was re-assessed in 2016 due to new information 

showing a significant threat from predation of females and nestlings by the introduced (to Tasmania) 

Sugar Glider (Petaurus breviceps) (Stojanovic et al. 2014). Sugar Glider impacts in Tasmania are 

compounding and adding to the already recognised threats to the Swift Parrot including habitat loss 

and alteration and Australia’s changing climate. The re-assessment concluded that the risk posed 

by this previously unidentified threat was significant enough to justify moving the species from the 

Endangered category to the Critically Endangered category of the EPBC Act list of threatened 

species. The re-assessment also concluded that the recovery plan should be updated to include 

measures to reduce the impact of Sugar Gliders. 

The 2011 Recovery Plan was reviewed by the Swift Parrot Recovery Team in 2016-2017. The 

review concluded that the previous plan resulted in:  

• Increased understanding of the habitat features associated with breeding;  

• Progress in developing Tasmanian forestry management protocols in the breeding areas, 

and integrating these into Forest Practice Authority (FPA) management recommendations. 

However, the review highlighted that issues remained with the implementation of the FPA 

regulations. The Review also identified that there had been limited work across mainland 

jurisdictions on Swift Parrot habitat management; and 

• Some work was being done on monitoring and managing the threat from collisions, 

competition and beak and feather disease. However, the review found that work on these 

threats was not prioritised as they were considered to have low overall impact on the 

species survival compared to habitat loss and the impacts of Sugar Glider predation. 

Overall the review found that population trend information for Swift Parrots remained uncertain, as 

there was no estimates of population size or equivalent indices that could be used to estimate a 

population trend. However, based on modelling of known reproductive success parameters and 

predation by Sugar Gliders, it was demonstrated that the population was likely declining.  

The Review also concluded that at the time of writing the 2011 Recovery Plan the Sugar Glider 

threat was not recognised and that, as a result, the plan was lacking any recovery actions to 

address that threat. The Review concluded that a new recovery plan should be developed for the 

Swift Parrot to account for predation by Sugar Gliders and address the ongoing loss of breeding 

habitat in Tasmania. 

The accompanying Species Profile and Threats Database (SPRAT) provides additional background 

information on the biology, population status and threats to the Swift Parrot. SPRAT pages are 

available from: http://www.environment.gov.au/cgi-bin/sprat/public/sprat.pl 
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The Swift Parrot breeds in Tasmania during the summer and migrates north to mainland Australia 

for winter (Figure 1). The breeding range of the Swift Parrot is mainly restricted to the east and 

south-east coast of Tasmania, with the location of breeding each year being determined largely by 

the distr bution and intensity of Blue Gum (Eucalyptus globulus) and Black Gum (E. ovata) flowering 

(Webb et al. 2014). The flowering patterns of these species varies dramatically in location and 

extent over annual cycles (Webb et al. 2017). Swift Parrots also occasionally breed in the north-

west of the state, between Launceston and Smithton, however the number of birds involved is low 

as potential breeding habitat remaining in the north-west is scarce and highly fragmented. Swift 

Parrots have also been found breeding in isolated patches of Blue Gum on the west coast of 

Tasmania near Zeehan, and on both King and Flinders Islands (Webb unpublished data). 

Swift Parrots disperse widely on the mainland, foraging on flowers and lerps in Eucalyptus species, 

mainly in Victoria and New South Wales. In Victoria, Swift Parrots are predominantly found in the 

dry forests and woodlands of the box-ironbark region on the inland slopes of the Great Dividing 

Range. There are a few records each year from the Me bourne and Geelong districts and they are 

occasionally recorded south of the divide in the Gippsland region.  

In New South Wales, Swift Parrots forage in forests and woodlands throughout the coastal and 

western slopes regions each year. Coastal regions in New South Wales tend to support larger 

numbers of birds when inland habitats are subjected to drought, as occurred in 2002 and 2009 

(Tzaros et al. 2009).   

Small numbers of Swift Parrots are observed in the Australian Capital Territory and in south-eastern 

Queensland on a regular basis. The species is less frequently observed in the Southern Mount Lofty 

Ranges and the Bordertown-Naracoorte area in south-eastern South Australia (Saunders and 

Tzaros 2011). 

 

2.4 Population and trends 

The Swift Parrot occurs as a single, migratory population (Stojanovic et al. 2018). The most recent 

population estimate was done for The Action Plan for Australian Birds 2010, which suggested there 

were approximately 2,000 mature individuals in the wild (Garnett et al. 2011). There are no other 

recent estimates of population size.  

While the current population size might be uncertain, recent research has shown that the Swift 

Parrot population is l kely undergoing dramatic declines due to predation by Sugar Gliders, an 

introduced species to Tasmania (Campbell et al. 2018), compounding and in addition to other 

known threats including habitat loss and alteration. Stojanovic et al. (2014) found that Swift Parrot 

nests failed at a very high rate on the Tasmanian mainland, compared to no failure on offshore 

islands where Sugar Gliders were shown to be absent. Most cases of glider predation resulted in 

the death of the adult female, and always involved the death of either eggs or nestlings.  

Heinsohn et al. (2015) constructed a population viability analysis (PVA) using the demographic data 

gained from the Sugar Glider predation study and population monitoring (Stojanovic et al. 2014; 

Webb et al. 2014). Five scenarios were considered in the PVA. The first scenario was based on 

field data from Bruny and Maria Islands, which are both Sugar Glider free. This scenario estimated 

growth rates in the absence of Sugar Glider predation and projected a substantial increase in 

numbers over time. Four other PVA models were tested which accounted for Sugar Glider predation 

but used differing generation times.  
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The mean decline over the four scenarios that included Sugar Glider predation was projected at 

86.9 percent (range over the four models was 78.8-94.7 percent decline) over three generations. 

The preferred model by Heinsohn et al. (2015) projected that Swift Parrots would undergo an 

extreme decline of 94.7 percent within a three generation period. This model used a generation time 

of 5.4 years, which was obtained through expert elicitation (Garnett et. al., 2011). While research 

has found that that breeding success is much higher on Sugar Glider free islands (Stojanovic et al. 

2014), this greater success was insufficient to buffer the population against collapse under the 

modelled scenarios (Heinsohn et al. 2015).  
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     Figure 1 - Distribution of the Swift Parrot in Australia   
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2.5   Habitat  

2.5.1  Mainland habitat 

Swift Parrots spend the winter on mainland Australia (Figure 1). During the non-breeding season 

the population frequents eucalypt woodlands and forests in South Australia, Victoria, New South 

Wales, Australian Capital Territory and Queensland. Within these habitats, Swift Parrots 

preferentially forage in large, mature trees (Kennedy 2000; Kennedy and Overs 2001; Kennedy and 

Tzaros 2005) that provide more reliable foraging resources than younger trees (Wilson and Bennett 

1999; Law et al. 2000). 

Key foraging species includes Yellow Gum (E. leucoxylon); Red Ironbark (E. tricarpa); Mugga 

Ironbark (E. sideroxylon); Grey Box (E. macrocarpa); White Box (E. albens); Yellow Box (E. 
melliodora); Swamp Mahogany (E. robusta); Forest Red Gum (E. tereticornis); Blackbutt (E. 
pilularis); and Spotted Gum (Corymbia maculata). Swift Parrots are known to rely heavily on lerp for 

food. Lerps are protective covers made by nymphs (larval stage that resembles adults) of jumping 

plant lice or psyllids (Family: Psyllidae). Nymphs excrete honeydew on the leaf surface and the 

sugars and amino acids in the honeydew crystallise in the air to form lerps. Leaves can look black 

and sooty when moulds grow on the honeydew. Lerp size and shape varies between species of 

psyllid. On mainland Australia Swift Parrots are regularly found feeding on lerp, with flocks of up to 

50 birds feeding on lerp for up to an entire season, sometimes choosing to eat lerp despite the 

nearby availability of nectar resources (BirdLife Australia pers. comm.). 

The distribution of Swift Parrots across the landscape will vary depending on the flowering 

phenology of key foraging species. Due to the variable production of nectar and lerps it is 

considered critically important to protect and manage a broad range of habitats to provide a range 

of foraging resources (Kennedy and Overs 2001; Kennedy and Tzaros 2005). Where habitat loss 

continues to occur within foraging habitats on the mainland, it is important to retain trees ≥ 60 cm 

diameter at breast height (DBH) or greater, together with at least five trees per hectare from a 

mixture of other age classes (30-40cm, 40-50cm and 50-60cm DBH) to ensure continuity of food 

resources over time. 

2.5.2  Tasmanian breeding and foraging habitat 

Breeding records for Swift Parrots are largely restricted to the south and east coast of Tasmania, 

including some offshore islands, with some sporadic breeding occurring in the north of the state 

(Figure 1). The distribution of nesting Swift Parrots each breeding season is determined largely by 

the distr bution and intensity of Blue Gum (E. globulus) and Black Gum (E. ovata) flowering (Webb 

et al. 2014). The flowering patterns of these species varies dramatically in location and extent over 

annual cycles (Webb et al. 2017).  

Swift Parrots nest in any eucalypt forest that supports suitable tree hollows, provided that a suitable 

food source is within foraging range. The most common tree species used by Swift Parrots for 

nesting are Stringybark (E. obliqua), White Peppermint (E. pulchella), Blue Gum, White Gum (E. 
viminalis), Gum-topped Stringybark (E. delegatensis) and dead stags. The majority of recorded nest 

sites occur in dry Stringybark forest and wet Stringybark forest, dry White Peppermint forest and dry 

Blue Gum forest. Nest sites have also been recorded in other dry and wet eucalypt forest types. 

Swift Parrots nest in hollows of live and dead eucalypt trees. In eastern Tasmania, most recorded 

nest sites have been located within 30 km of the coast. Swift Parrots select trees and forest patches 

with a relatively higher number of potential hollows (Voogdt 2006, Webb et al. 2012). Nest trees are 
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but up to five may be laid. During incubation the male visits the nest site every three to five hours to 

feed the female. The male perches near the nest and calls the female out, either feeding her at the 

nest entrance or both will fly to a nearby perch.  

Reproductive success is strongly influenced by the availability and intensity of Blue and/or Black 

Gum flowering, and nest site selection with regard to the presence of Sugar Gliders. In years where 

birds breed primarily on Bruny and Maria Islands, breeding success is much higher as Sugar 

Gliders are not found on these islands (Stojanovic et al. 2014, 2015). 

 
2.7 Key biodiversity areas 

The Key Biodiversity Areas (KBA) approach helps to identify and designate areas of international 

importance in terms of biodiversity conservation using globally standardised criteria (BirdLife 

International 2020). KBAs extend the Important Bird Area concept to other taxonomic groups and 

are now being identified in many parts of the world, by a range of governmental and non-

governmental organisations. Defining, protecting and managing KBAs will assist the Australian 

Government to meet its obligations to international treaties, such as the Convention on Biological 

Diversity. 

The identification of a site as a KBA is unrelated to its legal status. However, its status will often 

inform KBA delineation, because KBAs are defined as pragmatically as possible; if an existing 

designation roughly matches a KBA, it will generally be used for the KBA. Many KBAs overlap 

wholly with existing protected area boundaries, including sites designated under international 

conventions (e.g. Ramsar and World Heritage) and areas protected at national and local levels (e.g. 

national parks, indigenous or community conserved areas). However, not all KBAs are protected 

areas and not all protected areas are KBAs. It is recognised that other management approaches 

may also be appropriate to safeguard KBAs; the identification of a site as a KBA simply implies that 

the site should be managed in ways that ensure the persistence of the biodiversity elements for 

which it is important (particular species or habitats). For more information on KBAs visit - 

http://www.keybiodiversityareas.org/home      

KBA Factsheets, including boundary maps are available from the World Database of Key 

Biodiversity Areas (BirdLife International 2020). BirdLife Australia have identified 18 Key Biodiversity 

Areas as being important for Swift Parrot conservation and to support the long-term maintenance of 

the species. They include: 

New South Wales 

• Brisbane Water – Brisbane Water is a wave-dominated barrier estuary located in the Central 

Coast region, north of Sydney, New South Wales. Brisbane Water has its origin at the 

confluence of the Narara and Coorumbine Creeks, to the south–east of Gosford and travels 

for approximately 18 kilometres in a southerly direction to its mouth at Broken Bay, about 7 

kilometres from the Tasman Sea, at Barrenjoey Head. In 2009, over 110 bird species were 

recorded within the estuary. Some 2,277 hectares (5,630 acres) of Brisbane Water is 

classified as KBA because it has an isolated population of up to ten breeding pairs of Bush 

Stone-curlews and supports flocks of the Critically Endangered Regent Honeyeater and 

Swift Parrot during autumn and winter, when the Swamp Mahogany trees are in flower. 

• Capertee Valley – The Capertee Valley is a 2nd largest canyon (by width) in the world and 

largest valley in New South Wales, 135 km north-west of Sydney. One of the most 

prominent features of the valley is Pantony's Crown, a sandstone butte that is now part of 
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the Gardens of Stone National Park. Parts of the valley are also included in the Wollemi 

National Park, the second-largest national park in New South Wales. The only population 

centre of any kind is the village of Glen Davis, which includes a camp-site and often serves 

as a starting-point for bushwalks around the Capertee River and other parts of the Wollemi 

National Park. The valley is classified as a KBA because it is the most important breeding 

site for the Critically Endangered Regent Honeyeater. It also supports populations of the 

Painted Honeyeater, Rockwarbler, Swift Parrot, Plum-headed Finch and Diamond Firetail. 

• Hastings-Macleay – The Hastings-Macleay KBA is a 1148 km2 tract of land stretching for 

100 km along the Mid North Coast of New South Wales, from Stuarts Point in the north to 

the Camden Haven River in the south. It is bounded on the west by the Pacific Highway. It 

combines ephemeral floodplain wetlands with coastal swamp forests. It is mostly cattle-

grazed but contains large blocks of state forest, protected areas and tea-tree plantations. 

The area was identified by BirdLife International as an KBA because it regularly supports 

significant numbers of the Critically Endangered Swift Parrot, Regent Honeyeater and the 

Endangered Australasian Bittern, and probably over one percent of the global population of 

Sharp-tailed Sandpipers. 

• Hunter Valley - The Hunter Valley KBA is a 560 km2 tract of land around Cessnock in 

central-eastern New South Wales. The site has been identified as a KBA because it 

regularly supports significant numbers of the Critically Endangered Regent Honeyeater and 

Swift Parrot. The KBA is defined by remnant patches of eucalypt-woodland and forest used 

by the birds in a largely anthropogenic landscape. It includes Aberdare and Pelton state 

forests, Broke Common, Singleton Army Base, Pokolbin, Quorrobolong, Abermain and 

Tomalpin, as well as various patches of bushland, including land owned by mining 

companies. The KBA contains Werakata National Park and part of Watagans National Park.   

• Lake Macquarie – Lake Macquarie is Australia's largest coastal salt water lake. Located in 

the Hunter Region of New South Wales, it covers an area of 110 square kilometres and is 

connected to the Tasman Sea by a short channel. The remnant and fragmented eucalypt 

forests on the southern margins of the lake have been identified as a 121 km2 KBA because 

they support significant numbers of Critically Endangered Swift Parrots and Regent 

Honeyeaters in years when the Swamp Mahogany and other trees are flowering. 

• Richmond Woodlands – The Richmond Woodlands comprise some 329 km2 of eucalypt 

woodland remnants close to Richmond, New South Wales. They lie at the foot of the Blue 

Mountains on the north-western fringe of the Sydney metropolitan area. The KBA boundary 

is defined by patches of habitat suitable for Critically Endangered Regent Honeyeaters and 

Swift Parrots, centred on the woodlands between the Agnes Banks, Windsor Downs and 

Castlereagh Nature Reserves, and extending south to Penrith and north-east to encompass 

Scheyville National Park. It is adjacent to the forested hills of the Greater Blue Mountains 

KBA. 

• South-west Slopes of New South Wales - An area of 25,653 square kilometres, largely 

coincident with the bioregion, has been identified as a KBA because it supports a significant 

wintering population of the Critically Endangered Swift Parrots and Vulnerable Superb 

Parrots (Polytelis swainsonii), as well as populations of Painted Honeyeaters and Diamond 

Firetails. Most of the site is modified wheat-growing and sheep-grazing country with only 

vestiges of its original vegetation. Remnant patches of woodland and scattered large trees, 
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especially of Mugga Ironbark (E. sideroxylon), Apple Box (E. bridgesiana), Grey Box (E. 
microcarpa), White Box (E. albens), Yellow Box (E. melliodora), Red Box (E. polyanthemos), 

Yellow Gum (E. leucoxylon), River Red Gum and Blakely's Red Gum (E. blakelyi), still 

provide habitat for the Painted Honeyeaters. Protected areas within the site include several 

nature reserves and state forests, as well as the Livingstone and Weddin Mountains 

National Parks, and Tarcutta Hills Reserve. 

• Tuggerah - The Tuggerah Lakes, a wetland system of three interconnected coastal lagoons, 

are located on the Central Coast of New South Wales, Australia and comprise Lake 

Munmorah, Budgewoi Lake and Tuggerah Lake. The lakes and their immediate surrounds, 

including the Munmorah State Conservation Area and most of the Wyrrabalong National 

Park, have been identified as a KBA because the shallow waters have extensive seagrass 

beds attracting large numbers of waterbirds, including one percent of the global population 

of Sharp-tailed Sandpiper and Chestnut Teal. The adjacent forests and woodlands provide 

habitat for Swift Parrots and Regent Honeyeaters in the non-breeding season.  

• Ulladulla to Merimbula – The Ulladulla to Merimbula KBA comprises a strip of coastal and 

subcoastal land stretching along the southern coastline of New South Wales. It is an 

important site for Swift Parrots. The 2100 km2 KBA extends for about 250 km between the 

towns of Ulladulla and Merimbula and extends about 10 km inland from the coast. It is 

defined by the presence of forests, or forest remnants, of Spotted Gum and other flowering 

eucalypts used by Swift Parrots. It includes forests dominated by ironbarks and bloodwoods 

which are likely to support the species in years when the Spotted Gums are not flowering. 

Also included are large areas of pasture between forest blocks, and small areas of 

agriculture and urban development which contain scattered large flowering trees and 

remnants of native vegetation in otherwise anthropogenic landscapes. The KBA either 

encompasses, or partly overlaps with, the Ben Boyd, Biamanga, Bournda, Clyde River, 

Eurobodalla, Gulaga, Meroo, Mimosa Rocks, Murramarang and South East Forest National 

Parks. 

 

Victoria 

• Bendigo Box-Ironbark Region – The Bendigo Box-Ironbark Region is a 505 km2 fragmented 

and irregularly shaped tract of land that encompasses all the box-ironbark forest and 

woodland remnants used as winter feeding habitat by Swift Parrots in the Bendigo-Maldon 

region of central Victoria. The site lies between the Maryborough-Dunolly Box-Ironbark 

Region and Rushworth Box-Ironbark Region KBAs. It includes much of the Greater Bendigo 

National Park, several nature reserves and state forests, with a few small blocks of private 

land. It excludes other areas of woodland that are less suitable for the parrots. The region 

was identified as an KBA because, when flowering conditions are suitable it supports up to 

1,100 (or 50 percent of the global population) non-breeding Swift Parrots. 

• Maryborough-Dunolly Box-Ironbark Region - The Maryborough-Dunolly Box-Ironbark Region 

includes all the box-ironbark forest and woodland remnants used as winter feeding habitat 

by Swift Parrots in the Maryborough-Dunolly region of central Victoria. The 900 km2 KBA 

includes several nature reserves, state parks and state forests, with only a few small blocks 

of private land. It excludes adjacent areas of woodland that are less suitable for Swift 

Parrots. 
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• Puckapunyal – Puckapunyal Military Area (PMA) is an Australian Army training facility and 

base 10 km west of Seymour, in central Victoria. The PMA contains box-ironbark forest that 

forms one of the largest discrete remnants of this threatened ecosystem in Victoria. The 

entire PMA, along with two small reserves and an army munitions storage site at nearby 

Mangalore, has been identified as a 435 km2 KBA because it supports the largest known 

population of Bush Stone-curlews in Victoria. It is also regularly visited by Critically 

Endangered Swift Parrots, often in large numbers.  

• Rushworth Box-Ironbark Region - The Rushworth Box-Ironbark Region is a 510 km2 

fragmented and irregularly shaped tract of land that encompasses all the box–ironbark forest 

and woodland remnants used as winter feeding habitat by Swift Parrots in the Rushworth-

Heathcote region of central Victoria. It lies north of, and partly adjacent to, the Puckapunyal 

KBA. The site includes the Heathcote-Graytown National Park, several nature reserves and 

state forests, with a few small blocks of private land. It excludes other areas of woodland 

that are less suitable for the Swift Parrot. The region was identified as an KBA because, 

when the flowering conditions are suitable it supports up to about 70 Swift Parrots. 

• St Arnaud Box-Ironbark Region - The St Arnaud Box-Ironbark Region is a 481 km2 

fragmented and irregularly shaped tract of land that encompasses all the box-ironbark forest 

and woodland remnants used as winter feeding habitat by Swift Parrots in the St Arnaud-

Stawell region of central Victoria. The site lies west of the Maryborough-Dunolly Box-

Ironbark Region KBA. It includes the St Arnaud Range National Park, several nature 

reserves and state forests, with a few small blocks of private land. It excludes other areas of 

woodland that are less suitable for Swift Parrots. The region was identified as a KBA 

because, when flowering conditions are suitable it supports up to about 75 Swift Parrots. 

• Warby-Chiltern Box-Ironbark Region - The Warby–Chiltern Box–Ironbark Region comprises 

a cluster of separate blocks of remnant box-ironbark forest habitat, with a collective area of 

253 km2, in north eastern Victoria. This site lies to the east of the Rushworth Box-Ironbark 

Region KBA. It includes the Reef Hills and Warby-Ovens National Parks, Killawarra Forest, 

Chesney Hills, Mount Meg Reserves, Winton Wetlands Reserve, the Boweya Flora and 

Fauna Reserve, Rutherglen Conservation Reserve, Mount Lady Franklin Reserve and 

Chiltern-Mount Pilot National Park. Most of it lies within protected areas or state forests, 

encompassing only small blocks of private land. The site has been identified as an KBA 

because it provides feeding habitat for relatively large numbers of non-breeding Swift 

Parrots when flowering conditions are suitable, as well as the Critically Endangered Regent 

Honeyeaters. It also supports small numbers of Painted Honeyeaters, Diamond Firetails and 

Flame Robins (Petroica phoenicea). Declining woodland birds still present in the KBA 

include Brown Treecreepers (Climacteris picumnus), Speckled Warblers (Pyrrholaemus 
sagittatus), Hooded Robins (Melanodryas cucullata), Grey-crowned Babblers 

(Pomatostomus temporalis), Gi bert's Whistler (Pachycephala inornata) and, occasionally, 

migrant Black Honeyeaters (Sugomel nigrum). Crested Bellbirds (Oreoica gutturalis) are 

locally extinct. 

 

Tasmania 

• Bruny Island – Bruny Island is a 362 km2 (89,000-acre) island located off the south-eastern 

coast of Tasmania. Bruny Island is classified as a KBA because it supports the world's 
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Management arrangements have evolved since 1996 and initially only applied to dry forest habitat 

(FPA 2010; Munks et al. 2004) considered a priority for the species, based on existing information. 

In 2007 new information became available that suggested wet forests were part of breeding habitat 

for Swift Parrots, particularly during periods when Blue Gum flowering was poor in dry forests 

(Webb 2008; Law et al. 2000). The current measures for the management of Swift Parrot habitat 

cover wet and dry forest habitat throughout the breeding range of the species and are delivered 

through a decision support system, the Threatened Fauna Adviser (Forest Practices Authority 

2014). Since Swift Parrot breeding habitat is poorly reserved in the National Reserve Network in 

Tasmania there is considerable reliance on the measures delivered through the Tasmanian forest 

practices system. Ongoing development of spatial information on nesting and foraging habitat 

availability and management approaches in off-reserve areas is urgently required to refine and 

ensure the effectiveness of these measures. 

Harvesting operations and land clearing of foraging habitat on the Australian mainland also remains 

a substantial threat. Impacts on Swift Parrot habitat in NSW have been so severe that only 5 - 30 

percent of the original vegetation now remains, such as for Grey Box and Grassy White Box 

woodland, and what is left is often degraded (Saunders and Russell 2016). With such extensive 

losses of habitat there is an increased risk that the remaining areas may fail to produce the 

necessary food resources in one year, which may lead to rapid population decline due to the 

accumulated extinction debt. That is, before such extensive habitat losses occurred, the birds had a 

much greater chance of locating the food resources they needed each year (Saunders and Russell 

2016). 

The harvesting of mature box-ironbark woodlands of central Victoria and coastal forests of New 

South Wales, including Spotted Gum forests on the south coast, for forestry reduces the suitability 

of these habitats for this species by removing mature trees which are preferred by Swift Parrots. 

Larger trees typically provide more reliable, greater quantity and quality of food resources than 

younger trees (Wilson and Bennett 1999; Kennedy and Overs 2001; Kennedy and Tzaros 2005). 

However, the extent of forest loss over Swift Parrot foraging habitat on the mainland has not been 

quantified and the impacts from urban land clearing and commercial harvesting operations on the 

mainland remain uncertain.   

 

Firewood collection – illegal and legal 

Firewood collection is a threat to nesting and foraging habitat in Tasmania and to foraging habitat 

on mainland Australia. Trees targeted by firewood collectors are often those most valuable to the 

Swift Parrot, being large, mature forage trees or trees with suitable nesting hollows. Generally 

registered firewood suppliers operate in accordance with industry codes of practice or are formally 

regulated, which typically includes provisions to not collect from areas that might have an impact on 

threatened species. However, there is a large, but unquantified unregulated and illegal harvest of 

firewood, and these collectors are known to be impacting on Swift Parrot habitat.    

 

Fire   

Increases in fire frequency pose a significant threat to avian communities. Where fire intervals are 

too short, flowering events and maturation of nectar-rich plant species may be reduced, resulting in 

a reduction of foraging resources for nectarivorous birds (Woinarski and Recher 1997). This is of 

particular concern in coastal New South Wales and in central Victoria where there is increasing 
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residential and industrial development in close proximity to Swift Parrot habitat. Such developments 

are required to comply with new fire safety regulations involving clearing trees within fire protection 

zones and undertaking hazard reduction burns. With an increase in the human population residing 

adjacent to Swift Parrot habitat and increased accessibility to bushland areas, an increase in the 

incidence of accidental and del berate fire may also be an issue.  

 

The relationship between fire and the formation and destruction of hollows is complex. Fires may kill 

canopy trees but these (and their hollows) may persist as dead stags. Fires may also lead to hollow 

formation (or a change in dimensions of existing hollows) in surviving trees or destroy hollow-

bearing trees. Frequent fire may alter natural wildfire tree recruitment processes and hence dictate 

future availability of hollows (Woinarski and Recher 1997). Fires may also cause the collapse of 

hollow bearing trees, thus reducing hollow availability into the future. One long-term study looked at 

survival of nest trees over time and found that unburned trees mostly survived but that nearly half of 

the trees burnt with cavities collapsed within six months of burning (Stojanovic et al. 2015). 

 

In 2019-20, following years of drought (DPI 2020), catastrophic wildfire conditions culminated in 

fires that covered an unusually large area of eastern and southern Australia. In many places, the 

fires burnt with high intensity. The full impact of the 2019-20 bushfires has yet to be determined. 

The bushfires will not have impacted all areas equally: some areas burnt at very high intensity whilst 

other areas burnt at lower intensity, potentially even leaving patches unburnt within the fire footprint. 

However, an initial analysis estimates that between 10 - 30 percent of the distribution range of the 

Swift Parrot was impacted. This type of event is increasingly likely to reoccur as a result of climate 

change. Also more frequent hazard reduction burns in response to increased bushfire risk 

represents a potential threat to the Swift Parrot and its habitat. 

 

Residential and industrial development  

Urban, rural residential and industrial developments pose a substantial threat to habitat throughout 

the range of the species, with important breeding areas in Tasmania and key foraging areas in 

Victoria, New South Wales and Queensland being of particular concern. Where potential breeding 

habitat is retained adjacent to developments there is an increased likelihood that potential nest trees 

could be removed for ‘human safety reasons’, including as part of establishing and maintaining fire 

breaks.  

In central Victoria, urban and rural residential developments are increasingly encroaching into box-

ironbark habitats, such as those around Bendigo. In New South Wales, urban and industrial 

expansion, particularly on the central and north coast pose an ongoing threat to winter foraging 

regions. In Queensland, urban development is of particular concern to the Swift Parrot at the 

northern extent of their winter range. In particular, the Gold Coast, Toowoomba and the Greater 

Brisbane region are at risk from tree removal associated with residential and industrial development.  

Mortality risks to Swift Parrots from window-strike and from flying into fences (Hingston 2019) has 

also been documented previously and represents an ongoing threat to the species in urbanised 

areas. 

 

Agricultural tree senescence and dieback  
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Much of the habitat used by Swift Parrots in agricultural landscapes are forest remnants or isolated, 

scattered paddock trees. This habitat continues to be lost through senescence; dieback; over 

grazing, with limited or no recruitment; and through ongoing removal of paddock trees to enhance 

farm productivity. This is of particular concern in eastern Tasmania, Victoria and throughout New 

South Wales. 

 

3.2.2  Predation by Sugar Gliders 

Until recently the main threat to Swift Parrots was thought to be habitat loss and alteration within 

breeding areas. However, predation on the nest by Sugar Gliders on the mainland of Tasmania is 

now considered to be the most significant short-term threat to the species, as Sugar Gliders take 

not only the young or eggs in the nest but also often kill the sitting female (Stojanovic et al. 2014; 

Heinsohn et al. 2015). Stojanovic et al. (2014) also found that on the Tasmanian mainland, 

modelled survival of Swift Parrot nests was a function of modelled mature forest cover in the 

surrounding landscape and showed that the likelihood of Sugar Glider predation decreased with 

increasing forest cover.  

 

While a species native to the Australian mainland, Sugar Gliders were likely introduced to mainland 

Tasmania around 1835 (Campbell et al. 2018). Maria and Bruny Islands remain free of Sugar 

Gliders and it is important to remain vigilant to poss ble incursions. Maintaining their Sugar Glider-

free status is critical for the conservation of Swift Parrots in Tasmania.    

 

3.2.3  Collision mortality 

Collisions with wire netting, mesh fences, windows and cars cause mortality to Swift Parrots in 

urban areas throughout the species’ range (Pfennigwerth 2008; Hingston 2019) in Tasmania and 

mainland eastern Australia. Continuing urban encroachment into breeding and foraging habitat is 

l kely to exacerbate this problem. Swift Parrots are sometimes found injured or dead from collisions 

during the breeding season, with few birds released back into the wild. The threat is exacerbated in 

years when foraging resources are concentrated in or near to urban areas.  

 

The construction of wind energy turbines and associated energy infrastructure (i.e. powerlines) in 

south-eastern Australia may also have implications for the conservation of the Swift Parrot where 

they are poorly situated (Barrios and Rodriguez 2004). Individuals may be killed through collision, or 

their behaviour may be modified by the presence of these structures leading to avoidance of 

suitable habitat. The potential impacts of these structures may be greatest where they are situated 

along migration routes where a large proportion of the population may be exposed to the threat 

during a key life stage. Wind turbines and associated energy infrastructure are located, and 

continue to be built, along the migratory route and within the non-breeding range. This ongoing 

development increases the likelihood of the birds’ being exposed to collision mortality or loss of 

habitat.   

 

3.2.4  Competition 

Swift Parrots can experience increased competition for resources from large, aggressive 

honeyeaters, Noisy Miners (Manorina melanocephala) and Rainbow Lorikeets (Trichoglossus 
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haematodus) within altered habitats (Ford et al. 1993; Grey et al. 1998; Hingston 2019), and from 

introduced birds and bees (Brown 1989; Paton 1993; Hingston et al. 2004; Heinsohn et al. 2015; 

Hingston and Wotherspoon 2017; Hingston 2019). Swift Parrots compete with European 

Honeybees (Apis mellifera) and Starlings for tree cavities, where nestling parrots can be killed and 

the cavities usurped (Heinsohn et al. 2015). This competition is most prevalent in forest that is 

disturbed, fragmented (Stojanovic, D. unpublished data) or impacted by climate change.  

 

3.2.5  Climate variability and change 

Drought is a natural part of Australia’s climate and the present-day existence of the Swift Parrot 
demonstrates that the species is well-adapted to cope with a dry climate. However, the relatively 
recent and rapid decrease in available habitat, coupled with prolonged or more frequent drought 
periods, could prove to have irreversible impacts on an already depleted population. 
 
Climate projections for eastern Australia include reduced rainfall, increased average temperatures, 

and more frequent droughts and fires (CSIRO 2007; CSIRO and Bureau of Meteorology 2015). 

Climate change impacts are compounded by the Swift Parrot’s restricted area of occupancy, low 

(and decreasing) population, low population density at sites and short generation length (under 10 

years). These variables are identified as increasing the risk of local extinction (Pearson et al. 2014) 

and are amongst the strongest predictor of species’ vulnerability to climate change (Pearson et al. 

2014). 

 

Loss of nesting and foraging habitat from climate change and changes in seasonality and the 

geographic pattern of flowering is likely to pose a significant threat to the Swift Parrot (Porfirio et al. 

2016). Direct impacts to the Swift Parrot as a result of climate change include cases of climate-

related nest failures, altered rainfall patterns, flowering failures on the mainland and extreme 

wildfires.  

 

Climate change management requires both domestic and international action to stop further 

accumulation of anthropogenic greenhouse gases. Although management of this global issue is 

beyond the scope of this plan, long-term monitoring of the species and habitats in conjunction with 

climate monitoring stations may be needed to understand the sensitivities of the Swift Parrot to 

climate change. Such a monitoring program may provide valuable insights and a basis for future 

adaptive conservation management strategies. The cumulative effects of other threats together with 

climate change need to be considered for effective and adaptive long-term management of the Swift 

Parrot. 

 

3.2.6  Illegal wildlife capture and trading  

Unregulated trade in wildlife has become a major factor in the decline of many species of animals 

and plants. Therefore the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna 

and Flora (CITES) was established and is enforceable under the EPBC Act (Department of 

Environment and Heritage 2005b). The Swift Parrot is a unique species that is valued internationally 

and domestically by bird keepers and breeders and may be particularly susceptible to such illegal 

activities. The extent of such activities and their impact on the wild population are currently 

unknown.  
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• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into relevant 

policy documents to support 

management interventions  

 

• Key Biodiversity Areas have 

been reviewed and updated 

as new information becomes 

available  

2.2 Secure Tasmanian and 

Commonwealth 

Government 

commitment to support 

strategic planning for 

Swift Parrot breeding 

habitat 

1 • The completion of the Public 

Authority Management 

Agreement (PAMA, under the 

TSPAct 1995) has occurred 

between DPIPWE and 

Sustainable Timber Tasmania 

for the Permanent Timber 

Production Zone land in the 

Southern Forests 

 

• Annual Monitoring monitoring 

has occurred and an ongoing 

review of the implementation 

and effectiveness of the 

current management 

recommendations has been 

undertaken 

 

• Recommendations from the 

ongoing review have been 

considered and implemented 

 

• An agreed strategic 

management plan for forestry 

activities in Tasmania that is 

consistent with the objective of 

achieving a sustained 

increase in the Swift Parrot 

population over the next 10 

years has been completed 

and implemented 

Australian 

Government 

 

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

Sustainable 

Timbers 

Tasmania 

 

Core 

government  

business 
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2.3 Review and revise as 

appropriate Swift 

Parrot management 

priorities, 

recommendations, 

planning tools and 

procedures as new 

information becomes 

available 

2 • New information on breeding 

and foraging locations is 

incorporated into the existing 

regulations, codes of practice, 

management 

recommendations, and 

planning tools and procedures 

to better manage the Swift 

Parrot population across its 

range 

Australian 

Government 

 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government 

Core 

government  

business 

2.4 Protect areas of 

‘habitat critical to 

survival’ not managed 

under an RFA 

agreement from 

developments and land 

clearing (e.g., from 

residential 

developments, mining 

activity, wind and solar 

farms, and clearing for 

agriculture) through 

local, state and 

Commonwealth 

Government 

mechanisms  

1 • Developments have avoided 

areas of ‘habitat critical to 

survival’ for the Swift Parrot 

where possible 

 

• Where avoidance is not 

possible, the extent and 

severity of clearing of mature 

foraging and nesting trees in 

areas of ‘habitat critical to the 

survival’ of the Swift Parrot 

has been measurably 

minimised and offset 

  

• Any developments in areas of 

‘habitat critical to survival’ 

have incorporated suitable 

threat mitigation measures 

 

• If avoidance or mitigation has 

been found to be impossible, 

any developments that 

proceeded in areas of ‘habitat 

critical to survival’ have 

provided offsets compliant 

with the approved offset 

regulations and calculators 

and provided measurable 

benefits to the Swift Parrot 

population in line with 

strategies outlined in this 

recovery plan   

Australian 

Government 

 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government 

Core 

government  

business 
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2.5 Enhance the quality 

and extent of existing 

breeding habitat in 

Tasmania 

1 • Manage regenerating and 

regrowth Blue Gum and Black 

Gum forest to provide foraging 

habitat into the future 

 

• Encourage large-scale 

plantings of Blue Gum and 

Black Gum forest and 

woodland by landholders and 

land managers in priority 

areas through a strategic 

landscape approach 

Australian 

Government 

 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

BirdLife 

Australia 

 

NGOs  

 

$250,000 pa 

2.6 Regulate firewood 

collecting in breeding, 

foraging and non-

breeding habitat 

2 • Quantify the extent of firewood 

harvesting in breeding, 

foraging and non-breeding 

habitat 

 

• Compliance and enforcement 

activities have been targeted 

at reducing illegal firewood 

harvesters 

 

• A voluntary code of practice 

for the firewood industry 

(including a certification 

system) has been developed 

and introduced to enable 

adequate knowledge of and 

regulation of impacts on Swift 

Parrot habitat 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

$75,000 pa 

2.7 Develop agreements 

with local government 

and government 

agencies that aim to 

maintain and enhance 

Swift Parrot breeding 

habitat 

2 • Management agreements 

have been developed with 

local government and state 

government agencies which 

maintain and enhance Swift 

Parrot breeding habitat 

 

• Reporting mechanisms have 

been developed to capture the 

outcomes of land use 

decisions and planning 

involving Swift Parrot breeding 

habitat 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

$150,000 pa 
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2.8 Manage important 

winter foraging habitat 

and provide adequate 

on-going conservation 

management 

resources where 

appropriate 

1 • Management plans for 

important winter foraging 

habitat/sites have been 

developed and implemented 

 

• Management plans have been 

adequately resourced 

 

• Consideration has been given 

to enhance formal protection 

for sites where appropriate 

(i.e, through new conservation 

reserves, national parks etc) 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

$350,000 pa 

2.9 Identify and protect 

remnants of state and 

Commonwealth owned 

land in areas of ‘habitat 

critical for survival’ for 

Swift Parrots 

3 • Unprotected state and 

Commonwealth owned 

remnants in areas of ‘habitat 

critical to survival’ for Swift 

Parrots have been identified 

 

• Remnants have been ranked 

for their conservation 

significance and mapped 

 

• Consideration has been given 

to enhance formal protection 

for sites where appropriate 

(i.e, through new conservation 

reserves, national parks etc) 

 

• Local management plans have 

been developed for priority 

remnants to maximise 

conservation values of the 

identified sites 

Australian 

Government 

 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

BirdLife 

Australia 

 

NGOs  

 

$150,000 pa 

2.10 Incorporate Swift 

Parrot conservation 

priorities into 

covenanting and other 

private land 

conservation 

programs. 

3 • Key breeding and foraging 

sites on private land identified 

and habitat quality assessed 

  

• Identified sites protected 

through covenanting and other 

private land conservation 

programs 

Australian 

Government 

 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

BirdLife 

Australia 

 

$250,000 pa 
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NGOs  
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density (through trapping 

and euthanising) on Swift 

Parrot mortality and breeding 

success 

 

• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

 

Academic 

institutions 

3.4 Better understand 

extinction/ colonisation 

dynamics of Sugar 

Gliders 

1 • An improved understanding 

can be demonstrated of the 

re-colonisation dynamics of 

Sugar Gliders resulting from 

local management 

interventions and population 

reductions 

 

• An improved understanding 

can be demonstrated of the 

breeding and foraging 

ecology of Sugar Gliders in 

south-east Tasmania  

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Research 

agencies 

 

NGOs  

 

Academic 

institutions 

$50,000 

3.5 Further investigate the 

possible link between 

forest condition, Sugar 

Glider density and 

Swift Parrot predation 

rates 

1 • An improved understanding 

can be demonstrated of the 

link between forest cover, 

patch size, Sugar Glider 

density and Swift Parrot 

predation rates and breeding 

success 

 

• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Research 

agencies 

 

NGOs  

 

Academic 

institutions 

$125,000 

pa 

3.6 Develop 

communication 

strategy specific to 

Sugar Glider 

management 

1 • A targeted communications 

strategy has been developed 

that communicates why 

Sugar Glider numbers need 

to be controlled within Swift 

Parrot breeding areas 

 

• Communication outputs 

have included but not limited 

to, social media networks, 

pamphlets and community 

presentations 

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Research 

agencies 

 

NGOs  

 

Academic 

institutions 

$30,000 

3.7 Ensure mechanisms 

are in place for the 

early detection, and 

control, of Sugar Glider 

 • A process has been 

developed and implemented 

to ensure the early detection 

of Sugar Gliders on islands 

where Swift Parrots breed 

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

$75,000 pa 
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Academic 

institutions 

4.2 Undertake fine-scale 

mapping of breeding, 

foraging and non-

breeding habitat to 

inform adaptive 

management 

1 • Fine-scale mapping of 

breeding areas has been 

undertaken for each 

breeding season over the life 

of this recovery plan 

• Nest tree locations have 

been identified, mapped and 

entered into database to 

assist with fine-scale 

management 

• Fine-scale mapping of non-

breeding habitat areas have 

been undertaken 

• All fine-scale mapping has 

been made available to land 

managers and the public 

• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

  

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Research 

agencies 

 

NGOs  

 

Academic 

institutions 

$125,000 

pa 

4.3 Obtain a greater 

understanding of local, 

regional and landscape 

use and habitat 

bottlenecks, including 

migratory pathways 

2 • Important winter foraging 

sites have been identified 

and documented annually  

  

• Important breeding sites 

identified and documented 

annually 

 

• New knowledge of broad-

scale movement patterns 

across the landscape have 

been generated 

 

• New knowledge of migratory 

pathways have been 

generated 

 

• Data collected have been 

used to analyse habitat use 

and factors that may 

influence site occupancy 

such but not limited to 

eucalypt flowering patterns, 

patterns of availability in all 

food resources (i.e. including 

lerp) and climate variability  

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

BirdLife 

Australia 

 

NGOs  

 

$150,000 

pa 
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• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

4.4 Continue research on 

breeding success, 

survival and mortality 

through nest 

monitoring and 

targeted studies  

2 • Existing knowledge of 

breeding success, survival 

and mortality has expanded 

• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

• Research has demonstrated 

the effectiveness of recovery 

plan actions 

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Research 

agencies 

 

NGOs  

 

Academic 

institutions 

$75,000 pa 

4.5 Use climate modelling 

techniques and 

monitoring to 

investigate the 

potential influence of 

climate change on 

eucalypt flowering and 

other food resources 

(including lerps) to 

identify potential refuge 

for the Swift Parrot 

over the next 100 years 

2 • Modelling has been 

undertaken to identify key 

areas of existing habitat that 

will become climate refuge 

for the Swift Parrot over the 

next 100 years  

• Consideration has been 

given to enhance the 

National Reserve Network 

for sites where appropriate 

(i.e, through new 

conservation reserves, 

national parks etc) 

• A monitoring program has 

been established investigate 

the relationship between 

climate change and the 

availability of food resources 

for the Swift Parrot 

Australian 

Government 

 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

BirdLife 

Australia 

 

NGOs  

 

$250,000 
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BirdLife 

Australia 

 

NGOs  

 

5.4 Encourage appropriate 

building design and 

tree plantings in urban 

areas to manage risks 

to foraging Swift 

Parrots, and hence 

reduce collision 

mortality 

3 • Guidelines have been 

developed and disseminated 

to land managers to 

encourage appropriate 

building design and tree 

plantings in urban areas 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

$50,000 

5.5 Investigate the 

potential impacts of 

bees, starling and 

Rainbow lorikeets on 

the availability of 

nesting resources 

3 • An improved understanding 

of hollow use and 

competition can be 

demonstrated 

 

• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Academic 

institutions 

 

$50,000 
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DURATION AND COST OF THE RECOVERY 

PROCESS 

 

It is anticipated that the recovery process will not be achieved prior to the scheduled five-year 

review of the recovery plan. The cost of implementation of this plan should be incorporated into the 

core business expenditure of the affected organisations, and through additional funds obtained for 

the explicit purpose of implementing this recovery plan. It is expected that Commonwealth and state 

agencies will use this plan to prioritise actions to protect the species and enhance its recovery, and 

that projects will be undertaken according to agency priorities and available resources. All actions 

are considered important steps towards ensuring the long-term survival of the species. The 

indicative cost of recovery plans actions was derived from expert elicitation and public comments 

received in 2019 and 2020. 

7.4 Review the recovery 

plan five years after 

making 

1 • In consultation with 

relevant stakeholders, a 

five review of the 

recovery plan has been 

endorsed by the 

Recovery Team 

 

• The conservation status 

of Swift Parrot has been 

reviewed every 5 years in 

conjunction with the 

recovery plan review 

Recovery 

Team 

$10,000 

7.5 Facilitate knowledge 

exchange and 

awareness between 

relevant threatened 

species land 

managers, researchers 

and decision makers    

1 • A communication 

network between 

interested stakeholders 

has been established 

 

• Meetings between site 

managers has occurred 

at least biennially to 

share knowledge and 

experience 

  

Recovery 

Team 

$30,000 

7.6 Secure ongoing 

commitment to 

provision of funding 

and resources 

adequate to coordinate 

recovery, achieve 

actions and objectives 

throughout the life of 

the plan 

1 • All relevant stakeholders 

involved in the 

conservation of Swift 

Parrots have allocated 

adequate resources to 

implement actions in the 

recovery plan  

All Core 

government 

business 
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EFFECTS ON OTHER NATIVE SPECIES 

AND BIODIVERSITY 

The Swift Parrot has become a ‘flagship’ species for conservation issues across eastern 

Australian, particularly in the Tasmanian southern forests. Enhanced protection of these 

forests will also help many other listed threatened bird species and hollow-dependant animals 

in general. In Tasmania, this includes the Masked Owl (Tyto novaehollandiae castanops), 

Wedge-tailed Eagle (Aquila audax fleayi), Forty Spotted Pardalote (Pardalotus quadragintus); 

and on the mainland includes species such as the Regent Honeyeater (Anthochaera phrygia) 

and the Superb Parrot (Polytelis swainsonii). Many other mammals, invertebrates and plants 

will also receive benefits due to measures put in place to protect and rejuvenate Swift Parrot 

habitat.  

Threatened Ecological Communities listed under the EPBC Act that are of importance to the 

Swift Parrot includes: White Box-Yellow Box-Blakely’s Red Gum Grassy Woodland and 

Derived Native Grassland, Cumberland Plain Woodland, Shale Sandstone Transition Forests, 

Shale Gravel Transition Forests, Gippsland Red Gum Grassy Woodland and Associated 

Native Grassland, Grey Box (Eucalyptus microcarpa) Grassy Woodlands and Derived Native 

Grasslands of South-eastern Australia and Grassy Eucalypt Woodland of the Victorian 

Volcanic Plain. There are also a number of Ecological Communities listed at the state level 

that will benefit from increased efforts to protect and conserve Swift Parrot habitat.  

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC 

CONSIDERATIONS 

The major economic impact of this recovery plan will be on those who require approval to 

remove or modify Swift Parrot habitat and are prevented from doing so, or are required to 

modify their proposal by a consent authority. This may include increased costs due to the 

assessment processes, requirement to provide offset funding, to secure or rehabilitate habitat, 

or for other threat mitigation work. 

Restrictions on further clearing of Swift Parrot habitat may impact some landowners, 

managers and developers. These restrictions may not significantly impact on agricultural 

industries since many of the more fertile areas have already been cleared and the remaining 

forest communities are generally located on less fertile soils and are, therefore, relatively less 

attractive for grazing or cropping.   

Application of prescriptions protecting Swift Parrot habitat in areas managed for forestry 

throughout the range of the Swift Parrot will reduce the volume of timber available for 

harvesting. Sustainable forest management is provided for through the Regional Forest 

Agreements, which are long-term bilateral agreements between the Commonwealth and the 

relevant state government. Constitutional respons bility for forest management lies with the 

state governments, who develop and administer the forest management prescriptions.  

A large network of community volunteers across eastern Australia actively participate in 

BirdLife Australia coordinated annual surveys for Swift Parrots. Involvement can provide social 

benefits with community members and engaged groups having a sense of achievement, 

Assessed by the Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania under the Right to Information Act 2009

119

RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



47 

• whether a recovery plan is no longer necessary for the species as either conservation 

advice will suffice, or the species are removed from the threatened species list.  

As part of this review, the listing status of the species will be assessed against the EPBC Act 

species listing criteria.  

The review will be coordinated by the Department Agriculture, Water and the Environment in 

association with relevant Australian and state government agencies, the national Swift Parrot 

Recovery Team and key stakeholder groups such as non-governmental organisations, local 

community groups, scientific research organisations and individual experts.  

Australian Government 

Department of Agriculture, Water and the Environment 

 

State/territory governments 

Victoria – Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning   

New South Wales – Office of Environment and Heritage; Forestry Corporation of NSW  

Queensland – Department of Environment and Heritage Protection  

South Australia – Department for Environment and Water 

Tasmania – Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment  

Australian Capital Territory – ACT Parks Conservation and Lands 

Natural Resource Management bodies  

Local government  

 

Non-government organisations  

BirdLife Australia 

Local conservation groups 

Local communities 

Private landholders 

Indigenous communities 

Industry  

Universities and other research organisations 

Swift Parrot Recovery Team 
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From: Morton, Alastair
Sent: Friday, 19 March 2021 2:02 PM
To: Alderman, Rachael (DPIPWE)
Cc: Ridley, Chantelle; Waining, Ben (StateGrowth); Thomson, Sarah; Nibbs, Graeme
Subject: swift parrot and State Growth project assistance 

HI Rachael – thanks again for your time yesterday. Chantelle is keen to assist DPIPWE with the development of this 
important project.  
 

Specific Work streams      
 

1. National Recovery Plan  
 

 The National Recovery Plan (which may be a joint plan with the State) is likely to be finalised in the coming 
months.  

 The Plan will set clear recovery priorities for the swift parrot (many of which are around monitoring and 
research) 

 
 A key part of Chantelle’s work will be assisting with the process of the State considering and finalising the 

National Recovery Plan 
 Once finalised the Plan will identify a range of priorities (many focused on monitoring and research) which 

will likely form the basis of future budget requests at both State and Federal level.   
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Cheers 
 
Al 
 

 

Alastair Morton | Director – Resources Policy  
Strategy, Policy & Coordination  
Department of State Growth 
  
p (03) 6166 3486  
m   
e alastair.morton@stategrowth.tas.gov.au  
w www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au 
Level 6, 4 Salamanca Place, Hobart, TAS 7000 | GPO Box 536, Hobart, TAS 7001 
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From: Alderman, Rachael <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au>
Sent: Friday, 19 March 2021 6:33 PM
To: Morton, Alastair
Cc: Ridley, Chantelle; Waining, Ben (StateGrowth); Thomson, Sarah; Nibbs, Graeme
Subject: RE: swift parrot and State Growth project assistance 
Attachments: .pdf; swift-parrot-recovery-plan-

review.docx

Hi Al, thanks for the email.  
 
Thankyou all for making the pilgrimage to lands. Great to meet both of you Chantelle and Ben and sorry I couldn’t 
stick around to keep discussing the project.  
I’m also really pleased I didn’t scare you off Chantelle with my mile a minute thoughts and am looking forward to 
this.  
 
Thankyou everyone for facilitating this.  
 
Al, from my perspective you have captured this very well – I have made some comments below against the three 
work streams in green. 
 
Have a lovely weekend everyone 
 
Cheers 
Rachael  
 
 

From: Morton, Alastair <Alastair.Morton@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>  
Sent: Friday, 19 March 2021 2:02 PM 
To: Alderman, Rachael <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au> 
Cc: Ridley, Chantelle (StateGrowth) <Chantelle.Ridley@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>; Waining, Ben (StateGrowth) 
<Ben.Waining@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>; Thomson, Sarah (StateGrowth) 
<Sarah.Thomson@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>; Nibbs, Graeme (StateGrowth) 
<Graeme.Nibbs@stategrowth.tas.gov.au> 
Subject: swift parrot and State Growth project assistance  
 
HI Rachael – thanks again for your time yesterday. Chantelle is keen to assist DPIPWE with the development of this 
important project.  
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Specific Work streams      
 

1. National Recovery Plan  
 

 The National Recovery Plan (which may be a joint plan with the State) is likely to be finalised in the coming 
months.  

 The Plan will set clear recovery priorities for the swift parrot (many of which are around monitoring and 
research) 

 
 A key part of Chantelle’s work will be assisting with the process of the State considering and finalising the 

National Recovery Plan 
 Once finalised the Plan will identify a range of priorities (many focused on monitoring and research) which 

will likely form the basis of future budget requests at both State and Federal level.   
 
Another key action is a progress score card for the new recovery plan. This involves establishing a template, 
consulting with relevant stakeholders and commencing to populate existing progress against actions in the new 
recovery plan that are relevant to Tasmania. This is to report annually on collective progress on implementing the 
recovery plan. This is desirable on a range of fronts, including providing greater accountability, a centralised point of 
truth for us (and others) when reporting on what actions are being undertaken, evaluating what works what 
doesn’t..etc.  It is not currently being implemented by the current recovery team (or anybody), with the exception 
of a review in April 2017 (attached). It is not expected that Chantelle would complete this – but would establish 
best practice process and make some headway. Note also that this work – i.e. collating and population actions – is 
synergistic with aspects of the Specific Needs Analysis (i.e. would be done once but serve multiple purposes).   
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Cheers 
 
Al 
 

 Alastair Morton | Director – Resources Policy  
Strategy, Policy & Coordination  
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Level 6, 4 Salamanca Place, Hobart, TAS 7000 | GPO Box 536, Hobart, TAS 7001 
 

 
 
 

 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE AND DISCLAIMER 
The information in this transmission may be confidential and/or protected by legal professional privilege, and is intended only for the person or persons to 
whom it is addressed. If you are not such a person, you are warned that any disclosure, copying or dissemination of the information is unauthorised. If you 
have received the transmission in error, please immediately contact this office by telephone, fax or email, to inform us of the error and to enable 
arrangements to be made for the destruction of the transmission, or its return at our cost. No liability is accepted for any unauthorised use of the information 
contained in this transmission. 
 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE AND DISCLAIMER:  
The information in this transmission may be confidential and/or protected by legal professional privilege, and is intended only for the person or persons to 
whom it is addressed. If you are not such a person, you are warned that any disclosure, copying or dissemination of the information is unauthorised. If you 
have received the transmission in error, please immediately contact this office by telephone, fax or email, to inform us of the error and to enable 
arrangements to be made for the destruction of the transmission, or its return at our cost. No liability is accepted for any unauthorised use of the information 
contained in this transmission.  
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Recovery Plan Review for the National Recovery Plan for the Swift Parrot (Lathamus discolor) 
Page 4 of 14 

• For the mainland this remains important since accurate mapping is needed for 
informing management decisions, such as for guiding environmental offsets and 
minimising impacts from development. 

• While this action is still considered important, it is lower in priority than the habitat 
monitoring in Tasmania as there is no evidence of resource constraints on the 
mainland. 

1.2b Identify and map roosting 
habitat throughout the range of 
the species with an emphasis 
on communal and repeatedly 
used roosting sites. 

GIS mapping on communal and repeatedly used roosting sites throughout the range of the 
species provided to DSEWPaC and each relevant local government and CMA by Year 5. 

• No work specially undertaken on ‘roosting sites’, and therefore their importance 
remains undocumented 

• There are distinct differences between roosting and foraging habitat.  Mass roosting 
sites provide key communication avenues for the species during adverse conditions 
and also make the population more vulnerable to other impacts such as from 
predation. 

• Future plans should focus on ‘priority habitat’ and not distinguish whether it is 
roosting or foraging 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

1.2c Establish habitat 
phenology data collection in 
existing research and 
monitoring studies, analyse 
findings and incorporate into 
recovery program. 

Consult with phenology experts on the most effective and economic way to collect useful 
habitat phenology data relevant to Swift Parrot habitat use by Year 3. 
Incorporate the collection of habitat phenology data in all relevant recovery program research 
and monitoring studies by Year 3. 
Analyse and incorporate findings into recovery program. 

• Work being undertaken by ANU in investigate how flowering phenology relates to 
breeding in Tasmania. Important to help predict where nesting may occur.  

• Project being developed by ANU to develop a habitat phenology project using 
drones to get data at correct relevant scale which could be undertaken across the 
breeding and foraging range, and related to satellite imagery to enable broad scale 
and predictive nectar mapping.. 

 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

1.3 Identify and map movement 
patterns throughout the range of 
the species. 

GIS mapping on movement patterns throughout the range of the species, provided to 
DSEWPaC and each relevant local government and CMA by Year 5. 

• Work on movement patterns being undertaken in Tasmania.  Mapping being 
undertaken and provided to relevant authorities, but not at the scale of local 
government areas or CMAs. 

• Previously little progress in determining movement patterns across mainland 
Australia, however there is currently a radio-tracking project to provide the first 
insights into the spatial ecology of winter foraging movements within the Riverina 
NSW in 2017/18.  OEH have highlighted the urgent need for data on spatial ecology 
within the winter range to inform planning processes. 

• Difficult to determine migration patterns as it is not possible to undertake long-term 
tracking on swift parrots 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 
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2.  Manage and protect Swift 

Parrot habitat at the 

landscape scale.  

     
 

2.1a Encourage and support the 
protection, conservation 
management and restoration of 
Swift Parrot nesting and 
foraging habitat through 
agreements with landowners, 
incentive programs and 
community projects. Relevant 
on-ground actions include (but 
are not limited to): 

• Retaining and expanding 

mature and mixed age habitat 
and protecting and managing it 
by fencing and providing a 
buffer zone from disturbances. 

• Enabling natural regeneration 

by fencing off and managing 
remnant vegetation and buffer 
zones to control grazing and 
other impacts caused by 
uncontrolled access (such as in 
urban areas). Re-vegetating 
areas and connecting remnant 
habitats by planting feed and 
nest tree species, fencing them 
off and managing them, where 
natural regeneration is not 
possible. 

Ongoing management of all the 
above fenced off areas would 
also be required, including pest, 
weed and fire management. 

At least 5 incentive projects established each year for the protection, restoration or 
conservation management of Swift Parrot habitat. 
At least 5 conservation/management agreements initiated on private properties with Swift 
Parrot habitat by Year 5. 
At least 5 community project applications submitted for funding each year for the protection, 
restoration or conservation management of Swift Parrot habitat. 
Reports on the protection, restoration and management of Swift Parrot habitat provided at 
recovery team meetings. 

• Protection and conservation management within the breeding areas are largely 
managed by the Tasmanian Government, through legislative requirements 
administered through the forest practices system. 

• Tasmanian Land Conservancy have covenanted several private properties with swift 
parrot habitat.  

• Limited reporting makes it difficult to fully assess the outcomes of this action against 
the ‘Performance Criteria’.  

 

• Outcomes of action difficult to measure in terms of impact on swift parrot population 
over the lifetime of a recovery plan (5-10 years) 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 
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2.1b Provide recommendations 
for the revision and update of 
forestry prescriptions to reflect 
the most recent habitat 
information available in Victoria 
and New South Wales. 

Provide recommendations for revision of prescriptions for Swift Parrots when forestry licence 
agreements are due for renewal in each state. 

• No clear pathway for recommendations for revision of forestry practices in NSW and 
Victoria to translate into on-ground changes. Recommendations have been provided 
but ignored. Requires legislative changes.   

 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

2.1c Develop a strategic 
management plan for Swift 
Parrot breeding habitat in 
Tasmania.  Strategic 
management plan for Swift 
Parrot to include landscape and 
operational level planning 
guidelines and prescriptions for 
protection of important breeding 
habitat. Review and update 
management prescriptions for 
Swift Parrots for use in the 
Forest Practices System and 
Local Government landuse 
planning and approvals 
processes in Tasmania.   

Threatened Fauna Advisory reviewed and updated to reflect new information and recognised 
threats. 
Strategic management plan for Swift Parrot prepared and endorsed by stakeholders. 
A set of management prescriptions for landscape level planning and operation or 
development level application prepared and endorsed for use by stakeholders. 
Spatial data on the known and predicted occurrence of foraging and nesting resources, and 
important breeding areas prepared and disseminated to relevant stakeholders including 
Forest Practices Authority, Natural Resource Management regions and Local Governments. 

• The Strategic Management Plan for swift parrot breeding habitat has not been 
completed.  A draft of the plan was produced and is currently being revised.  

• The FPAs Threatened Fauna Adviser has been updated and prescriptions for the 
swift parrot have been revised and endorsed for use for activities covered by the 
Tasmanian Forest Practices System. 

• A comprehensive review carried out by an interagency group which included 
DPIPWE, FT, PFT, FPA and independent species specialists resulted in the 
development of the ‘Swift Parrot Interim Planning Guideline (2010)’ for the 
conservation management of the Swift Parrot in areas regulated under the 
Tasmanian Forest Practices System. This guideline covered some of the issues 
relating to forest practices and a proposed management approach. A further review 
of the ‘risks’ was subsequently undertaken as part of the Threatened Fauna Adviser 
review in 2012, and included a chapter in Background document 2 on the swift 
parrot. The Swift Parrot Interim Planning Guideline (2010) was used in the 
development of the species range maps and management zoning, habitat 
descriptions (delivered through the FPA’s Biodiversity Values Database and NVA) 
and the Threatened Fauna Adviser  recommended actions which were endorsed for 
use through the forest practices system, by the FPA Board and Secretary of 
DPIPWE (following the Agreed Procedures) in 2014.  

• In 2015 Forestry Tasmania declared a moratorium on forest harvesting of swift 
parrot habitat on Bruny Island for three years. In light of the recent research findings 
[projected decreases in numbers resulting from sugar glider predation], and the 
change in listing status under the EPBC Act, the Forest Practices Authority is 
considering  

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 
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− Ensuring implementation of the Threatened Fauna Adviser recommended 
actions to the full in areas where the swift parrot is at highest risk from forest 
practices as determined through the planning tools.  

− Application of the Forest Practices Code’s Duty of Care provision at a larger 
forest management unit scale on Permanent Timber Production Zone Land.  

 

2.1d Provide Swift Parrot 
conservation information for 
consideration during the New 
South Wales/ Local 
Government/ Local 
Environmental Planning (LEP) 
review process.  

• Swift Parrot conservation information provided to at least three key Local 
Government Areas for consideration during the LEP review process. 

• Lower Hunter Strategic Assessment Sustainable Regional Development research 
grant was been provided to Lake Macquarie City Council to help inform land use 
planning.  

• Recommendations may have been provided but no processes developed to track 
advice or measure the outcomes of the advice. 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

2.2 Monitor and manage for 
climate change 

   

2.2a Establish a climate change 
monitoring program to provide a 
basis for future adaptive 
conservation management. 
 

Swift Parrot monitoring sites identified and established in association with climate monitoring 
stations throughout the range of the species to provide a basis for adaptive climate change 
conservation management plans. 

• Action not commenced as other actions considered a higher priority.  

• This action may be relevant again once action 2.2b has been undertaken and we 
have some insights into the impacts of climate change on habitat availability. 

 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

2.2b Investigate the potential 
impact of climate change on the 
Swift Parrot and its habitat.  
 

Spatial and temporal climate change models produced for the Swift Parrot based on species 
records, habitat mapping and bio-climatic models throughout the range of the species.  

Review the potential influence of climate change on the species and identify future 
management strategies to address this issue.  

• Some work has been undertaken looking at the impacts of climate change on 
breeding habitat (e.g., Porfirio et al 2016, Emu)  

• NSW Saving our Species project will be examining shifting habitat suitability due to 
climate change.  

• Outcomes of this work will have implications for targeting conservation measures as 
habitat phenology is already changing and the birds are already responding.  

• This may become a high priority since targeted conservation measures are currently 
being based on existing information and if shifts in habitat suitability are ignored this 
will potentially result in wasted effort and precious resources. 

 

 

 
 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 
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3. Monitor and manage the 

incidence of collisions, 

competition and diseases.  

 

   

3.1 Monitor and manage the 
incidence of collisions  

 
 
 

  

3.1a Establish and maintain a 
database for all reported injuries 
and deaths. 

Collision database established.  
Ongoing maintenance of collision database as a component of the Swift Parrot Recovery 
Program database. 
Report on number and type of collisions throughout the range of the species at recovery 
team meetings annually. 

• Collision data has been collected incidentally and is difficult to track as it varies from 
year to year depending on the species distribution. Collision impact is an occasional 
threat but can have considerable consequences, however there is little that can be 
done about this. 

• There is a collision prevention document developed by WWF which can be 
distributed 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

3.1b Continue to raise public 
awareness of the risks of 
collisions and how these can be 
minimised. Awareness 
campaigns to target known high 
risk areas such as the greater 
Hobart, Melbourne and Western 
Sydney areas, and the central 
coast region of New South 
Wales (Wyong, Gosford, Lake 
Macquarie and Penrith Local 
Government areas). 

Produce and distribute a further 5000 copies of the collision prevention brochure. 
Produce at least two media releases per year on collision prevention for public awareness in 
high risk areas. 

• Awareness raising ongoing, but difficult to implement tangible actions, gather data 
and evaluate success.  

• There is a collision prevention document developed by WWF which can be 
distributed 

 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

3.1c Develop and distribute 
guidelines on collision risk 
management to relevant 
planning authorities. 

 

Guidelines on collision risk management distributed to relevant state/territory governments, 
as well as local governments, NRMs and CMAs in high risk areas by Year 3. 

• Minimal progress.   Not considered a priority as uncertain benefits. 

• Guidelines have been developed by WWF and can be distributed (these three 
actions could be combined into one) 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 
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3.2 Monitor the incidence of 
competition from large 
aggressive honeyeaters as well 
as introduced birds and bees for 
nesting and foraging resources. 

Establishment of monitoring program to determine the extent of competition from larger 
aggressive honeyeaters as well as introduced birds and bees for nesting and foraging 
resources, to inform management. 

• Harassment by large aggressive honeyeaters not considered a significant issue in 
Tasmania. Evidence of harassment on the mainland, but impacts unknown. Not 
considered a significant threat.  
 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

3.3 Develop and implement a 
Psittacine Beak and Feather 
Disease management protocol. 

PBFD monitoring protocol developed based on the DSEWPaC PBFD Threat Abatement Plan 
and distributed to all fauna rescue and State conservation organisations by Year 4.  Protocol 
to include rescue and quarantine housing requirements for rehabilitated birds.  All 
rehabilitated birds tested for PBFD prior to release. 

Details of the number of rehabilitated birds and their disease tests reported annually at 
recovery team meetings. 

Test all deceased specimens of Swift Parrots for PBFD. 
• Unpublished data on PBFD suggests that disease prevalence is extremely low for 

swift parrots. It would be good to have this officially reported so that changes in 
disease prevalence over time can be monitored.  As the population in subjected to 
increasing levels of stress they can become more susceptible to disease. 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

4. Monitor population and 

habitat. 

   

4.1 Develop and implement an 
effective population monitoring 
program during the breeding 
season 

   

4.1a Develop an effective 
population monitoring program 
during the breeding season. 

Effective population monitoring program developed and implemented.   
 

• Program developed and being implemented. Program currently funded through 
offset until 2020.   

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

4.1b Undertake monitoring of 
breeding distribution on an 
annual basis to develop a better 
understanding of the extent and 
number of important breeding 
areas in Tasmania and the 
relative importance of non-
aggregated breeding behaviour 

Breeding distribution maps produced following each breeding season.  

New and reviewed information published annually and included in the strategic management 
plan for the Swift Parrot 

• Breeding distribution maps produced following each breeding season. Funding 
expires in 2017. Being used to help swift parrot management but not through the 
strategic management plan as plan not completed.  

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 
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to conservation of the Swift 
Parrot. 

4.2 Collect and analyse 
information on population 
dynamics and viability 

  

 

4.2a Undertake research on 
breeding success, survival and 
mortality, as well as genetic 
structure to provide insight into 
currently unknown population 
regulation parameters. 

Establishment of an ongoing research and monitoring program investigating nesting 
distribution and success by Year 3. 
Proportions of flocks containing juveniles throughout the winter range reported annually at 
recovery team meetings and on the web page. 

• Comprehensive work undertaken on breeding success, survival and mortality over 
the last several seasons. Funding to end in 2017.Several papers published and 
more being developed.  

 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

4.2b Conduct population 
viability analysis (PVA) using 
data obtained from above 
research to provide a greater 
understanding of the dynamics 
and long-term viability of the 
population. 

PVA conducted by Year 5, following the acquisition of essential population data. 

• PVA developed by ANU showing significant declines in swift parrot numbers as a 
result of sugar glider predation, but need further development to: a) incorporate 
current efforts to improve breeding, and b) improve models to reflect dynamics of 
flowering and sugar glider populations. 

• ANU developed PVA used as the basis for the 2016 EPBC listing re-assessment.  

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

4.3 Establish and maintain 
coordination of volunteer 
surveys 

   

4.3a Establish coordination of 
volunteer surveys throughout 
breeding habitats to 
complement existing mainland 
monitoring program. 

Volunteer coordinator position established by Year 3 and maintained on an ongoing basis. 
Annual volunteer surveys conducted, survey results compiled and provided on web page, in 
newsletters and at recovery team meetings. 

• Volunteer surveys of breeding habitat of limited value and results not publicly 
available.  Systematic breeding season surveys undertaken as part of ANU 
research, and funded through grant money. 

 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

4.3b Maintain coordination of 
the existing long-term volunteer 
monitoring throughout mainland 
habitats. 

Existing volunteer coordinator position maintained on an ongoing basis.  Bi-annual volunteer 
surveys conducted across eastern Australia, survey results compiled and provided on web 
page, in newsletters and at recovery team meetings. 

• Surveys being coordinated by Birdlife.  Currently unfunded, which limits capacity to 
compile results and facilitate access. Surveys are a valuable source of information 
and are provide essential data on the species’ changing use of habitat over time.    

 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 
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5.1 Provide advice, education 
and support to volunteers, 
community members, 
landowners, local governments 
and regional NRM organisations 
(includes presentations and 
workshops). 

Summary of community and landowner information and education program implementation 
across the range of the species provided at recovery team meetings. 
At least one full day community education and awareness workshop held each year. 
At least 5 presentations to interest groups each year. 
Information distributed to all relevant regional NRM organisations at least twice a year to 
keep them informed of the recovery program. 
Swift Parrot information produced and distributed to community groups, management 
agencies, schools and other education institutions on request. 

• Community engagement frequently occurs as an unofficial part of the breeding 
season monitoring activities. (e.g., community nest box building project) 

• Across the mainland this is integrated into woodland bird workshops undertaken by 
BirdLife and other NGOs, and workshops will be undertaken in 2 regions under the 
new NSW SOS project. 

 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

5.2 Assess the level of 
indigenous interest in the 
recovery program by consulting 
relevant indigenous people and 
organisations that occur within 
the species’ range. 

Indigenous representatives from throughout the species range consulted to gauge their level 
and type of interest in the recovery program.  Consultation to commence in Year 4.  Given 
the large number of potential indigenous groups and people to consult, this process would be 
incremental throughout the recovery program.  Updates on consultation and interest to be 
provided at each recovery team meeting. 
Indigenous parties identified as having interest in the program are included in the recovery 
program mailing list. 
Interested indigenous parties consulted to determine what involvement they would like to 
have, and if there is any relevant traditional knowledge available on the species or its 
habitats, should it be appropriate to document this knowledge for recovery program 
purposes. 

• This is happening on Bruny Island (Murrayfield), as an incidental part of the 
breeding monitoring program.    

• Attempts to identify interested Aboriginal groups on the mainland have been less 
successful, but action limited by lack of funds for proper implementation.   

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

5.3 Produce and distribute the 
annual recovery program 
newsletter Swifts Across the 
Strait. 

Newsletters produced and distributed to recovery program volunteers, community groups and 
NRM organisations each year. 

• ‘Swifts across the Strait’ no longer produced due to lack of funding.  

• Birdlife continue to provide at least two brief newsletter updates per year, 
incorporating sightings maps. 

 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 
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5.4 Develop a Swift Parrot 
Recovery Program web page 
providing access to recovery 
plans, audio and visual 
identification information, survey 
forms, links with other 
conservation programs and on-
line volunteer survey data entry. 

Web page designed and established on the internet by Year 3. 

Web page reviewed, and if necessary, updated annually. 

• Recovery team website not built. 

• BirdLife has several pages on their website related to Swift Parrots and discussions 
are occurring at present to incorporate data entry into BirdLife’s new bird data portal 

− http://www.birdlife.org.au/bird-profile/swift-parrot  

− http://birdlife.org.au/projects/woodland-birds-for-biodiversity 

− Also profile pages on each govt web page 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

6. Coordinate, review and 

report on recovery process. 

   
 

6.1 Maintain a recovery team 
that effectively organises, 
implements, reviews and 
reports on the recovery 
outcomes. 

Volunteer program coordinators (Tasmania, Victoria, New South Wales), and breeding 
researchers (Tasmania) employed each year to implement recovery actions. 
Recovery team meetings held and minutes produced bi-annually, with the location allocated 
on a rotational basis between the range States. 
Recovery outcomes and resultant changes to recovery program reported bi-annually. 

• Recovery team meetings initially held regularly. Team had a hiatus for 18 months, 
and was then re-formed and new ‘Terms of Reference’ agreed.    

• No mechanism developed to record ‘actions’ undertaken as part of the 
implementation of the recovery plan, making reporting of outcomes difficult and 
incomplete. 

 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

6.2 Develop and manage a 
central database for all data 
collected as part of the recovery 
program. 

Swift Parrot recovery database (SPRD) developed and made accessible for on-line data 
entry on recovery program web page by Year 3. 
SPRD maintained and updated annually. 
All Swift Parrot records from SPRD provided to relevant Commonwealth, state and territory 
government departments and BirdLife Australia on an annual basis for inclusion in their 
respective atlas databases. 

• Unclear what data would need including in a central database and how it would be 
used.  

• Data collected as part of swift parrot research remains the property of the collection 
agency (or funding agency), unless they have enacted data-sharing agreements.   

• As Recovery Teams are generally unfunded or have only intermittent funding, they 
are arguably not the best body to maintain an active data-base with potentially 
significant volumes of data. 
 

 Not commenced  
 Minimal progress  
 Some progress 
 Completed 
 Ongoing 

 No longer a priority 
 Continue - Low priority 
 Continue - Med priority 
 Continue - High priority 

 

 

SECONDARY CONSIDERATIONS – CAPACITY OF THE DEPARTMENT AND KEY STAKEHOLDERS TO VARY THE PLAN/PREPARE A NEW PLAN 
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the internet at: http://www.environment.gov.au/biodiversity/threatened/species/pubs/744-conservation-advice-05052016.pdf. 

Forest Practices Authority webpages: 

• Agreed procedures: http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/ data/assets/pdf file/0009/110151/FPA and DPIPWE agreed procedures 2014.pdf 

• Biodiversity evaluation sheets: http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa services/planning assistance/advisory planning tools/biodiversity evaluation sheet 

• Biodiversity Values Database: http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa services/planning assistance/advisory planning tools/Biodiversity values database 

• Fauna Technical Notes: http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa services/planning assistance/advisory planning tools/fauna technical notes 

• Threatened Fauna Advisor: http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/fpa services/planning assistance/advisory planning tools/threatened fauna advisor 

• Threatened Fauna Advisor Review: http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/research and monitoring/fpa special projects/threatened fauna review 

• Swift Parrot Interim Planning Guideline: http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/research and monitoring/fpa special projects/draft swift parrot planning guideline 
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From: Alderman, Rachael <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au>
Sent: Friday, 19 March 2021 4:06 PM
To: Morton, Alastair; Waining, Ben
Subject: FW: Swift Parrot RP [SEC=OFFICIAL]
Attachments: 0 - Draft Swift Parrot Recovery Plan.docx

Hi Al and Ben 
 
As discussed the other day - are you able to look at this penultimate recovery plan from the perspective of your 
dept, minister and key stakeholders and indicate whether there is anything obvious that might prevent Tas jointly 
making this plan?  
 
My plan from here is to advise the Commonwealth that we cannot confirm or otherwise at officer level whether 
our Minister would agree to jointly make and that we really need to wait for the process to unfold – i.e. Min Ley 
writing to Min Jaensch and everything that follows…. However, if you see real showstoppers, please let me know 
ASAP and I will advise they may be of concern. 
 
cheers 
Rachael  
 

From: Mark Carey <Mark.Carey@awe.gov.au>  
Sent: Tuesday, 16 March 2021 4:48 PM 
To: Alderman, Rachael <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au> 
Cc: Narelle Montgomery <Narelle.Montgomery@environment.gov.au> 
Subject: Swift Parrot RP [SEC=OFFICIAL] 
 
Hi Rachael 
 
Following up from last week’s meeting, I’ve attached the final version of the Swift Parrot RP. This now incorporates 
TSSC comments from the November meeting and feedback from relevant areas within the Department (Threatened 
Species Commissioner, environmental assessments and forestry etc). Grateful if you could review and provide any 
final comments. An indication on whether Tasmania will likely jointly make the plan would be appreciated. If so, can 
you send me the Tasmanian Government logo for the front cover? 
 
Next steps: Once you’ve reviewed the document we will organise the plan to be designed. Minister Ley will then be 
briefed on the plan and she will be asked to initiate the process to jointly make the plan with relevant states. Once 
all relevant states have e-signed the legislative instrument, Minister Ley will be the last to e-sign and the 
Department will lodge the instrument and plan of the Federal Register of Legislative Instruments. The plan will enter 
into force the day after it is registered.  
 
Grateful if you could send any final feedback back to me by COB Tuesday 30 March. Please let me know if you have 
any questions. 
 
Regards, Mark  
 
Dr Mark Carey 
____________________________________________  
Threatened and Migratory Birds  
Biodiversity Conservation Division (BCD) 
Department of Agriculture, Water and the Environment 
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Australian Government  
Phone: +61 2 6274 1873 
Email: mark.carey@awe.gov.au 
Web: http://www.environment.gov.au/biodiversity/migratory-species 
 
 Please consider our environment before printing this email  
 
 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE AND DISCLAIMER:  
The information in this transmission may be confidential and/or protected by legal professional privilege, and is intended only for the person or persons to 
whom it is addressed. If you are not such a person, you are warned that any disclosure, copying or dissemination of the information is unauthorised. If you 
have received the transmission in error, please immediately contact this office by telephone, fax or email, to inform us of the error and to enable 
arrangements to be made for the destruction of the transmission, or its return at our cost. No liability is accepted for any unauthorised use of the information 
contained in this transmission.  
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EFFECTS ON OTHER NATIVE SPECIES 

AND BIODIVERSITY 

The Swift Parrot has become a ‘flagship’ species for biodiversity conservation across eastern 

Australia, particularly in the Tasmanian southern forests. Enhanced protection of these forests 

will also help many other listed threatened bird species and hollow-dependant animals in 

general. In Tasmania, this includes the Masked Owl (Tyto novaehollandiae castanops), 

Wedge-tailed Eagle (Aquila audax fleayi), Forty Spotted Pardalote (Pardalotus quadragintus); 

and on the mainland includes species such as the Regent Honeyeater (Anthochaera phrygia) 

and the Superb Parrot (Polytelis swainsonii). Many other mammals, invertebrates and plants 

will also benefit due to measures put in place to protect and rejuvenate Swift Parrot habitat.  

Threatened Ecological Communities listed under the EPBC Act that are of importance to the 

Swift Parrot include: White Box-Yellow Box-Blakely’s Red Gum Grassy Woodland and Derived 

Native Grassland, Cumberland Plain Woodland, Shale Sandstone Transition Forests, Shale 

Gravel Transition Forests, Gippsland Red Gum Grassy Woodland and Associated Native 

Grassland, Grey Box (Eucalyptus microcarpa) Grassy Woodlands and Derived Native 

Grasslands of South-eastern Australia and Grassy Eucalypt Woodland of the Victorian 

Volcanic Plain. There are also a number of Ecological Communities listed at the state level 

that will benefit from increased efforts to protect and conserve Swift Parrot habitat.  

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC 

CONSIDERATIONS 

The major economic impact of this recovery plan will be on those who require approval to 

remove or modify Swift Parrot habitat and are prevented from doing so, or are required to 

modify their proposal by a consent authority. This may include increased costs due to the 

assessment processes, requirement to provide offset funding, to secure or rehabilitate habitat, 

or for other threat mitigation work. 

Restrictions on further clearing of Swift Parrot habitat may impact some landowners, 

managers and developers. These restrictions may not significantly impact agricultural 

industries since many of the more fertile areas have already been cleared and the remaining 

forest communities are generally located on less fertile soils and are, therefore, relatively less 

attractive for grazing or cropping.   

Application of prescriptions protecting Swift Parrot habitat in areas managed for forestry 

throughout the range of the Swift Parrot will reduce the volume of timber available for 

harvesting. Sustainable forest management is provided for through the Regional Forest 

Agreements, which are long-term bilateral agreements between the Commonwealth and the 

relevant state government. Constitutional responsibility for forest management lies with the 

state governments, who develop and administer the forest management prescriptions.  

A large network of community volunteers across eastern Australia actively participate in 

annual surveys for Swift Parrots coordinated by BirdLife Australia. Involvement can provide 

social benefits with community members and engaged groups having a sense of achievement, 

inclusion, community spirit and pride whilst gaining enjoyment and appreciation of their 
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From: Morton, Alastair
Sent: Monday, 22 March 2021 12:26 PM
To: Waining, Ben (StateGrowth)
Cc: Hyland, Melissa; Ridley, Chantelle; Thomson, Sarah
Subject: FW: Compare Result 2
Attachments: Compare Result 2.docx

Thanks Mel – I think this works well. 
 
Ben – attached is a ‘compare results’ version of the swift parrot National Recovery Plan. You should be able to use 
this to quickly see what has changed between the version we commented on late last year and the one provided by 
DPIPWE on Friday. 
 
Mel – can you see if you can dig out and circulate the Public Submission we provided a while ago to the swift parrot 
National Recovery Plan? Nepelle was still around so I believe it was back in 2019. That was a highly detailed 
submission which really noted that they way the Feds were proposing to deal with critical habitat was a) not 
supported by contemporary science and b) would have a significant impact on industry.  
 
In terms of my thoughts: 

a) I have asked Rachel to provide who the members of the Recovery team are as this document says it includes 
industry members (but Im not aware of any industry people down here actually being on it) – I will circulate 
it if Rachael sends it through 

b) Im still concerned about the reliance in a National Recovery Plan document on the Webb 2019 publication 
on habitat loss (titled Policy failure and conservation paralysis for the critically endangered Swift Parrot). 
This publication had significant flaws and we have advised both DPIPWE and the Australian Government of 
this on multiple occasions. As I read the track changed version there have been new insertions utilising this 
paper that are fundamentally incorrect. I find it unlikely that Tasmania would be interested in making this a 
joint plan whilst some of these anecdotal or incorrect assertions from the this paper are given prominence 
in the document.   

c) I am still working through how they have dealt with critical habitat in this version. 
  
 
As indicated from the emails below Rachael is looking for ‘real showstoppers’ ASAP. I suspect we will have a 
couple.    
 
Ben/Sarah – can we start compiling a preliminary response or at least identifying showstoppers as dot points  
 
Cheers 
 
Al 
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EFFECTS ON OTHER NATIVE SPECIES 

AND BIODIVERSITY 

The Swift Parrot has become a ‘flagship’ species for biodiversity conservation issues across 

eastern AustralianAustralia, particularly in the Tasmanian southern forests. Enhanced 

protection of these forests will also help many other listed threatened bird species and hollow-

dependant animals in general. In Tasmania, this includes the Masked Owl (Tyto 
novaehollandiae castanops), Wedge-tailed Eagle (Aquila audax fleayi), Forty Spotted 

Pardalote (Pardalotus quadragintus); and on the mainland includes species such as the 

Regent Honeyeater (Anthochaera phrygia) and the Superb Parrot (Polytelis swainsonii). Many 

other mammals, invertebrates and plants will also receive benefitsbenefit due to measures put 

in place to protect and rejuvenate Swift Parrot habitat.  

Threatened Ecological Communities listed under the EPBC Act that are of importance to the 

Swift Parrot includesinclude: White Box-Yellow Box-Blakely’s Red Gum Grassy Woodland and 

Derived Native Grassland, Cumberland Plain Woodland, Shale Sandstone Transition Forests, 

Shale Gravel Transition Forests, Gippsland Red Gum Grassy Woodland and Associated 

Native Grassland, Grey Box (Eucalyptus microcarpa) Grassy Woodlands and Derived Native 

Grasslands of South-eastern Australia and Grassy Eucalypt Woodland of the Victorian 

Volcanic Plain. There are also a number of Ecological Communities listed at the state level 

that will benefit from increased efforts to protect and conserve Swift Parrot habitat.  

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC 

CONSIDERATIONS 

The major economic impact of this recovery plan will be on those who require approval to 

remove or modify Swift Parrot habitat and are prevented from doing so, or are required to 

modify their proposal by a consent authority. This may include increased costs due to the 

assessment processes, requirement to provide offset funding, to secure or rehabilitate habitat, 

or for other threat mitigation work. 

Restrictions on further clearing of Swift Parrot habitat may impact some landowners, 

managers and developers. These restrictions may not significantly impact on agricultural 

industries since many of the more fertile areas have already been cleared and the remaining 

forest communities are generally located on less fertile soils and are, therefore, relatively less 

attractive for grazing or cropping.   

Application of prescriptions protecting Swift Parrot habitat in areas managed for forestry 

throughout the range of the Swift Parrot will reduce the volume of timber available for 

harvesting. Sustainable forest management is provided for through the Regional Forest 

Agreements, which are long-term bilateral agreements between the Commonwealth and the 

relevant state government. Constitutional responsibility for forest management lies with the 

state governments, who develop and administer the forest management prescriptions.  

A large network of community volunteers across eastern Australia actively participate in 

BirdLife Australia coordinated annual surveys for Swift Parrots coordinated by BirdLife 

Australia. Involvement can provide social benefits with community members and engaged 
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From: Morton, Alastair
Sent: Monday, 22 March 2021 12:45 PM
To: Beach, Anne
Cc: Waining, Ben; Stewart, Brett
Subject: Swift Parrot RP [SEC=OFFICIAL]
Attachments: 0 - Draft Swift Parrot Recovery Plan.docx; Compare Result 2.docx

HI Anne – first attachment is the draft Swift Parrot National Recovery Plan. Second document is a one we did so we 
can compare what the Australian Government has changed since we last saw a draft in the second half of last year 
(it’s a fair bit). 
 
References to threats other than forestry are fairly high level. For example there is some discussion around 
permanent conversion, activities regulated through local council and others.  
 
Happy to discuss further but I suspect it may not value add greatly sending this document around more broadly. 
 
Brett/Anne - The key thing is that DPIPWE is urgently seeking advice around whether there are any potential 
showstoppers that might prevent making this a joint National Recovery Plan (that is a statutory plan made under 
both state and federal legislation). From my quick reading of the latest version (and comparing that to our public 
submission to the recovery plan in 2019 I suspect we will identify some showstoppers but they are all likely to relate 
to forestry.  

 
 

 
Can we potentially meet to quickly discuss how comments should go back to DPIPWE and the process from here. 
Note that the public submission (which were detailed) to the National Recovery Plan in 2019 was signed by Kim and 
John Whittington (then DPIPWE secretary) 
 
Cheers 
 
Ak  
 

From: Alderman, Rachael <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au>  
Sent: Friday, 19 March 2021 4:06 PM 
To: Morton, Alastair <Alastair.Morton@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>; Waining, Ben 
<Ben.Waining@stategrowth.tas.gov.au> 
Subject: FW: Swift Parrot RP [SEC=OFFICIAL] 
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From: Waining, Ben
Sent: Tuesday, 23 March 2021 9:11 AM
To: Morton, Alastair
Subject: RE: CAn u send me those words u had re issues re swift parrot nat recovery plan

Here's what I can find via an auto recover of the file.... but no idea where they came from, will have to wait on trying 
to work that out as have Cab minute to deal with first 
 
All the negative forestry impacts reference webb and dojan… doesn’t appear to be looking more broadly at other 
studies, including the actual range of breeding habitat. 
  But not the east coast forests, areas that have been focus of recent injunc ve applica  ons against STT Is it? Yet 
the range of nesting etc is extremely widespread… what studies are ther e to support such assertions?? 
  Very focussed on SGs, but there are other introduced species that are likely to, or are proven to have an impact… 
perhaps there needs to be a more holistic approach, rather than single focus. 
  Kookaburras. 
  This is not very rigorous and robust commentary – the whole thing is the lack of consistency to their breeding 
areas…. This bit should be removed. Also the encouragement of tourism in these areas is contradictory to the 
commentary earlier in this plan RE noise, lights and development being a threat… 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Morton, Alastair 
Sent: Tuesday, 23 March 2021 8:23 AM 
To: Waining, Ben <Ben.Waining@stategrowth.tas.gov.au> 
Subject: CAn u send me those words u had re issues re swift parrot nat recovery plan 
 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Morton, Alastair
Sent: Wednesday, 24 March 2021 2:00 PM
To: Chuter, Anne; Mann, Dydee
Cc: Volker, Peter; Alderman, Rachael (DPIPWE); Ridley, Chantelle; Thomson, Sarah
Subject: FW: Swift Parrot RP [SEC=OFFICIAL]
Attachments: 0 - Draft Swift Parrot Recovery Plan.docx

HI Anne and Dydee – please find attached the most recent draft of the swift parrot national recovery plan. 
Resources policy has some concerns with this draft that we are detailing at present. We are meeting with DPIPWE 
(Rachael) this Friday (time to be confirmed). We would welcome it if you could join us. 
 
Cheers 
Al 
 

From: Alderman, Rachael <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au>  
Sent: Friday, 19 March 2021 4:06 PM 
To: Morton, Alastair <Alastair.Morton@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>; Waining, Ben 
<Ben.Waining@stategrowth.tas.gov.au> 
Subject: FW: Swift Parrot RP [SEC=OFFICIAL] 
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From: Morton, Alastair
Sent: Wednesday, 24 March 2021 2:38 PM
To: Mann, Dydee (FPA)
Cc: Chuter, Anne (FPA); Volker, Peter (FPA); Alderman, Rachael (DPIPWE); Ridley, 

Chantelle; Thomson, Sarah
Subject: Re: Swift Parrot RP [SEC=OFFICIAL]

Dydee - as much as you can but the key questions for the fpa is if we have to imbed the actions and definitions into 
our forest practices system in full -  
A are they practical and implementable 
B are they consistent with best practice science 
C will they significantly impact industry  
 
 

Sent from my iPhone 
 
 

On 24 Mar 2021, at 2:05 pm, Mann, Dydee <Dydee.Mann@fpa.tas.gov.au> wrote: 

  
Thanks Al 
  
Anne and I free from around from 10:30 onwards. Anne is unavailable after 2:30ish but I can make 
myself available anytime after 10:30. 
  
Any areas of the document in particular we should review before Friday? 
  
  
  
  

From: Morton, Alastair <Alastair.Morton@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>  
Sent: Wednesday, 24 March 2021 2:00 PM 
To: Chuter, Anne <Anne.Chuter@fpa.tas.gov.au>; Mann, Dydee <Dydee.Mann@fpa.tas.gov.au> 
Cc: Volker, Peter <peter.volker@fpa.tas.gov.au>; Alderman, Rachael (DPIPWE) 
<Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au>; Ridley, Chantelle 
<Chantelle.Ridley@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>; Thomson, Sarah 
<Sarah.Thomson@stategrowth.tas.gov.au> 
Subject: FW: Swift Parrot RP [SEC=OFFICIAL] 
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From: Alderman, Rachael <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au>
Sent: Wednesday, 24 March 2021 3:20 PM
To: Morton, Alastair; Ridley, Chantelle
Cc: Thomson, Sarah; Alderman, Rachael (DPIPWE)
Subject: FW: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan comments. 
Attachments: Lathamus_discolor_Potential_Range_2020.zip; Draft swift parrot recovery plan V2

_Tas comments FINAL.docx

Hello,  
Sorry for delay, but here is what we sent to the Feds for our second round of consultation.  
Cheers 
 
 

From: Alderman, Rachael  
Sent: Thursday, 8 October 2020 1:59 PM 
To: Suitor, Shaun (StateGrowth) <Shaun.Suitor@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>; Mann, Dydee (FPA) 
<Dydee.Mann@fpa.tas.gov.au> 
Cc: Crawford, Helen <Helen.Crawford@dpipwe.tas.gov.au> 
Subject: FW: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan comments.  
 
Hi Shaun and Dydee,  
 
Sorry for not forwarding earlier. This is what went out in the end.  
 
As far as I know it didn’t go to dep sec from this end at least, it was only Andrew that reviewed it and was simply 
sent by our GM in my absence. (but will double check that…). 
 
cheers 
 
 
 

From: Read, Martin <Martin.Read@dpipwe.tas.gov.au>  
Sent: Friday, 2 October 2020 2:44 PM 
To: Mark Carey <Mark.Carey@awe.gov.au> 
Cc: Peter Latch <Peter.Latch@awe.gov.au>; Crane, Andrew <Andrew.Crane@dpipwe.tas.gov.au>; Alderman, 
Rachael <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au>; Ong, Cindy <cindy.ong@epa.tas.gov.au> 
Subject: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan comments.  
 
Dear Mark,  
 
As discussed, please find attached: 
 

 a copy of the Draft Swift Parrot Recovery Plan with comments/suggestions included; and  
 

 Potential Range Shape Files (and associated meta data and a description on how the layers have 
been developed) to allow the map currently on page 11 of the draft Recovery Plan to be revised to 
better reflect our contemporary understanding of the important areas for the species as reflected 
in the boundaries that are currently in use in the Tasmanian forest management system.  

 
The comments represent the combined feedback of the Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and 
Environment, the Department of State Growth, and the Forest Practices Authority. 
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You will note that the Draft Recovery Plan comments include a modified habitat description to more accurately 
reflect the conservation requirements of the species. These edits are minor wording tweaks with no significant 
impact on obligations to stakeholders, but with much better conservation outcomes.  
 
Please note that liaison has occurred with relevant species experts to ensure that our comments reflect current 
knowledge and understanding of the species. 
 
We would expect to see the final draft once you have considered the comments from key stakeholders, in order to 
be able to brief our Minister in anticipation of a decision on whether to jointly make the Plan or not.  
 
Please let me know if you have any queries on the attached. 
 
Kind regards, 
 
Martin 
 
 
Dr Martin Read | Acting General Manager  
Natural and Cultural Heritage Division 
Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment 
GPO BOX 1550, HOBART, TAS, 7001 
M:   
E: Martin.Read@dpipwe.tas.gov.au  

 

 
 
 
 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE AND DISCLAIMER:  
The information in this transmission may be confidential and/or protected by legal professional privilege, and is intended only for the person or persons to 
whom it is addressed. If you are not such a person, you are warned that any disclosure, copying or dissemination of the information is unauthorised. If you 
have received the transmission in error, please immediately contact this office by telephone, fax or email, to inform us of the error and to enable 
arrangements to be made for the destruction of the transmission, or its return at our cost. No liability is accepted for any unauthorised use of the information 
contained in this transmission.  

Assessed by the Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania under the Right to Information Act 2009

271

OOS

RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



2 
 

The Species Profile and Threats Database pages linked to this recovery plan is obtainable from:  

http://www.environment.gov.au/cgi-bin/sprat/public/sprat.pl  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

© Copyright Commonwealth of Australia, 2020. 

 
 

The National Recovery Plan for the Swift Parrot (Lathamus discolor) is licensed by the Commonwealth of 

Australia for use under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International licence with the exception of the 

Coat of Arms of the Commonwealth of Australia, the logo of the agency responsible for publishing the report, 

content supplied by third parties, and any images depicting people. For licence conditions see: 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.  

This report should be attributed as ‘National Recovery Plan for the Swift Parrot (Lathamus discolor), 
Commonwealth of Australia 2020’. 

The Commonwealth of Australia has made all reasonable efforts to identify content supplied by third parties 

using the following format ‘© Copyright, [name of third party] ’. 

 

Disclaimer  

While reasonable efforts have been made to ensure that the contents of this publication are factually correct, 

the Commonwealth does not accept responsibility for the accuracy or completeness of the contents, and shall 

not be liable for any loss or damage that may be occasioned directly or indirectly through the use of, or 

reliance on, the contents of this publication. 

Image credits  
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Assessed by the Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania under the Right to Information Act 2009

273

RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



3 
 

Contents 

SUMMARY ............................................................................................................................................ 5 

INTRODUCTION ................................................................................................................................... 7 

2.1 Conservation status 8 

2.2 Species description 8 

2.3 Distribution 8 

2.4 Population and trends 9 

2.5   Habitat 12 

2.5.1  Mainland habitat ...................................................................................................... 12 

2.5.2  Tasmanian breeding and foraging habitat ................................................................ 12 

2.6    Breeding biology 13 

2.7 Key biodiversity areas 14 

2.8   Habitat critical for survival 18 

THREATS ............................................................................................................................................ 19 

3.1   Historical causes of decline 19 

3.2  Current threatening processes 2019 

3.2.1 Habitat loss and alteration ........................................................................................ 20 

3.2.2  Predation by Sugar Gliders ...................................................................................... 23 

3.2.3  Collision mortality .................................................................................................... 23 

3.2.4  Competition ............................................................................................................. 23 

3.2.5  Climate variability and change ................................................................................. 24 

3.2.6  Illegal wildlife capture and trading ............................................................................ 24 

3.2.7  Cumulative impacts ............................................................................................. 2524 

POPULATIONS UNDER PARTICULAR PRESSURE ....................................................................... 25 

RECOVERY PLAN VISION, OBJECTIVE AND STRATEGIES ......................................................... 25 

ACTIONS TO ACHIEVE SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES ............................................................................ 26 

Strategy 1: Develop and apply techniques to measure changes in population trajectory in order to 
measure the success of recovery actions .......................................................................... 27 

Strategy 2: Manage and protect known Swift Parrot breeding and foraging habitat at the local, 
regional and landscape scales .......................................................................................... 28 

Strategy 3: Reduce impacts from Sugar Gliders at Swift Parrot breeding sites .............. 3433 

Strategy 4: Improve understanding of foraging and breeding habitat use at a landscape scale in 
order to better target protection and restoration measures ............................................ 3635 

Strategy 5: Monitor and manage other sources of mortality. .......................................... 3938 

Strategy 6: Engage community and stakeholders in Swift Parrot conservation .............. 4140 

Strategy 7: Coordinate, review and report on recovery process .................................... 4241 

Assessed by the Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania under the Right to Information Act 2009

274

RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



4 
 

DURATION AND COST OF THE RECOVERY PROCESS............................................................ 4342 

EFFECTS ON OTHER NATIVE SPECIES AND BIODIVERSITY .................................................. 4544 

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC CONSIDERATIONS ............................................................................ 4544 

AFFECTED INTERESTS ................................................................................................................ 4645 

CONSULTATION ............................................................................................................................ 4645 

EVALUATING THE PERFORMANCE OF THE PLAN ................................................................... 4645 

REFERENCES ................................................................................................................................ 4847 

 

  

Assessed by the Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania under the Right to Information Act 2009

275

RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



5 
 

SUMMARY 
Swift Parrot (Lathamus discolor) 

Family: Psittacidae 

Current status of taxon:  
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Cwlth): Critically Endangered 

Nature Conservation Act 2014 (Australian Capital Territory): Critically Endangered 

Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016 (New South Wales): Endangered 

Nature Conservation Act 1992 (Queensland): Endangered 

National Parks and Wildlife Act 1972 (South Australia): Endangered 

Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 (Tasmania): Endangered 

Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988 (Victoria): Threatened 

 
IUCN Red List of Threatened Species: Critically Endangered 

 

Distribution and habitat:  

The Swift Parrot breeds mostly on the east and south-east coast of Tasmania during summer and 

migrates to mainland Australia in autumn. During winter the species disperses across forests and 

woodlands, foraging on nectar and lerps mainly in Victoria and New South Wales. Small numbers of 

Swift Parrots are also recorded in the Australian Capital Territory, south eastern South Australia and 

southern Queensland. The area occupied during the breeding season varies between years, 

depending on food availability, but is typically less than 500 km2.   

 

Recovery plan Vision, Objective and Strategies: 

Long-term Vision 

The Swift Parrot population has increased in size to such an extent that the species no longer 

qualifies for listing as threatened under any of the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 1999 listing criteria. 

 

Recovery Plan Objective 

By 2030, measure and sustain a positive population trend (compared to 2020 baseline counts) in 

the number of mature individuals of the Swift Parrot.  

By 2030, maintain or improve the extent, condition and connectivity of habitat of the Swift Parrot. 

This will be achieved by implementing the actions set out in this Recovery Plan that minimise 

threats while protecting and enhancing the species’ habitat throughout its range, adequately 

monitoring the species, generating new knowledge to guide recovery and increasing public 

awareness. 

 

Strategies to achieve objective 
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INTRODUCTION 
This document constitutes the National Recovery Plan for the Swift Parrot (Lathamus discolor). The 

plan considers the conservation requirements of the species across its range and identifies the 

actions needed to be undertaken to improve the species’ long-term viability. This recovery plan 

supersedes the 2011 National Recovery Plan for the Swift Parrot (Saunders and Tzaros 2011).  

The Swift Parrot is listed as Critically Endangered under the Environment Protection and 
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act). It was listed as Endangered under the EPBC Act in 

2000, however the listing status of the Swift Parrot was re-assessed in 2016 due to new information 

showing a significant threat from predation of females and nestlings by the introduced (to Tasmania) 

Sugar Glider (Petaurus breviceps) (Stojanovic et al. 2014). Sugar Glider impacts in Tasmania are 

compounding and adding to the already recognised threats to the Swift Parrot including habitat loss 

and alteration and Australia’s changing climate. The re-assessment concluded that the risk posed 

by this previously unidentified threat was significant enough to justify moving the species from the 

Endangered category to the Critically Endangered category of the EPBC Act list of threatened 

species. The re-assessment also concluded that the recovery plan should be updated to include 

measures to reduce the impact of Sugar Gliders. 

The 2011 Recovery Plan was reviewed by the Swift Parrot Recovery Team in 2016-2017. The 

review concluded that the previous plan resulted in:  

• Increased understanding of the habitat features associated with breeding;  

• Progress in developing Tasmanian forestry management protocols in the breeding areas, 

and integrating these into Forest Practice Authority (FPA) management recommendations. 

However, the review highlighted that issues remained with the implementation of the FPA 

regulations. The Review also identified that there had been limited work across mainland 

jurisdictions on Swift Parrot habitat management; and 

• Some work was being done on monitoring and managing the threat from collisions, 

competition and beak and feather disease. However, the review found that work on these 

threats was not prioritised as they were considered to have low overall impact on the 

species survival compared to habitat loss and the impacts of Sugar Glider predation. 

Overall the review found that population trend information for Swift Parrots remained uncertain, as 

there was no estimates of population size or equivalent indices that could be used to estimate a 

population trend. However, based on modelling of known reproductive success parameters and 

predation by Sugar Gliders, it was demonstrated that the population was likely declining.  

The Review also concluded that at the time of writing the 2011 Recovery Plan the Sugar Glider 

threat was not recognised and that, as a result, the plan was lacking any recovery actions to 

address that threat. The Review concluded that a new recovery plan should be developed for the 

Swift Parrot to account for predation by Sugar Gliders and address the ongoing loss of breeding 

habitat in Tasmania. 

The accompanying Species Profile and Threats Database (SPRAT) provides additional background 

information on the biology, population status and threats to the Swift Parrot. SPRAT pages are 

available from: http://www.environment.gov.au/cgi-bin/sprat/public/sprat.pl 
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The Swift Parrot breeds in Tasmania during the summer and migrates north to mainland Australia 

for winter (Figure 1). The breeding range of the Swift Parrot is mainly restricted to the east and 

south-east coast of Tasmania, with the location of breeding each year being determined largely by 

the distr bution and intensity of Blue Gum (Eucalyptus globulus) and Black Gum (E. ovata) flowering 

(Webb et al. 2014). The flowering patterns of these species varies dramatically in location and 

extent over annual cycles (Webb et al. 2017). Swift Parrots also occasionally breed in the north-

west of the state, between Launceston and Smithton, however the number of birds involved is low 

as potential breeding habitat remaining in the north-west is scarce and highly fragmented. Swift 

Parrots have also been found breeding in isolated patches of Blue Gum on the west coast of 

Tasmania near Zeehan, and on both King and Flinders Islands (Webb unpublished data). 

Swift Parrots disperse widely on the mainland, foraging on flowers and lerps in Eucalyptus species, 

mainly in Victoria and New South Wales. In Victoria, Swift Parrots are predominantly found in the 

dry forests and woodlands of the box-ironbark region on the inland slopes of the Great Dividing 

Range. There are a few records each year from the Me bourne and Geelong districts and they are 

occasionally recorded south of the divide in the Gippsland region.  

In New South Wales, Swift Parrots forage in forests and woodlands throughout the coastal and 

western slopes regions each year. Coastal regions in New South Wales tend to support larger 

numbers of birds when inland habitats are subjected to drought, as occurred in 2002 and 2009 

(Tzaros et al. 2009).   

Small numbers of Swift Parrots are observed in the Australian Capital Territory and in south-eastern 

Queensland on a regular basis. The species is less frequently observed in the Southern Mount Lofty 

Ranges and the Bordertown-Naracoorte area in south-eastern South Australia (Saunders and 

Tzaros 2011). 

 

2.4 Population and trends 

The Swift Parrot occurs as a single, migratory population (Stojanovic et al. 2018). The most recent 

population estimate was done for The Action Plan for Australian Birds 2010, which suggested there 

were approximately 2,000 mature individuals in the wild (Garnett et al. 2011). There are no other 

recent estimates of population size.  

While the current population size might be uncertain, recent research has shown that the Swift 

Parrot population is l kely undergoing dramatic declines due to predation by Sugar Gliders, an 

introduced species to Tasmania (Campbell et al. 2018), compounding and in addition to other 

known threats including habitat loss and alteration. Stojanovic et al. (2014) found that Swift Parrot 

nests failed at a very high rate on the Tasmanian mainland, compared to no failure on offshore 

islands where Sugar Gliders were shown to be absent. Most cases of glider predation resulted in 

the death of the adult female, and always involved the death of either eggs or nestlings.  

Heinsohn et al. (2015) constructed a population viability analysis (PVA) using the demographic data 

gained from the Sugar Glider predation study and population monitoring (Stojanovic et al. 2014; 

Webb et al. 2014). Five scenarios were considered in the PVA. The first scenario was based on 

field data from Bruny and Maria Islands, which are both Sugar Glider free. This scenario estimated 

growth rates in the absence of Sugar Glider predation and projected a substantial increase in 

numbers over time. Four other PVA models were tested which accounted for Sugar Glider predation 

but used differing generation times.  
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The mean decline over the four scenarios that included Sugar Glider predation was projected at 

86.9 percent (range over the four models was 78.8-94.7 percent decline) over three generations. 

The preferred model by Heinsohn et al. (2015) projected that Swift Parrots would undergo an 

extreme decline of 94.7 percent within a three generation period. This model used a generation time 

of 5.4 years, which was obtained through expert elicitation (Garnett et. al., 2011). While research 

has found that that breeding success is much higher on Sugar Glider free islands (Stojanovic et al. 

2014), this greater success was insufficient to buffer the population against collapse under the 

modelled scenarios (Heinsohn et al. 2015).  
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     Figure 1 - Distribution of the Swift Parrot in Australia   
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2.5   Habitat  

2.5.1  Mainland habitat 

Swift Parrots spend the winter on mainland Australia (Figure 1). During the non-breeding season 

the population frequents eucalypt woodlands and forests in South Australia, Victoria, New South 

Wales, Australian Capital Territory and Queensland. Within these habitats, Swift Parrots 

preferentially forage in large, mature trees (Kennedy 2000; Kennedy and Overs 2001; Kennedy and 

Tzaros 2005) that provide more reliable foraging resources than younger trees (Wilson and Bennett 

1999; Law et al. 2000). 

Key foraging species includes Yellow Gum (E. leucoxylon); Red Ironbark (E. tricarpa); Mugga 

Ironbark (E. sideroxylon); Grey Box (E. macrocarpa); White Box (E. albens); Yellow Box (E. 
melliodora); Swamp Mahogany (E. robusta); Forest Red Gum (E. tereticornis); Blackbutt (E. 
pilularis); and Spotted Gum (Corymbia maculata). Swift Parrots are known to rely heavily on lerp for 

food. Lerps are protective covers made by nymphs (larval stage that resembles adults) of jumping 

plant lice or psyllids (Family: Psyllidae). Nymphs excrete honeydew on the leaf surface and the 

sugars and amino acids in the honeydew crystallise in the air to form lerps. Leaves can look black 

and sooty when moulds grow on the honeydew. Lerp size and shape varies between species of 

psyllid. On mainland Australia Swift Parrots are regularly found feeding on lerp, with flocks of up to 

50 birds feeding on lerp for up to an entire season, sometimes choosing to eat lerp despite the 

nearby availability of nectar resources (BirdLife Australia pers. comm.). 

The distribution of Swift Parrots across the landscape will vary depending on the flowering 

phenology of key foraging species. Due to the variable production of nectar and lerps it is 

considered critically important to protect and manage a broad range of habitats to provide a range 

of foraging resources (Kennedy and Overs 2001; Kennedy and Tzaros 2005). Where habitat loss 

continues to occur within foraging habitats on the mainland, it is important to retain trees ≥ 60 cm 

diameter at breast height (DBH) or greater, together with at least five trees per hectare from a 

mixture of other age classes (30-40cm, 40-50cm and 50-60cm DBH) to ensure continuity of food 

resources over time. 

2.5.2  Tasmanian breeding and foraging habitat 

Breeding records for Swift Parrots are largely restricted to the south and east coast of Tasmania, 

including some offshore islands, with some sporadic breeding occurring in the north of the state 

(Figure 1). The distribution of nesting Swift Parrots each breeding season is determined largely by 

the distr bution and intensity of Blue Gum (E. globulus) and Black Gum (E. ovata) flowering (Webb 

et al. 2014). The flowering patterns of these species varies dramatically in location and extent over 

annual cycles (Webb et al. 2017).  

Swift Parrots nest in any eucalypt forest that supports suitable tree hollows, provided that a suitable 

food source is within foraging range. The most common tree species used by Swift Parrots for 

nesting are Stringybark (E. obliqua), White Peppermint (E. pulchella), Blue Gum, White Gum (E. 
viminalis), Gum-topped Stringybark (E. delegatensis) and dead stags. The majority of recorded nest 

sites occur in dry Stringybark forest and wet Stringybark forest, dry White Peppermint forest and dry 

Blue Gum forest. Nest sites have also been recorded in other dry and wet eucalypt forest types. 

Swift Parrots nest in hollows of live and dead eucalypt trees. In eastern Tasmania, most recorded 

nest sites have been located within 30 km of the coast. Swift Parrots select trees and forest patches 

with a relatively higher number of potential hollows (Voogdt 2006, Webb et al. 2012). Nest trees are 
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but up to five may be laid. During incubation the male visits the nest site every three to five hours to 

feed the female. The male perches near the nest and calls the female out, either feeding her at the 

nest entrance or both will fly to a nearby perch.  

Reproductive success is strongly influenced by the availability and intensity of Blue and/or Black 

Gum flowering, and nest site selection with regard to the presence of Sugar Gliders. In years where 

birds breed primarily on Bruny and Maria Islands, breeding success is much higher as Sugar 

Gliders are not found on these islands (Stojanovic et al. 2014, 2015). 

 
2.7 Key biodiversity areas 

The Key Biodiversity Areas (KBA) approach helps to identify and designate areas of international 

importance in terms of biodiversity conservation using globally standardised criteria (BirdLife 

International 2020). KBAs extend the Important Bird Area concept to other taxonomic groups and 

are now being identified in many parts of the world, by a range of governmental and non-

governmental organisations. Defining, protecting and managing KBAs will assist the Australian 

Government to meet its obligations to international treaties, such as the Convention on Biological 

Diversity. 

The identification of a site as a KBA is unrelated to its legal status. However, its status will often 

inform KBA delineation, because KBAs are defined as pragmatically as possible; if an existing 

designation roughly matches a KBA, it will generally be used for the KBA. Many KBAs overlap 

wholly with existing protected area boundaries, including sites designated under international 

conventions (e.g. Ramsar and World Heritage) and areas protected at national and local levels (e.g. 

national parks, indigenous or community conserved areas). However, not all KBAs are protected 

areas and not all protected areas are KBAs. It is recognised that other management approaches 

may also be appropriate to safeguard KBAs; the identification of a site as a KBA simply implies that 

the site should be managed in ways that ensure the persistence of the biodiversity elements for 

which it is important (particular species or habitats). For more information on KBAs visit - 

http://www.keybiodiversityareas.org/home      

KBA Factsheets, including boundary maps are available from the World Database of Key 

Biodiversity Areas (BirdLife International 2020). BirdLife Australia have identified 18 Key Biodiversity 

Areas as being important for Swift Parrot conservation and to support the long-term maintenance of 

the species. They include: 

New South Wales 

• Brisbane Water – Brisbane Water is a wave-dominated barrier estuary located in the Central 

Coast region, north of Sydney, New South Wales. Brisbane Water has its origin at the 

confluence of the Narara and Coorumbine Creeks, to the south–east of Gosford and travels 

for approximately 18 kilometres in a southerly direction to its mouth at Broken Bay, about 7 

kilometres from the Tasman Sea, at Barrenjoey Head. In 2009, over 110 bird species were 

recorded within the estuary. Some 2,277 hectares (5,630 acres) of Brisbane Water is 

classified as KBA because it has an isolated population of up to ten breeding pairs of Bush 

Stone-curlews and supports flocks of the Critically Endangered Regent Honeyeater and 

Swift Parrot during autumn and winter, when the Swamp Mahogany trees are in flower. 

• Capertee Valley – The Capertee Valley is a 2nd largest canyon (by width) in the world and 

largest valley in New South Wales, 135 km north-west of Sydney. One of the most 

prominent features of the valley is Pantony's Crown, a sandstone butte that is now part of 
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the Gardens of Stone National Park. Parts of the valley are also included in the Wollemi 

National Park, the second-largest national park in New South Wales. The only population 

centre of any kind is the village of Glen Davis, which includes a camp-site and often serves 

as a starting-point for bushwalks around the Capertee River and other parts of the Wollemi 

National Park. The valley is classified as a KBA because it is the most important breeding 

site for the Critically Endangered Regent Honeyeater. It also supports populations of the 

Painted Honeyeater, Rockwarbler, Swift Parrot, Plum-headed Finch and Diamond Firetail. 

• Hastings-Macleay – The Hastings-Macleay KBA is a 1148 km2 tract of land stretching for 

100 km along the Mid North Coast of New South Wales, from Stuarts Point in the north to 

the Camden Haven River in the south. It is bounded on the west by the Pacific Highway. It 

combines ephemeral floodplain wetlands with coastal swamp forests. It is mostly cattle-

grazed but contains large blocks of state forest, protected areas and tea-tree plantations. 

The area was identified by BirdLife International as an KBA because it regularly supports 

significant numbers of the Critically Endangered Swift Parrot, Regent Honeyeater and the 

Endangered Australasian Bittern, and probably over one percent of the global population of 

Sharp-tailed Sandpipers. 

• Hunter Valley - The Hunter Valley KBA is a 560 km2 tract of land around Cessnock in 

central-eastern New South Wales. The site has been identified as a KBA because it 

regularly supports significant numbers of the Critically Endangered Regent Honeyeater and 

Swift Parrot. The KBA is defined by remnant patches of eucalypt-woodland and forest used 

by the birds in a largely anthropogenic landscape. It includes Aberdare and Pelton state 

forests, Broke Common, Singleton Army Base, Pokolbin, Quorrobolong, Abermain and 

Tomalpin, as well as various patches of bushland, including land owned by mining 

companies. The KBA contains Werakata National Park and part of Watagans National Park.   

• Lake Macquarie – Lake Macquarie is Australia's largest coastal salt water lake. Located in 

the Hunter Region of New South Wales, it covers an area of 110 square kilometres and is 

connected to the Tasman Sea by a short channel. The remnant and fragmented eucalypt 

forests on the southern margins of the lake have been identified as a 121 km2 KBA because 

they support significant numbers of Critically Endangered Swift Parrots and Regent 

Honeyeaters in years when the Swamp Mahogany and other trees are flowering. 

• Richmond Woodlands – The Richmond Woodlands comprise some 329 km2 of eucalypt 

woodland remnants close to Richmond, New South Wales. They lie at the foot of the Blue 

Mountains on the north-western fringe of the Sydney metropolitan area. The KBA boundary 

is defined by patches of habitat suitable for Critically Endangered Regent Honeyeaters and 

Swift Parrots, centred on the woodlands between the Agnes Banks, Windsor Downs and 

Castlereagh Nature Reserves, and extending south to Penrith and north-east to encompass 

Scheyville National Park. It is adjacent to the forested hills of the Greater Blue Mountains 

KBA. 

• South-west Slopes of New South Wales - An area of 25,653 square kilometres, largely 

coincident with the bioregion, has been identified as a KBA because it supports a significant 

wintering population of the Critically Endangered Swift Parrots and Vulnerable Superb 

Parrots (Polytelis swainsonii), as well as populations of Painted Honeyeaters and Diamond 

Firetails. Most of the site is modified wheat-growing and sheep-grazing country with only 

vestiges of its original vegetation. Remnant patches of woodland and scattered large trees, 
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especially of Mugga Ironbark (E. sideroxylon), Apple Box (E. bridgesiana), Grey Box (E. 
microcarpa), White Box (E. albens), Yellow Box (E. melliodora), Red Box (E. polyanthemos), 

Yellow Gum (E. leucoxylon), River Red Gum and Blakely's Red Gum (E. blakelyi), still 

provide habitat for the Painted Honeyeaters. Protected areas within the site include several 

nature reserves and state forests, as well as the Livingstone and Weddin Mountains 

National Parks, and Tarcutta Hills Reserve. 

• Tuggerah - The Tuggerah Lakes, a wetland system of three interconnected coastal lagoons, 

are located on the Central Coast of New South Wales, Australia and comprise Lake 

Munmorah, Budgewoi Lake and Tuggerah Lake. The lakes and their immediate surrounds, 

including the Munmorah State Conservation Area and most of the Wyrrabalong National 

Park, have been identified as a KBA because the shallow waters have extensive seagrass 

beds attracting large numbers of waterbirds, including one percent of the global population 

of Sharp-tailed Sandpiper and Chestnut Teal. The adjacent forests and woodlands provide 

habitat for Swift Parrots and Regent Honeyeaters in the non-breeding season.  

• Ulladulla to Merimbula – The Ulladulla to Merimbula KBA comprises a strip of coastal and 

subcoastal land stretching along the southern coastline of New South Wales. It is an 

important site for Swift Parrots. The 2100 km2 KBA extends for about 250 km between the 

towns of Ulladulla and Merimbula and extends about 10 km inland from the coast. It is 

defined by the presence of forests, or forest remnants, of Spotted Gum and other flowering 

eucalypts used by Swift Parrots. It includes forests dominated by ironbarks and bloodwoods 

which are likely to support the species in years when the Spotted Gums are not flowering. 

Also included are large areas of pasture between forest blocks, and small areas of 

agriculture and urban development which contain scattered large flowering trees and 

remnants of native vegetation in otherwise anthropogenic landscapes. The KBA either 

encompasses, or partly overlaps with, the Ben Boyd, Biamanga, Bournda, Clyde River, 

Eurobodalla, Gulaga, Meroo, Mimosa Rocks, Murramarang and South East Forest National 

Parks. 

 

Victoria 

• Bendigo Box-Ironbark Region – The Bendigo Box-Ironbark Region is a 505 km2 fragmented 

and irregularly shaped tract of land that encompasses all the box-ironbark forest and 

woodland remnants used as winter feeding habitat by Swift Parrots in the Bendigo-Maldon 

region of central Victoria. The site lies between the Maryborough-Dunolly Box-Ironbark 

Region and Rushworth Box-Ironbark Region KBAs. It includes much of the Greater Bendigo 

National Park, several nature reserves and state forests, with a few small blocks of private 

land. It excludes other areas of woodland that are less suitable for the parrots. The region 

was identified as an KBA because, when flowering conditions are suitable it supports up to 

1,100 (or 50 percent of the global population) non-breeding Swift Parrots. 

• Maryborough-Dunolly Box-Ironbark Region - The Maryborough-Dunolly Box-Ironbark Region 

includes all the box-ironbark forest and woodland remnants used as winter feeding habitat 

by Swift Parrots in the Maryborough-Dunolly region of central Victoria. The 900 km2 KBA 

includes several nature reserves, state parks and state forests, with only a few small blocks 

of private land. It excludes adjacent areas of woodland that are less suitable for Swift 

Parrots. 
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• Puckapunyal – Puckapunyal Military Area (PMA) is an Australian Army training facility and 

base 10 km west of Seymour, in central Victoria. The PMA contains box-ironbark forest that 

forms one of the largest discrete remnants of this threatened ecosystem in Victoria. The 

entire PMA, along with two small reserves and an army munitions storage site at nearby 

Mangalore, has been identified as a 435 km2 KBA because it supports the largest known 

population of Bush Stone-curlews in Victoria. It is also regularly visited by Critically 

Endangered Swift Parrots, often in large numbers.  

• Rushworth Box-Ironbark Region - The Rushworth Box-Ironbark Region is a 510 km2 

fragmented and irregularly shaped tract of land that encompasses all the box–ironbark forest 

and woodland remnants used as winter feeding habitat by Swift Parrots in the Rushworth-

Heathcote region of central Victoria. It lies north of, and partly adjacent to, the Puckapunyal 

KBA. The site includes the Heathcote-Graytown National Park, several nature reserves and 

state forests, with a few small blocks of private land. It excludes other areas of woodland 

that are less suitable for the Swift Parrot. The region was identified as an KBA because, 

when the flowering conditions are suitable it supports up to about 70 Swift Parrots. 

• St Arnaud Box-Ironbark Region - The St Arnaud Box-Ironbark Region is a 481 km2 

fragmented and irregularly shaped tract of land that encompasses all the box-ironbark forest 

and woodland remnants used as winter feeding habitat by Swift Parrots in the St Arnaud-

Stawell region of central Victoria. The site lies west of the Maryborough-Dunolly Box-

Ironbark Region KBA. It includes the St Arnaud Range National Park, several nature 

reserves and state forests, with a few small blocks of private land. It excludes other areas of 

woodland that are less suitable for Swift Parrots. The region was identified as a KBA 

because, when flowering conditions are suitable it supports up to about 75 Swift Parrots. 

• Warby-Chiltern Box-Ironbark Region - The Warby–Chiltern Box–Ironbark Region comprises 

a cluster of separate blocks of remnant box-ironbark forest habitat, with a collective area of 

253 km2, in north eastern Victoria. This site lies to the east of the Rushworth Box-Ironbark 

Region KBA. It includes the Reef Hills and Warby-Ovens National Parks, Killawarra Forest, 

Chesney Hills, Mount Meg Reserves, Winton Wetlands Reserve, the Boweya Flora and 

Fauna Reserve, Rutherglen Conservation Reserve, Mount Lady Franklin Reserve and 

Chiltern-Mount Pilot National Park. Most of it lies within protected areas or state forests, 

encompassing only small blocks of private land. The site has been identified as an KBA 

because it provides feeding habitat for relatively large numbers of non-breeding Swift 

Parrots when flowering conditions are suitable, as well as the Critically Endangered Regent 

Honeyeaters. It also supports small numbers of Painted Honeyeaters, Diamond Firetails and 

Flame Robins (Petroica phoenicea). Declining woodland birds still present in the KBA 

include Brown Treecreepers (Climacteris picumnus), Speckled Warblers (Pyrrholaemus 
sagittatus), Hooded Robins (Melanodryas cucullata), Grey-crowned Babblers 

(Pomatostomus temporalis), Gi bert's Whistler (Pachycephala inornata) and, occasionally, 

migrant Black Honeyeaters (Sugomel nigrum). Crested Bellbirds (Oreoica gutturalis) are 

locally extinct. 

 

Tasmania 

• Bruny Island – Bruny Island is a 362 km2 (89,000-acre) island located off the south-eastern 

coast of Tasmania. Bruny Island is classified as a KBA because it supports the world's 
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largest population of the Endangered Forty-spotted Pardalote, up to a third of the global 

population of the Swift Parrot, all 12 of Tasmania's endemic bird species, and up to 240,000 

breeding pairs of the Short-tailed Shearwater. 

• Maria Island - Maria Island is a mountainous island located in the Tasman Sea, off the east 

coast of Tasmania. The 115 km2 island is contained within the Maria Island National Park, 

which includes a marine area of 18 km2 off the island's northwest coast. Maria Island has 

been identified as a KBA because it supports significant numbers of Swift Parrots and 

Endangered Forty-spotted Pardalotes, over one percent of the global population of Pacific 

Gulls, as well as populations of most of Tasmania's endemic bird species. 

• South-east Tasmania - The South-east Tasmania KBA encompasses much of the land 

retaining forest and woodland habitats, suitable for breeding Swift Parrots and Forty-spotted 

Pardalotes, from Orford to Recherche Bay in south-eastern Tasmania. This large 335,777-

hectare (829,720-acre) KBA comprises wet and dry eucalypt forests containing old growth 

Tasmanian Blue Gums or Black Gums, and grassy Manna Gum woodlands, as well as 

suburban residential centres and farmland where they retain large flowering, and adjacent 

hollow-bearing, trees. Key tracts of forest within the KBA include Wielangta, the Meehan and 

Wellington Ranges, and the Tasman Peninsula. The area has been identified as a KBA 

because it contains almost all the breeding habitat of the Swift Parrot on the Tasmanian 

mainland, and several populations of the Endangered Forty-spotted Pardalote. 

 
2.8   Habitat critical for survival 

Habitat critical to the survival of a species or ecological community refers to areas that are 

necessary: 

• For activities such as foraging, breeding, roosting, or dispersal; 

• For the long-term maintenance of the species or ecological community (including the 

maintenance of species essential to the survival of the species or ecological community, 

such as pollinators); 

• To maintain genetic diversity and long-term evolutionary development; or 

• For the reintroduction of populations or recovery of the species or ecological community.  

Such habitat may be, but is not limited to: habitat identified in a recovery plan for the species or 

ecological community as habitat critical for that species or ecological community; and/or habitat 

listed on the Register of Critical Habitat maintained by the Minister under the EPBC Act. 

Habitat critical to the survival for the Swift Parrot includes: 

Breeding habitat 

• All Native forest and woodland containing Blue Gum (E. globulus) and Black Gum (E. ovata) 

forests and woodlands within known breeding areas. Known breeding areas are areas 

containing known nest records and areas deemed as important for breeding by species 

specialists.   
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Management arrangements have evolved since 1996 and initially only applied to dry forest habitat 

(FPA 2010; Munks et al. 2004) considered a priority for the species, based on existing information. 

In 2007 new information became available that suggested wet forests were part of breeding habitat 

for Swift Parrots, particularly during periods when Blue Gum flowering was poor in dry forests 

(Webb 2008; Law et al. 2000). The current measures for the management of Swift Parrot habitat 

cover wet and dry forest habitat throughout the breeding range of the species and are delivered 

through a decision support system, the Threatened Fauna Adviser (Forest Practices Authority 

2014). Since Swift Parrot breeding habitat is poorly reserved in the National Reserve Network in 

Tasmania there is considerable reliance on the measures delivered through the Tasmanian forest 

practices system. Ongoing development of spatial information on nesting and foraging habitat 

availability and management approaches in off-reserve areas is urgently required to refine and 

ensure the effectiveness of these measures. 

Harvesting operations and land clearing of foraging habitat on the Australian mainland also remains 

a substantial threat. Impacts on Swift Parrot habitat in NSW have been so severe that only 5 - 30 

percent of the original vegetation now remains, such as for Grey Box and Grassy White Box 

woodland, and what is left is often degraded (Saunders and Russell 2016). With such extensive 

losses of habitat there is an increased risk that the remaining areas may fail to produce the 

necessary food resources in one year, which may lead to rapid population decline due to the 

accumulated extinction debt. That is, before such extensive habitat losses occurred, the birds had a 

much greater chance of locating the food resources they needed each year (Saunders and Russell 

2016). 

The harvesting of mature box-ironbark woodlands of central Victoria and coastal forests of New 

South Wales, including Spotted Gum forests on the south coast, for forestry reduces the suitability 

of these habitats for this species by removing mature trees which are preferred by Swift Parrots. 

Larger trees typically provide more reliable, greater quantity and quality of food resources than 

younger trees (Wilson and Bennett 1999; Kennedy and Overs 2001; Kennedy and Tzaros 2005). 

However, the extent of forest loss over Swift Parrot foraging habitat on the mainland has not been 

quantified and the impacts from urban land clearing and commercial harvesting operations on the 

mainland remain uncertain.   

 

Firewood collection – illegal and legal 

Firewood collection is a threat to nesting and foraging habitat in Tasmania and to foraging habitat 

on mainland Australia. Trees targeted by firewood collectors are often those most valuable to the 

Swift Parrot, being large, mature forage trees or trees with suitable nesting hollows. Generally 

registered firewood suppliers operate in accordance with industry codes of practice or are formally 

regulated, which typically includes provisions to not collect from areas that might have an impact on 

threatened species. However, there is a large, but unquantified unregulated and illegal harvest of 

firewood, and these collectors are known to be impacting on Swift Parrot habitat.    

 

Fire   

Increases in fire frequency pose a significant threat to avian communities. Where fire intervals are 

too short, flowering events and maturation of nectar-rich plant species may be reduced, resulting in 

a reduction of foraging resources for nectarivorous birds (Woinarski and Recher 1997). This is of 

particular concern in coastal New South Wales and in central Victoria where there is increasing 
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residential and industrial development in close proximity to Swift Parrot habitat. Such developments 

are required to comply with new fire safety regulations involving clearing trees within fire protection 

zones and undertaking hazard reduction burns. With an increase in the human population residing 

adjacent to Swift Parrot habitat and increased accessibility to bushland areas, an increase in the 

incidence of accidental and del berate fire may also be an issue.  

 

The relationship between fire and the formation and destruction of hollows is complex. Fires may kill 

canopy trees but these (and their hollows) may persist as dead stags. Fires may also lead to hollow 

formation (or a change in dimensions of existing hollows) in surviving trees or destroy hollow-

bearing trees. Frequent fire may alter natural wildfire tree recruitment processes and hence dictate 

future availability of hollows (Woinarski and Recher 1997). Fires may also cause the collapse of 

hollow bearing trees, thus reducing hollow availability into the future. One long-term study looked at 

survival of nest trees over time and found that unburned trees mostly survived but that nearly half of 

the trees burnt with cavities collapsed within six months of burning (Stojanovic et al. 2015). 

 

In 2019-20, following years of drought (DPI 2020), catastrophic wildfire conditions culminated in 

fires that covered an unusually large area of eastern and southern Australia. In many places, the 

fires burnt with high intensity. The full impact of the 2019-20 bushfires has yet to be determined. 

The bushfires will not have impacted all areas equally: some areas burnt at very high intensity whilst 

other areas burnt at lower intensity, potentially even leaving patches unburnt within the fire footprint. 

However, an initial analysis estimates that between 10 - 30 percent of the distribution range of the 

Swift Parrot was impacted. This type of event is increasingly likely to reoccur as a result of climate 

change. Also more frequent hazard reduction burns in response to increased bushfire risk 

represents a potential threat to the Swift Parrot and its habitat. 

 

Residential and industrial development  

Urban, rural residential and industrial developments pose a substantial threat to habitat throughout 

the range of the species, with important breeding areas in Tasmania and key foraging areas in 

Victoria, New South Wales and Queensland being of particular concern. Where potential breeding 

habitat is retained adjacent to developments there is an increased likelihood that potential nest trees 

could be removed for ‘human safety reasons’, including as part of establishing and maintaining fire 

breaks.  

In central Victoria, urban and rural residential developments are increasingly encroaching into box-

ironbark habitats, such as those around Bendigo. In New South Wales, urban and industrial 

expansion, particularly on the central and north coast pose an ongoing threat to winter foraging 

regions. In Queensland, urban development is of particular concern to the Swift Parrot at the 

northern extent of their winter range. In particular, the Gold Coast, Toowoomba and the Greater 

Brisbane region are at risk from tree removal associated with residential and industrial development.  

Mortality risks to Swift Parrots from window-strike and from flying into fences (Hingston 2019) has 

also been documented previously and represents an ongoing threat to the species in urbanised 

areas. 

 

Agricultural tree senescence and dieback  
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Much of the habitat used by Swift Parrots in agricultural landscapes are forest remnants or isolated, 

scattered paddock trees. This habitat continues to be lost through senescence; dieback; over 

grazing, with limited or no recruitment; and through ongoing removal of paddock trees to enhance 

farm productivity. This is of particular concern in eastern Tasmania, Victoria and throughout New 

South Wales. 

 

3.2.2  Predation by Sugar Gliders 

Until recently the main threat to Swift Parrots was thought to be habitat loss and alteration within 

breeding areas. However, predation on the nest by Sugar Gliders on the mainland of Tasmania is 

now considered to be the most significant short-term threat to the species, as Sugar Gliders take 

not only the young or eggs in the nest but also often kill the sitting female (Stojanovic et al. 2014; 

Heinsohn et al. 2015). Stojanovic et al. (2014) also found that on the Tasmanian mainland, 

modelled survival of Swift Parrot nests was a function of modelled mature forest cover in the 

surrounding landscape and showed that the likelihood of Sugar Glider predation decreased with 

increasing forest cover.  

 

While a species native to the Australian mainland, Sugar Gliders were likely introduced to mainland 

Tasmania around 1835 (Campbell et al. 2018). Maria and Bruny Islands remain free of Sugar 

Gliders and it is important to remain vigilant to poss ble incursions. Maintaining their Sugar Glider-

free status is critical for the conservation of Swift Parrots in Tasmania.    

 

3.2.3  Collision mortality 

Collisions with wire netting, mesh fences, windows and cars cause mortality to Swift Parrots in 

urban areas throughout the species’ range (Pfennigwerth 2008; Hingston 2019) in Tasmania and 

mainland eastern Australia. Continuing urban encroachment into breeding and foraging habitat is 

l kely to exacerbate this problem. Swift Parrots are sometimes found injured or dead from collisions 

during the breeding season, with few birds released back into the wild. The threat is exacerbated in 

years when foraging resources are concentrated in or near to urban areas.  

 

The construction of wind energy turbines and associated energy infrastructure (i.e. powerlines) in 

south-eastern Australia may also have implications for the conservation of the Swift Parrot where 

they are poorly situated (Barrios and Rodriguez 2004). Individuals may be killed through collision, or 

their behaviour may be modified by the presence of these structures leading to avoidance of 

suitable habitat. The potential impacts of these structures may be greatest where they are situated 

along migration routes where a large proportion of the population may be exposed to the threat 

during a key life stage. Wind turbines and associated energy infrastructure are located, and 

continue to be built, along the migratory route and within the non-breeding range. This ongoing 

development increases the likelihood of the birds’ being exposed to collision mortality or loss of 

habitat.   

 

3.2.4  Competition 

Swift Parrots can experience increased competition for resources from large, aggressive 

honeyeaters, Noisy Miners (Manorina melanocephala) and Rainbow Lorikeets (Trichoglossus 
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haematodus) within altered habitats (Ford et al. 1993; Grey et al. 1998; Hingston 2019), and from 

introduced birds and bees (Brown 1989; Paton 1993; Hingston et al. 2004; Heinsohn et al. 2015; 

Hingston and Wotherspoon 2017; Hingston 2019). Swift Parrots compete with European 

Honeybees (Apis mellifera) and Starlings for tree cavities, where nestling parrots can be killed and 

the cavities usurped (Heinsohn et al. 2015). This competition is most prevalent in forest that is 

disturbed, fragmented (Stojanovic, D. unpublished data) or impacted by climate change.  

 

3.2.5  Climate variability and change 

Drought is a natural part of Australia’s climate and the present-day existence of the Swift Parrot 
demonstrates that the species is well-adapted to cope with a dry climate. However, the relatively 
recent and rapid decrease in available habitat, coupled with prolonged or more frequent drought 
periods, could prove to have irreversible impacts on an already depleted population. 
 
Climate projections for eastern Australia include reduced rainfall, increased average temperatures, 

and more frequent droughts and fires (CSIRO 2007; CSIRO and Bureau of Meteorology 2015). 

Climate change impacts are compounded by the Swift Parrot’s restricted area of occupancy, low 

(and decreasing) population, low population density at sites and short generation length (under 10 

years). These variables are identified as increasing the risk of local extinction (Pearson et al. 2014) 

and are amongst the strongest predictor of species’ vulnerability to climate change (Pearson et al. 

2014). 

 

Loss of nesting and foraging habitat from climate change and changes in seasonality and the 

geographic pattern of flowering is likely to pose a significant threat to the Swift Parrot (Porfirio et al. 

2016). Direct impacts to the Swift Parrot as a result of climate change include cases of climate-

related nest failures, altered rainfall patterns, flowering failures on the mainland and extreme 

wildfires.  

 

Climate change management requires both domestic and international action to stop further 

accumulation of anthropogenic greenhouse gases. Although management of this global issue is 

beyond the scope of this plan, long-term monitoring of the species and habitats in conjunction with 

climate monitoring stations may be needed to understand the sensitivities of the Swift Parrot to 

climate change. Such a monitoring program may provide valuable insights and a basis for future 

adaptive conservation management strategies. The cumulative effects of other threats together with 

climate change need to be considered for effective and adaptive long-term management of the Swift 

Parrot. 

 

3.2.6  Illegal wildlife capture and trading  

Unregulated trade in wildlife has become a major factor in the decline of many species of animals 

and plants. Therefore the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna 

and Flora (CITES) was established and is enforceable under the EPBC Act (Department of 

Environment and Heritage 2005b). The Swift Parrot is a unique species that is valued internationally 

and domestically by bird keepers and breeders and may be particularly susceptible to such illegal 

activities. The extent of such activities and their impact on the wild population are currently 

unknown.  
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3.2.7  Cumulative impacts 

Each of the identified threats to the Swift Parrot has the potential to compromise the long-term 

survival of the species, and where more than one threat is present the cumulative effect is l kely to 

be substantially greater than the sum of the individual threats. In addition, the accumulation of not 

only threats, but impacts from a single threat increase the overall risk of extinction. For example, 

repeated small-scale clearing for developments that do not meet significant impact thresholds, but 

whose total impact over time contributes to the species decline. When assessing threats to the Swift 

Parrot, combinations of threats and impacts need to be considered to provide a realistic assessment 

of impacts on the species. 

 

POPULATIONS UNDER PARTICULAR 

PRESSURE  

Genetic analysis confirms that Swift Parrots form a single, genetically homogenous, breeding 

population (Stojanovic et al. 2018). Therefore, the actions described in this recovery plan are 

designed to provide ongoing protection for all Swift Parrots throughout their range. 

 

RECOVERY PLAN VISION, OBJECTIVE AND 

STRATEGIES 

Long-term Vision 

The Swift Parrot population has increased in size to such an extent that the species no longer 

qualifies for listing as threatened under any of the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 1999 listing criteria. 

 

Recovery Plan Objectives 

By 2030, measure and sustain a positive population trend (compared to 2020 baseline counts) in 

the number of mature individuals of the Swift Parrot. 

By 2030, maintain or improve the extent, condition and connectivity of habitat of the Swift Parrot.  

This will be achieved by implementing the actions set out in this Recovery Plan that minimise 

threats including protecting and enhancing the species’ habitat throughout its range, adequately 

monitoring the species, generating new knowledge to guide recovery and increasing public 

awareness. 

 

Strategies to achieve objectives 
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• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into relevant 

policy documents to support 

management interventions  

 

• Key Biodiversity Areas have 

been reviewed and updated 

as new information becomes 

available  

2.2 Secure Tasmanian and 

Commonwealth 

Government 

commitment to support 

strategic planning for 

Swift Parrot breeding 

habitat 

1 • The completion of the Public 

Authority Management 

Agreement (PAMA, under the 

TSPAct 1995) has occurred 

between DPIPWE and 

Sustainable Timber Tasmania 

for the Permanent Timber 

Production Zone land in the 

Southern Forests 

 

• Annual Monitoring monitoring 

has occurred and an ongoing 

review of the implementation 

and effectiveness of the 

current management 

recommendations has been 

undertaken 

 

• Recommendations from the 

ongoing review have been 

considered and implemented 

 

• An agreed strategic 

management plan for forestry 

activities in Tasmania that is 

consistent with the objective of 

achieving a sustained 

increase in the Swift Parrot 

population over the next 10 

years has been completed 

and implemented 

Australian 

Government 

 

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

Sustainable 

Timbers 

Tasmania 

 

Core 

government  

business 
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2.3 Review and revise as 

appropriate Swift 

Parrot management 

priorities, 

recommendations, 

planning tools and 

procedures as new 

information becomes 

available 

2 • New information on breeding

and foraging locations is

incorporated into the existing

regulations, codes of practice,

management

recommendations, and

planning tools and procedures

to better manage the Swift

Parrot population across its

range

Australian 

Government 

State 

governments 

Local 

government 

Core 

government  

business 

2.4 Protect areas of 

‘habitat critical to 

survival’ not managed 

under an RFA 

agreement from 

developments and land 

clearing (e.g., from 

residential 

developments, mining 

activity, wind and solar 

farms, and clearing for 

agriculture) through 

local, state and 

Commonwealth 

Government 

mechanisms  

1 • Developments have avoided

areas of ‘habitat critical to

survival’ for the Swift Parrot

where possible

• Where avoidance is not

possible, the extent and

severity of clearing of mature

foraging and nesting trees in

areas of ‘habitat critical to the

survival’ of the Swift Parrot

has been measurably

minimised and offset

• Any developments in areas of

‘habitat critical to survival’ 

have incorporated suitable

threat mitigation measures

• If avoidance or mitigation has

been found to be impossible,

any developments that

proceeded in areas of ‘habitat

critical to survival’ have

provided offsets compliant

with the approved offset

regulations and calculators

and provided measurable

benefits to the Swift Parrot

population in line with

strategies outlined in this

recovery plan

Australian 

Government 

State 

governments 

Local 

government 

Core 

government  

business 
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2.5 Enhance the quality 

and extent of existing 

breeding habitat in 

Tasmania 

1 • Manage regenerating and 

regrowth Blue Gum and Black 

Gum forest to provide foraging 

habitat into the future 

 

• Encourage large-scale 

plantings of Blue Gum and 

Black Gum forest and 

woodland by landholders and 

land managers in priority 

areas through a strategic 

landscape approach 

Australian 

Government 

 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

BirdLife 

Australia 

 

NGOs  

 

$250,000 pa 

2.6 Regulate firewood 

collecting in breeding, 

foraging and non-

breeding habitat 

2 • Quantify the extent of firewood 

harvesting in breeding, 

foraging and non-breeding 

habitat 

 

• Compliance and enforcement 

activities have been targeted 

at reducing illegal firewood 

harvesters 

 

• A voluntary code of practice 

for the firewood industry 

(including a certification 

system) has been developed 

and introduced to enable 

adequate knowledge of and 

regulation of impacts on Swift 

Parrot habitat 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

$75,000 pa 

2.7 Develop agreements 

with local government 

and government 

agencies that aim to 

maintain and enhance 

Swift Parrot breeding 

habitat 

2 • Management agreements 

have been developed with 

local government and state 

government agencies which 

maintain and enhance Swift 

Parrot breeding habitat 

 

• Reporting mechanisms have 

been developed to capture the 

outcomes of land use 

decisions and planning 

involving Swift Parrot breeding 

habitat 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

$150,000 pa 
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2.8 Manage important 

winter foraging habitat 

and provide adequate 

on-going conservation 

management 

resources where 

appropriate 

1 • Management plans for 

important winter foraging 

habitat/sites have been 

developed and implemented 

 

• Management plans have been 

adequately resourced 

 

• Consideration has been given 

to enhance formal protection 

for sites where appropriate 

(i.e, through new conservation 

reserves, national parks etc) 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

$350,000 pa 

2.9 Identify and protect 

remnants of state and 

Commonwealth owned 

land in areas of ‘habitat 

critical for survival’ for 

Swift Parrots 

3 • Unprotected state and 

Commonwealth owned 

remnants in areas of ‘habitat 

critical to survival’ for Swift 

Parrots have been identified 

 

• Remnants have been ranked 

for their conservation 

significance and mapped 

 

• Consideration has been given 

to enhance formal protection 

for sites where appropriate 

(i.e, through new conservation 

reserves, national parks etc) 

 

• Local management plans have 

been developed for priority 

remnants to maximise 

conservation values of the 

identified sites 

Australian 

Government 

 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

BirdLife 

Australia 

 

NGOs  

 

$150,000 pa 

2.10 Incorporate Swift 

Parrot conservation 

priorities into 

covenanting and other 

private land 

conservation 

programs. 

3 • Key breeding and foraging 

sites on private land identified 

and habitat quality assessed 

  

• Identified sites protected 

through covenanting and other 

private land conservation 

programs 

Australian 

Government 

 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

BirdLife 

Australia 

 

$250,000 pa 
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NGOs  
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density (through trapping 

and euthanising) on Swift 

Parrot mortality and breeding 

success 

 

• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

 

Academic 

institutions 

3.4 Better understand 

extinction/ colonisation 

dynamics of Sugar 

Gliders 

1 • An improved understanding 

can be demonstrated of the 

re-colonisation dynamics of 

Sugar Gliders resulting from 

local management 

interventions and population 

reductions 

 

• An improved understanding 

can be demonstrated of the 

breeding and foraging 

ecology of Sugar Gliders in 

south-east Tasmania  

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Research 

agencies 

 

NGOs  

 

Academic 

institutions 

$50,000 

3.5 Further investigate the 

possible link between 

forest condition, Sugar 

Glider density and 

Swift Parrot predation 

rates 

1 • An improved understanding 

can be demonstrated of the 

link between forest cover, 

patch size, Sugar Glider 

density and Swift Parrot 

predation rates and breeding 

success 

 

• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Research 

agencies 

 

NGOs  

 

Academic 

institutions 

$125,000 

pa 

3.6 Develop 

communication 

strategy specific to 

Sugar Glider 

management 

1 • A targeted communications 

strategy has been developed 

that communicates why 

Sugar Glider numbers need 

to be controlled within Swift 

Parrot breeding areas 

 

• Communication outputs 

have included but not limited 

to, social media networks, 

pamphlets and community 

presentations 

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Research 

agencies 

 

NGOs  

 

Academic 

institutions 

$30,000 

3.7 Ensure mechanisms 

are in place for the 

early detection, and 

control, of Sugar Glider 

 • A process has been 

developed and implemented 

to ensure the early detection 

of Sugar Gliders on islands 

where Swift Parrots breed 

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

$75,000 pa 
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Academic 

institutions 

4.2 Undertake fine-scale 

mapping of breeding, 

foraging and non-

breeding habitat to 

inform adaptive 

management 

1 • Fine-scale mapping of 

breeding areas has been 

undertaken for each 

breeding season over the life 

of this recovery plan 

• Nest tree locations have 

been identified, mapped and 

entered into database to 

assist with fine-scale 

management 

• Fine-scale mapping of non-

breeding habitat areas have 

been undertaken 

• All fine-scale mapping has 

been made available to land 

managers and the public 

• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

  

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Research 

agencies 

 

NGOs  

 

Academic 

institutions 

$125,000 

pa 

4.3 Obtain a greater 

understanding of local, 

regional and landscape 

use and habitat 

bottlenecks, including 

migratory pathways 

2 • Important winter foraging 

sites have been identified 

and documented annually  

  

• Important breeding sites 

identified and documented 

annually 

 

• New knowledge of broad-

scale movement patterns 

across the landscape have 

been generated 

 

• New knowledge of migratory 

pathways have been 

generated 

 

• Data collected have been 

used to analyse habitat use 

and factors that may 

influence site occupancy 

such but not limited to 

eucalypt flowering patterns, 

patterns of availability in all 

food resources (i.e. including 

lerp) and climate variability  

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

BirdLife 

Australia 

 

NGOs  

 

$150,000 

pa 
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• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

4.4 Continue research on 

breeding success, 

survival and mortality 

through nest 

monitoring and 

targeted studies  

2 • Existing knowledge of 

breeding success, survival 

and mortality has expanded 

• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

• Research has demonstrated 

the effectiveness of recovery 

plan actions 

Tasmanian 

Government 

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Research 

agencies 

 

NGOs  

 

Academic 

institutions 

$75,000 pa 

4.5 Use climate modelling 

techniques and 

monitoring to 

investigate the 

potential influence of 

climate change on 

eucalypt flowering and 

other food resources 

(including lerps) to 

identify potential refuge 

for the Swift Parrot 

over the next 100 years 

2 • Modelling has been 

undertaken to identify key 

areas of existing habitat that 

will become climate refuge 

for the Swift Parrot over the 

next 100 years  

• Consideration has been 

given to enhance the 

National Reserve Network 

for sites where appropriate 

(i.e, through new 

conservation reserves, 

national parks etc) 

• A monitoring program has 

been established investigate 

the relationship between 

climate change and the 

availability of food resources 

for the Swift Parrot 

Australian 

Government 

 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Private 

landholders 

 

BirdLife 

Australia 

 

NGOs  

 

$250,000 
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BirdLife 

Australia 

 

NGOs  

 

5.4 Encourage appropriate 

building design and 

tree plantings in urban 

areas to manage risks 

to foraging Swift 

Parrots, and hence 

reduce collision 

mortality 

3 • Guidelines have been 

developed and disseminated 

to land managers to 

encourage appropriate 

building design and tree 

plantings in urban areas 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

$50,000 

5.5 Investigate the 

potential impacts of 

bees, starling and 

Rainbow lorikeets on 

the availability of 

nesting resources 

3 • An improved understanding 

of hollow use and 

competition can be 

demonstrated 

 

• New knowledge has been 

incorporated into 

management interventions 

State 

governments 

 

Local 

government  

 

NRM regional 

bodies 

 

Academic 

institutions 

 

$50,000 
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DURATION AND COST OF THE RECOVERY 

PROCESS 

 

accordance with national 

best practise guidelines  

 

• The Recovery Team has 

been registered nationally  

7.3 Submit annual reports 

on progress against 

recovery actions 

1 • Recovery Team annual 

reports have been 

submitted each year in 

accordance with the 

national reporting 

framework 

Recovery 

Team 

Core 

government 

business 

7.4 Review the recovery 

plan five years after 

making 

1 • In consultation with 

relevant stakeholders, a 

five review of the 

recovery plan has been 

endorsed by the 

Recovery Team 

 

• The conservation status 

of Swift Parrot has been 

reviewed every 5 years in 

conjunction with the 

recovery plan review 

Recovery 

Team 

$10,000 

7.5 Facilitate knowledge 

exchange and 

awareness between 

relevant threatened 

species land 

managers, researchers 

and decision makers    

1 • A communication 

network between 

interested stakeholders 

has been established 

 

• Meetings between site 

managers has occurred 

at least biennially to 

share knowledge and 

experience 

  

Recovery 

Team 

$30,000 

7.6 Secure ongoing 

commitment to 

provision of funding 

and resources 

adequate to coordinate 

recovery, achieve 

actions and objectives 

throughout the life of 

the plan 

1 • All relevant stakeholders 

involved in the 

conservation of Swift 

Parrots have allocated 

adequate resources to 

implement actions in the 

recovery plan  

All Core 

government 

business 
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EFFECTS ON OTHER NATIVE SPECIES 

AND BIODIVERSITY 

The Swift Parrot has become a ‘flagship’ species for conservation issues across eastern 

Australian, particularly in the Tasmanian southern forests. Enhanced protection of these 

forests will also help many other listed threatened bird species and hollow-dependant animals 

in general. In Tasmania, this includes the Masked Owl (Tyto novaehollandiae castanops), 

Wedge-tailed Eagle (Aquila audax fleayi), Forty Spotted Pardalote (Pardalotus quadragintus); 

and on the mainland includes species such as the Regent Honeyeater (Anthochaera phrygia) 

and the Superb Parrot (Polytelis swainsonii). Many other mammals, invertebrates and plants 

will also receive benefits due to measures put in place to protect and rejuvenate Swift Parrot 

habitat.  

Threatened Ecological Communities listed under the EPBC Act that are of importance to the 

Swift Parrot includes: White Box-Yellow Box-Blakely’s Red Gum Grassy Woodland and 

Derived Native Grassland, Cumberland Plain Woodland, Shale Sandstone Transition Forests, 

Shale Gravel Transition Forests, Gippsland Red Gum Grassy Woodland and Associated 

Native Grassland, Grey Box (Eucalyptus microcarpa) Grassy Woodlands and Derived Native 

Grasslands of South-eastern Australia and Grassy Eucalypt Woodland of the Victorian 

Volcanic Plain. There are also a number of Ecological Communities listed at the state level 

that will benefit from increased efforts to protect and conserve Swift Parrot habitat.  

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC 

CONSIDERATIONS 

The major economic impact of this recovery plan will be on those who require approval to 

remove or modify Swift Parrot habitat and are prevented from doing so, or are required to 

modify their proposal by a consent authority. This may include increased costs due to the 

assessment processes, requirement to provide offset funding, to secure or rehabilitate habitat, 

or for other threat mitigation work. 

Restrictions on further clearing of Swift Parrot habitat may impact some landowners, 

managers and developers. These restrictions may not significantly impact on agricultural 

industries since many of the more fertile areas have already been cleared and the remaining 

forest communities are generally located on less fertile soils and are, therefore, relatively less 

attractive for grazing or cropping.   

Application of prescriptions protecting Swift Parrot habitat in areas managed for forestry 

throughout the range of the Swift Parrot will reduce the volume of timber available for 

harvesting. Sustainable forest management is provided for through the Regional Forest 

Agreements, which are long-term bilateral agreements between the Commonwealth and the 

relevant state government. Constitutional responsibility for forest management lies with the 

state governments, who develop and administer the forest management prescriptions.  

A large network of community volunteers across eastern Australia actively participate in 

BirdLife Australia coordinated annual surveys for Swift Parrots. Involvement can provide social 

benefits with community members and engaged groups having a sense of achievement, 
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inclusion, community spirit and pride whilst gaining enjoyment and appreciation of their 

surrounding natural environment. The community education components of the program also 

promote community ownership, provide community support and encourage active involvement 

in protecting local natural resources. 

In addition, there is the potential for financial gains through ecotourism ventures and holiday 

accommodation operators in areas where Swift Parrots are reliably seen. Such areas are more 

likely to be in Tasmania, particularly in the south east, and popular through the summer 

breeding season. Additional social benefits include encouraging passive recreation, 

appreciation of natural aesthetic values and increased awareness and appreciation of 

Indigenous cultural values.  

AFFECTED INTERESTS  

Organisations likely to be both positively and negatively affected by the actions proposed in 

this plan include Australian and state government agencies, particularly those with 

environmental, agricultural and land planning concerns; industry; the forestry and agricultural 

sectors; researchers; and conservation groups. This list, however, should not be considered 

exhaustive, as there may be other interest groups that would like to be included in the future or 

need to be considered when specialised tasks are required in the recovery process. 

CONSULTATION 

The National Recovery Plan for the Swift Parrot has been developed through extensive 

consultation with a broad range of stakeholders. The consultation process brought together 

key species experts and conservation managers, from a range of different organizations, to 

categorize ongoing threats to the Swift Parrot, and identify knowledge gaps and potential 

management options. Consultation included representatives from government agencies, non-

government organisations, researchers and local community groups. During the drafting 

process the Department of Agriculture, Water and the Environment (Cwlth) continued to work 

closely with key stakeholders. 

Notice of the draft plan was made available for public comment for a minimum of three months 

between 4 March 2019 and 7 June 2019. Any comments received that were relevant to the 

survival of the species were considered by the Threatened Species Scientific Committee as 

part of its assessment process. 

EVALUATING THE PERFORMANCE OF THE 

PLAN  

This plan should be reviewed no later than five years from when it was endorsed and made 

publicly available. The review will determine the performance of the plan. The review will 

determine the performance of the plan and assess: 

• whether the plan continues unchanged, is varied to remove completed actions, or 

varied to include new conservation priorities; or 
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• whether a recovery plan is no longer necessary for the species as either conservation 

advice will suffice, or the species are removed from the threatened species list.  

As part of this review, the listing status of the species will be assessed against the EPBC Act 

species listing criteria.  

The review will be coordinated by the Department Agriculture, Water and the Environment in 

association with relevant Australian and state government agencies, the national Swift Parrot 

Recovery Team and key stakeholder groups such as non-governmental organisations, local 

community groups, scientific research organisations and individual experts.  

Australian Government 

Department of Agriculture, Water and the Environment 

 

State/territory governments 

Victoria – Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning   

New South Wales – Office of Environment and Heritage; Forestry Corporation of NSW  

Queensland – Department of Environment and Heritage Protection  

South Australia – Department for Environment and Water 

Tasmania – Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment  

Australian Capital Territory – ACT Parks Conservation and Lands 

Natural Resource Management bodies  

Local government  

 

Non-government organisations  

BirdLife Australia 

Local conservation groups 

Local communities 

Private landholders 

Indigenous communities 

Industry  

Universities and other research organisations 

Swift Parrot Recovery Team 
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From: Morton, Alastair
Sent: Thursday, 25 March 2021 2:15 PM
To: Ridley, Chantelle
Cc: Thomson, Sarah
Subject: NRP with my comments
Attachments: 0 - Draft Swift Parrot Recovery Plan AM comments.docx

Chantelle – version updated from yesterday.  
 
Can you pls put in RM.  
 
Can you pls have a look through and feel free to change what you want (and aim to align, roughly speaking, the 
comments in here with the comments in your table). Ive roughly got in my head that we can use both documents for 
discussion tomorrow. 
 
Cheers 
 
Al 
 

 

Alastair Morton | Director – Resources Policy  
Strategy, Policy & Coordination  
Department of State Growth 
  
p (03) 6166 3486  
m   
e alastair.morton@stategrowth.tas.gov.au  
w www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au 
Level 6, 4 Salamanca Place, Hobart, TAS 7000 | GPO Box 536, Hobart, TAS 7001 
 

 
 

Assessed by the Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania under the Right to Information Act 2009

323

OOS

OOS

RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



RTI - 
DL -

 R
ELE

ASE - N
RE



45 

EFFECTS ON OTHER NATIVE SPECIES 
AND BIODIVERSITY 
The Swift Parrot has become a ‘flagship’ species for biodiversity conservation across eastern 
Australia, particularly in the Tasmanian southern forests. Enhanced protection of these forests 
will also help many other listed threatened bird species and hollow-dependant animals in 
general. In Tasmania, this includes the Masked Owl (Tyto novaehollandiae castanops), 
Wedge-tailed Eagle (Aquila audax fleayi), Forty Spotted Pardalote (Pardalotus quadragintus); 
and on the mainland includes species such as the Regent Honeyeater (Anthochaera phrygia) 
and the Superb Parrot (Polytelis swainsonii). Many other mammals, invertebrates and plants 
will also benefit due to measures put in place to protect and rejuvenate Swift Parrot habitat.  

Threatened Ecological Communities listed under the EPBC Act that are of importance to the 
Swift Parrot include: White Box-Yellow Box-Blakely’s Red Gum Grassy Woodland and Derived 
Native Grassland, Cumberland Plain Woodland, Shale Sandstone Transition Forests, Shale 
Gravel Transition Forests, Gippsland Red Gum Grassy Woodland and Associated Native 
Grassland, Grey Box (Eucalyptus microcarpa) Grassy Woodlands and Derived Native 
Grasslands of South-eastern Australia and Grassy Eucalypt Woodland of the Victorian 
Volcanic Plain. There are also a number of Ecological Communities listed at the state level 
that will benefit from increased efforts to protect and conserve Swift Parrot habitat.  

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC 
CONSIDERATIONS 
The major economic impact of this recovery plan will be on those who require approval to 
remove or modify Swift Parrot habitat and are prevented from doing so, or are required to 
modify their proposal by a consent authority. This may include increased costs due to the 
assessment processes, requirement to provide offset funding, to secure or rehabilitate habitat, 
or for other threat mitigation work. 

Restrictions on further clearing of Swift Parrot habitat may impact some landowners, 
managers and developers. These restrictions may not significantly impact agricultural 
industries since many of the more fertile areas have already been cleared and the remaining 
forest communities are generally located on less fertile soils and are, therefore, relatively less 
attractive for grazing or cropping.   

Application of prescriptions protecting Swift Parrot habitat in areas managed for forestry 
throughout the range of the Swift Parrot will reduce the volume of timber available for 
harvesting. Sustainable forest management is provided for through the Regional Forest 
Agreements, which are long-term bilateral agreements between the Commonwealth and the 
relevant state government. Constitutional responsibility for forest management lies with the 
state governments, who develop and administer the forest management prescriptions.  

A large network of community volunteers across eastern Australia actively participate in 
annual surveys for Swift Parrots coordinated by BirdLife Australia. Involvement can provide 
social benefits with community members and engaged groups having a sense of achievement, 
inclusion, community spirit and pride whilst gaining enjoyment and appreciation of their 
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From: Morton, Alastair
Sent: Friday, 26 March 2021 1:43 PM
To: Ridley, Chantelle; Waining, Ben; Thomson, Sarah
Subject: swift parrot State Growth comments on current draft NRP

Chantelle, Ben, Sarah – probably need to get these to Rachael by Monday morning. Any comments welcome 
 
 
HI Rachael – here are some comments as discussed:  
 
The draft plan has some significant issues, these include: 
 

1. Industry Input 
 
The Plan states that there is industry input on the Recovery Plan. Who are the Industry representatives on the 
Recovery team – we were not aware that there are any? If this is correct then it should clearly state that there are 
no industry representatives on the Recovery team.  
 

2. Threats discussion and how it align with action  
 

There are a significant number of issues and errors within the Threats section and more generally including that 
there are: 

- a number of internal inconsistencies with regard to the level of risk ascribed to the various threats 
- a number of significant errors with regards to the way it describes the general forestry regulatory system 

and the forest practices system. 
- a heavy weighting to one or two authors and the use of contested data. 
- A significant number of ‘terms’ are used somewhat interchangeably throughout (eg critical habitat, 

important habitat, key biodiversity areas). This results in significant confusion around how the outputs of 
this plan would be implemented. Furthermore there is often not a clear flow of logic around how the way 
the terms are implemented with regards to swift parrot recommendations are arrived at. 

 
3. Critical Habitat definition and Key Biodiversity Areas 

 
The current critical habitat definition is too broad and not in line with the current scientific consensus. 
 
The Key Biodiversity Areas (KBA’s) are a largely new insertion …………..  
 

4. Actions 
The action (1.2) to develop a ‘agreed strategic management plan for forestry activities in Tasmania’ would have 
limited benefit on the conservation of the swift parrot as it would not be managing and addressing all the threats to 
the swift parrot in a holistic manner.  
 
Suggestions/Recommendations 
 
The Department of State Growth: 
 

o would welcome the opportunity to provide factual information around the implementation and operation of 
the forestry regulatory system to inform the Recovery Plan. 

o recommends the development of a strategic management plan that holistically manages all identified 
threats in Tasmania in a coordinated and risk based manner (rather than only developing a strategic 
approach to only managing one). This would mean that the threats in the breeding habitat for the swift 
parrot were being managed holistically and would be of significant benefit for the swift parrot. This would 
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also allow a number of actions in the plan to be dealt with through this holistic plan (for instance action 1.7 
and a number of others could be dealt with in a single strategic plan).  

o Suggests that the Recovery Plan is more likely to be successfully implementable on the ground if it a) 
minimises the number of ‘terms’ to only those that have statutory effect under the EPBCA, and b) ensures 
that the way these terms are defined with regards to the swift parrot have a clearly explained scientific 
basis. 
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From: Morton, Alastair
Sent: Monday, 29 March 2021 4:04 PM
To: Beach, Anne
Cc: Waining, Ben; Thomson, Sarah; Ridley, Chantelle
Subject: draft Comments from State Growth to DPIPWE on Swift Parrot Draft National 

Recovery PLan
Attachments: Pages from 5_Overview_Tasmania_Forest_Management_System_2017 - Appendix 

2.pdf

HI Anne - some comments I am planning to provide to DPIPWE tomorrow if possible. Happy for any concerns/issues. 
Note that a more detailed set of comments are being worked on in an actual draft version of the Plan – we are still 
getting comments from the FPA to feed into this. Let me know if you desire to read the full Recovery Plan. Cheers Al  
 
 
HI Rachael – here are some comments as discussed. Please also find an attachment that sets out how the forest 
practices system mitigates and manages swift parrots. This attachment is from the publicly available Forest 
Management System – Overview document. This document has had significant Australian Government input 
(including from the Environment part of the now DAWE – indeed they requested this ‘case study’ so they could 
better understand how the system works). 
 
The draft plan has some significant but not unresolvable issues. These include: 
 

1. Industry Input and Impacts to Industry 
 
The Plan states that there has been industry input on the Recovery Team. Who are the Industry representatives on 
the Recovery team? We were not aware that there were any industry representatives on the recovery team – 
although we would strongly recommend that industry do have input into the recovery team due to the number of 
proposed actions that specifically impact industry (most particularly the forestry industry but also including 
developments through local council and level 2 EPA assessed activities such as windfarms).  
 

2. Threats discussion and how it align with action  
 

There are a significant number of issues and errors within the Introduction and Threats section, including: 
- a number of internal inconsistencies with regards to the level of risk ascribed to the various threats 
- a number of significant errors with regards to the way the general forestry regulatory system and the forest 

practices system are described. 
- a heavy weighting to one or two authors and the use of contested data. 
- a significant number of ‘terms’ used somewhat interchangeably (eg critical habitat, important habitat, key 

biodiversity areas). The number of terms and also the fact that some of them overlap results in significant 
confusion around how the outputs of this plan would be implemented. Furthermore there is often not a 
coherent flow around the way these terms are defined. 

 
3. Critical Habitat definition and Key Biodiversity Areas 

 
The area of land identified as ‘Habitat critical to the survival‘ of the swift parrot appears to include all habitat that 
the swift parrot may utilised through time – which is not the same as ‘habitat critical to survival’. The Tasmanian 
Government utilises the term Swift Parrot Important Breeding Areas (SPIBA’s). There is a scientifically robust process 
to identify SPIBA’s (which are more refined areas than those identified by the Australian Government) and these are 
then imbedded in the forest practices system as the critical areas for protecting foraging and breeding habitat 
potentially impacted through forest practices operations.  
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Key Biodiversity Areas (KBA’s) are a largely new insertion. KBA’s are not a statutory term and have considerable 
overlap with SPIBA’s.  
 
 

4. Actions 
The action (1.2) to develop an ‘agreed strategic management plan for forestry activities in Tasmania’ would have 
limited benefit on the conservation of the swift parrot as it would not be managing and addressing all the threats to 
the swift parrot breeding habitat in a holistic manner.  
 
Suggestions/Recommendations 
 
The draft Recovery Plan appears to be aimed at preventing all clearance of swift parrot foraging and breeding 
habitat without providing a scientific basis around how this conclusion is arrived at and how it will support the 
conservation of the swift parrot. The draft Recovery Plan therefore is likely to have a significant impact on industry 
without necessarily assisting the conservation of the bird.  
 
The Department of State Growth concludes that the Recovery Plan is more likely to be implementable and 
successful if it:  

a) minimises the number of ‘terms’ to only those that have statutory effect under the EPBCA (for 
that reason it is recommended that either the reference to KBA’s be removed or otherwise it be 
added that the KBA section is to assist the Australian Government in its reporting requirements 
to international conventions only (in other words they are designed as a reporting term not a 
management term)  

b) ensures that the way terms are defined is clear and supported by science (utilising contested 
science may be useful in some instances but it is also important to note that a particular 
scientific assertion is contested and state what the alternative view is). 

c) would welcome the opportunity to provide factual information around the implementation and 
operation of the forestry regulatory system to inform the Recovery Plan. 

d) Would recommend further direct consultation with industry (most particularly the forestry 
industry) as this is critical to the eventual success of the Recovery Plan. 

e) Recommends the development of a strategic management plan that holistically manages all 
identified threats in Tasmania in a coordinated and risk based manner (rather than only 
developing a strategic approach to just one). This would mean that the threats in the breeding 
habitat for the swift parrot were being managed holistically and would be of significant benefit 
for the swift parrot. This would also allow a number of actions in the Recovery Plan to be dealt 
with (for instance action 1.7 and a number of others could be dealt with in a single strategic 
plan).  

 
 
Kind regards  

 

Alastair Morton | Director – Resources Policy  
Strategy, Policy & Coordination  
Department of State Growth 
 
p (03) 6166 3486  
m   
e alastair.morton@stategrowth.tas.gov.au  
w www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au 
Level 6, 4 Salamanca Place, Hobart, TAS 7000 | GPO Box 536, Hobart, TAS 7001  
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Appendix 2. Mitigating the impacts of forest practices on the swift parrot. A Case study 
example of the Tasmanian Forest Practices System.  

The swift parrot (Lathamus discolor) is a migratory bird that only breeds in Tasmania (in tree 
hollows of suitable size), chiefly in the forests and woodlands of the south-east within a few 
kilometres of the coast and within easy reach of its chief food-source, flowering blue gums 
(Eucalyptus globulus).  

Feeding habitat for the swift parrot is variable in space and time with poor predictability and 
suitable tree cavities for swift parrot nesting sites, are rare in the landscape in Tasmania. 
Furthermore many aspects of the species ecology remain poorly known, necessitating a 
strategic and adaptive approach to land management and to conservation planning within 
its breeding-range.   

The swift parrot was listed as vulnerable in 1995, and up-listed to endangered in 2000 due 
to its small population size and loss of habitat. It was further up-listed to critically 
endangered in 2015, due to the predation threat of sugar gliders. 

The following case study gives an example of how the swift parrot is specifically taken into 
account in the planning of forest practices. In particular, it shows the processes of adaptive 
management and review have changed the way the species has been managed and as new 
information and research has been made available. 

Adaptive management: 1996-2006 

The management of swift parrot habitat between 1996- 2006 was based on available 
knowledge and included the identification of:  

• the breeding range as occurring up to 15km from the coast; 
• potential foraging habitat, with a focus on dry forest with > 50% E. globulus and/or E. 

ovata; 
• nesting habitat, with a focus on known nest sites. Activities at these locations 

required surveys. 

The following management prescriptions were applied: 

• on Public land (State forest) – all prime foraging habitat excluded from operations; 
• on Private land - referred to Private Forest Reserves Program and if forestry 

operations proceeded, then habitat regenerated to native forest and management 
by prescription (clumps of mature blue gums retained). 

Monitoring of the standard of implementation and the effectiveness of this approach by FPA 
and DPIPWE scientists found that while the approach was applied to a high standard on 
public land, standards were lower on private land.  

This finding resulted in an improvement to the delivery and wording of the recommended 
actions through the Threatened Fauna adviser (decision support tool), further training on 
habitat identification for planners, and a change to the Forest Practices Act 1985 to ensure 
that any areas set-aside for this species under an FPP would become ‘vulnerable land’ after 
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the FPP has expired (and thus ineligible for future harvesting). This provided some ongoing 
security for habitat ‘set-aside’ in private areas as the harvested coupes regenerated. 

Adaptive management: 2006-2014 

Monitoring by DPIPWE specialists in 2006-2007 found that swift parrot populations were 
still in decline. The specialists reported: 

• ongoing habitat loss (foraging and nesting);  
• nesting reported >10km from the coast, and up to 30km inland;  
• an increased understanding of the importance of wet E. globulus dominated forest. 

Following this new information, specialists within the FPA and DPIPWE reviewed the way in 
which swift parrot habitat was managed under the Forest Practices System. An interim 
revised management approach was developed incorporating a requirement for planners to 
take into account wet E. globulus forest when developing FPPs in the south-east of the 
State.  

An ‘Interim Species Habitat Planning Guideline’ for the swift parrot was produced following 
a lengthy review carried out by an interagency group (FPA/University of 
Tasmania/DPIPWE/Sustainable Timber Tasmania/Private Forests Tasmania/private 
planners) which included species specialists. This guideline (available on the FPA web-site) 
covered some of the issues relating to forest practices and a proposed management 
approach.   

A further review of the ‘risks’ was undertaken as part of the Threatened Fauna Adviser 
review (2009-2014) and the outcome was included as a chapter on the swift parrot 
(Background document 2 of the Threatened Fauna Adviser review, available on the FPA 
web-site). 

The Swift Parrot Interim Planning guideline has been used in the development of the species 
range maps and management zoning (Swift Parrot Important Breeding Areas, SPIBAs), 
habitat descriptions and Threatened Fauna Adviser recommended actions which were 
endorsed by the Board and Secretary of DPIPWE in 2014. 

This combination of planning tools, based on research and monitoring of the effectiveness 
of Swift parrot habitat management, produced more comprehensive and refined decision 
tools to inform the design and implementation of forestry activities in swift parrot habitat. 

Ongoing adaptive management 

The DPIPWE and the FPA have supported a number of research and monitoring projects 
undertaken since the 2009/10 review was completed (eg. Heinsohn et al 2015; Stojanovic et 
al, 2014a,b; Stojanovic et al, 2015; Webb et al, 2012; Webb et al, 2014) .  

The key points from these studies are as follows: 

• swift parrots are challenging to monitor because (1) spatio-temporal fluctuation in 
food availability causes them to select entirely different breeding sites each year 
over a 10,000 km2 range, and (2) they suffer high but variable rates of predation 
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from the introduced sugar glider (Petaurus breviceps) depending on where they 
breed.  

• In one study, 50.9% of nesting females on the Tasmanian mainland were killed by 
sugar gliders while incubating eggs, but there was no predation from this source on 
offshore islands. Over a four year period, 16.5% (0–29%) of the population bred on 
offshore islands.  

• Population Viability Analyses to examine the likely extent of future population 
decrease due to sugar glider predation demonstrate that the remaining swift parrot 
population is likely to decrease by 78.8–94.7% (mean over four models = 86.9%) over 
only three generations (12–18 years).  

• Predation risk varies dramatically across the breeding range of swift parrots, 
depending on the presence of sugar gliders. Offshore islands are an important refuge 
for swift parrots because sugar gliders are absent. However, modelling has shown 
that Tasmania’s islands are bioclimatically suitable for sugar gliders, should they be 
introduced. 

• Synergistic interactions between predation and habitat loss combined with low 
breeding-site philopatry expose swift parrots to dramatic variation in predation risk 
depending on nesting location. 

• Conservation actions need to account for spatio-temporal variation in the availability 
of swift parrot breeding habitat and recognise there may be several years between 
the use of a particular site. Given the number of nests found at individual sites this 
will require the management or reservation of suitable forest stands with old-growth 
characteristics across the landscape, rather than focussing on individual trees or 
historic nesting sites. 

• Occupancy and detectability are strongly linked to food availability, but the strength 
of this relationship varies annually.  

As a result of this work a moratorium was declared on forest harvesting within the PTPZL on 
Bruny Island, a significant swift parrot breeding area free from sugar gliders. 

In light of the recent research findings the Forest Practices Authority have considered the 
following in 2016:  

• Ensuring implementation of the Threatened Fauna Adviser recommended actions ‘in 
full’ in areas where the swift parrot is at highest risk from forest practices as 
determined through the planning tools.  

• Application of the duty of care provision at a larger forest management unit scale to 
ensure greater landscape-scale protection of swift parrot habitat.  

• Ongoing commitment to support strategic planning, monitoring and further research 
on this species in areas subject to forest practices. 

   

Current Management approach 

The way in which the swift parrot is currently taken into account within the Forest Practices 
System is as follows:  
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• Forest Practices Officers are trained in the identification of the species and its 
habitat through DPIPWE/FPA training courses. 

• The Forest Practices Code (SD3.3) requires threatened species to be taken into 
account in the planning and implementation of an FPP.   

• Other provisions of the Code that aim to mitigate impacts on biodiversity in general 
also contribute to management of habitat for the swift parrot in areas covered by 
the forest practices system.  

• SD3.3 of the Code refers to procedures that are agreed between theDPIPWE and FPA 
for the management of threatened species and communities in areas covered by the 
forest practices system (Agreed Procedures). The Agreed Procedures outline the 
roles and responsibilities of the two agencies and the Forest Practices Officer. They 
also provide the ‘procedures’ that need to be followed in the development of 
management prescription to be incorporated into an FPP. Clause 4.2 and 4.3 of the 
procedures outlines the need to notify the DPIPWE where the endorsed 
management approach (delivered through a particular planning tool) may need to be 
modified in order to comply with the duty of care provision of the Code (see Guiding 
policy at the front of the Code for this duty of care requirement).   

• The Agreed Procedures refer to the ‘planning tools’, developed by the Research and 
Advisory programs of the FPA. These are made available to the Forest Practices 
Officers through the FPA web site. 

The main planning tools relevant to taking a threatened species, such as the swift parrot 
into account are; 

• The biodiversity evaluation sheets  
Planners use these sheets to help them follow due process when assessing the risk of 
a proposed operation on a particular value. They document the information 
gathered and provide information to show how they determined the ‘prescription’ 
for the FPP to mitigate any impacts.  

• Recommended actions of the Threatened Fauna Adviser  
These are used in developing management prescriptions for a particular operation. 
The current version of the Adviser was endorsed for release in March 2014. The 
Adviser is updated to reflect new research information research. 

 
• Technical guidelines  

Are available on the FPA website and are provided to trained planners to help in the 
identification of habitat for the swift parrot (current swift parrot technical guidelines 
were released in August 2014).  

 

The actions currently recommended to mitigate impacts of forest practices on the Swift 
parrot are scaled according to the location of the operation in the landscape, the type of 
operation and the presence of habitat for the species. For example if the operation is a 
native forest harvest operation within a Swift Parrot Important Breeding Area, where there 
is both high density nesting and foraging habitat, known nest sites for the species, and there 
is little alternative habitat in the surrounding landscape, then the management constraints 
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will be at the highest level. In this situation there would be a requirement to retain a large 
proportion of the nesting and foraging habitat. 

The following is the Threatened Fauna Adviser recommendation for a theoretical forestry 
operation that was:  

• within the south-east part of potential breeding range;  
• within core breeding range;  
• potential nesting-habitat (high- or medium-density mature habitat availability) 

comprised more than 30% of the area within a 5 km radius of the central coordinates 
of the planned operation comprised;  

• native forest silviculture. 

For the proposed operation the Threatened Fauna Advisor returned Recommendation 10, 
which is: 
  

The proposed planning unit is in an area where there is a strong probability of Swift Parrot breeding if 
suitable habitat is present.  

The primary management objective for this species is to maintain the integrity of breeding-habitat by 
ensuring that sufficient levels and arrangement of important nesting-habitat and foraging-habitat are 
retained to support breeding in any given year.  

Disturbance to potential nesting- and/or foraging-habitat within the potential breeding range must be 
minimised to help meet this objective. To achieve this, the following actions are recommended.  

General  

• Report immediately to the FPA any evidence of a Swift Parrot nest site and/or Swift Parrots being 
present (heard or seen) inside or within 500 m of a planning unit during September to February. A 
specialist survey may be necessary to confirm presence of Swift Parrots, nest sites and breeding 
records. Surveys will be co-ordinated by the FPA and Threatened Species Section (DPIPWE) 
specialists.  

Nesting habitat  

• Retain all confirmed/known nesting-trees within a 50 m exclusion zone. Contact the FPA if 
assistance is needed in confirming nest sites.  

• If the proposed planning unit is within a SPIBA, retain all patches of high- and medium-density 
nesting-habitat that are at least 1 ha in size.  

Foraging habitat  

• Outside of SPIBAs (Swift Parrot important breeding areas), retain all patches of high-density 
foraging-habitat that are at least 1 ha in size. Retain 50% of foraging-trees in areas of medium-and 
low-density foraging-habitat (this can be achieved by retaining half the area in patches or by 
retaining half of the foraging-trees during an operation).  

• Within SPIBAs, retain all high- and medium-density foraging-habitat. Retain 50% of foraging-trees 
in areas of low-density foraging-habitat (this can be achieved by retaining half the area in patches 
or by retaining half of the foraging trees during an operation).  

• For operations in the Southern Forest SPIBA or the South Bruny SPIBA (where a large proportion of 
foraging-habitat is low-density foraging-habitat), retain 90% of Eucalyptus globulus and/or 
Eucalyptus ovata >80 cm dbh in areas where 1-20% of stems (>40 cm dbh) are E. globulus or E. 
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ovata. Where this cannot be achieved, the Forest Practices Authority must be contacted for 
advice. 

• If the planned planning unit has high densities (e.g. clearly greater than approximately 30% of all 
stems) of regrowth (e.g. most stems clearly less than approximately 40 cm dbh) Eucalyptus 
globulus and/or Eucalyptus ovata, the Forest Practices Authority must be contacted for advice 
because site-specific actions may be required (note: detailed habitat mapping is not required at 
this stage - it is sufficient to identify that the planned planning unit meets the broad thresholds).  

In accordance with the procedures for the management of threatened species agreed between DPIPWE 
and FPA under section D3.3 of the Forest Practices Code the above is recommended in order to meet 
objectives for the management of threatened fauna in areas covered by the Tasmanian forest practices 
system. The recommended management actions must be applied to the relevant operation/situation*, 
unless:  

1. alternative management actions are accepted by the FPA as a way of meeting the management 
objective for the species; or  

2. the actions recommended above together with the actions recommended by other relevant FPA 
planning tools individually or collectively exceed the duty of care thresholds in the Code. In such 
cases, unless the actions are to be achieved on a voluntary basis with the landowner the FPO must 
seek further advice from the FPA to determine whether modified actions can be formulated to 
achieve the management objective for the species within the duty of care thresholds, or whether 
the matter may need to be addressed through other legislative mechanisms.  

Further advice must be sought from the Forest Practices Authority: 

• if endorsed or recommended actions cannot be implemented (for any reason); 
• if a variation is made to the Forest Practices Plan that affects threatened species not covered by the 

actions in the FPP; or 
• if additional threatened species values are identified in the FPP area. 

If agreement on management prescriptions cannot be reached by the FPO and FPA specialists the FPO 
must refer the case to the CFPO for a determination. If the applicant for the FPP is aggrieved by a decision 
to amend or refuse the FPP the applicant may lodge an appeal with the Forest Practices Tribunal pursuant to 
s.25 of the Forest Practices Act.  
 
*Note: Forest Practices Officers must ensure that the certified Forest Practices Plan includes all actions 
required for threatened fauna. Appropriate wording must be included in the certified Forest Practices Plan. 
The recommended management action must be worded such that the action is clear to landowners and 
those responsible for implementing the FPP (e.g. contractor and supervisors). The recommendations 
delivered via the Threatened Fauna Adviser should be used to develop management prescriptions 
appropriate to the operation and incorporated into the FPP. Note that simply transferring all of the wording 
from the Threatened Fauna Adviser into an FPP will usually be inappropriate; selection and/or modification 
of phrasing is acceptable provided that the desired outcome is met. 
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From: Morton, Alastair
Sent: Tuesday, 30 March 2021 9:56 AM
To: Alderman, Rachael (DPIPWE)
Cc: Beach, Anne; Ridley, Chantelle; Thomson, Sarah; Waining, Ben
Subject: Comments from State Growth to DPIPWE on Swift Parrot Draft National Recovery 

Plan
Attachments: Pages from 5_Overview_Tasmania_Forest_Management_System_2017 - Appendix 

2.pdf

HI Rachael – here are some general comments in regards to the current draft of the Australian Governments swift 
parrot National Recovery Plan (note we have more detailed comments in a draft of the Recovery Plan that we will 
try and provide to you later today). Please also find an attachment that sets out how the forest practices system 
mitigates and manages swift parrots. This attachment is from the publicly available Forest Management System – 
Overview document. This document has had significant Australian Government input (including from the 
Environment part of the now DAWE – indeed they requested this ‘case study’ so they could better understand how 
the system works). 
 
The draft plan has some significant but not unresolvable issues. These include: 
 

1. Industry Input and Impacts to Industry 
 
The Plan states that there has been industry input on the Recovery Team. Who are the Industry representatives on 
the Recovery team? We were not aware that there were any industry representatives on the recovery team – 
although we would strongly recommend that industry do have input into the recovery team due to the number of 
proposed actions that specifically impact industry (most particularly the forestry industry but also including 
developments through local council and level 2 EPA assessed activities such as windfarms).  
 

2. Threats discussion and how it align with action  
 

There are a significant number of issues and errors within the Introduction and Threats section, including: 
- a number of internal inconsistencies with regards to the level of risk ascribed to the various threats 
- a number of significant errors with regards to the way the general forestry regulatory system and the forest 

practices system are described. 
- a heavy weighting to one or two authors and the use of contested data. 
- a significant number of ‘terms’ used somewhat interchangeably (eg critical habitat, important habitat, key 

biodiversity areas). The number of terms and also the fact that some of them overlap results in significant 
confusion around how the outputs of this plan would be implemented. Furthermore there is often not a 
coherent flow around the way these terms are defined. 

 
3. Critical Habitat definition and Key Biodiversity Areas 

 
The area of land identified as ‘Habitat critical to the survival‘ of the swift parrot appears to include all habitat that 
the swift parrot may utilise through time – which is not the same as ‘habitat critical to survival’. The Tasmanian 
Government utilises the term Swift Parrot Important Breeding Areas (SPIBA’s). There is a scientifically robust process 
to identify SPIBA’s (which are more refined areas than those identified by the Australian Government) and these are 
then imbedded within the forest practices system as the critical areas for protecting foraging and breeding habitat 
potentially impacted through forestry operations.  
 
A key issue with the critical habitat definition is that there are no criteria provided for a specialist opinion 
assessment. A suggested solution is to reword the sentence to remove the strikethrough test as shown here : 
“known breeding areas are areas containing known nest records and areas deemed as important for breeding by 
species specialists or the recovery team.” 
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Figure 1 in the document refers to breeding habitat - we suggest that this should be ‘breeding range’. This is because 
parts of this area do not contain habitat for the swift parrot (e.g., paddocks, non-forest) and therefore ‘range’ is 
more appropriate. Use of the term Breeding Habitat on the map in figure 1 leads to confusion with interpreting the 
critical habitat definition in section 2.8. Specifically, the map implies all areas in red contain breeding habitat but 
description under the subtitle “breeding habitat in Tasmania” is only a subset of the red area. This is fixed by using 
the term breeding range instead of habitat on the map.  
 
Note - Key Biodiversity Areas (KBA’s) are a largely new insertion. KBA’s are not a statutory term and have 
considerable overlap with SPIBA’s.  
 
 

4. Actions 
The action (1.2) to develop an ‘agreed strategic management plan for forestry activities in Tasmania’ would have 
limited benefit on the conservation of the swift parrot as it would not be managing and addressing all the threats to 
the swift parrot breeding habitat in a holistic manner.  
 
Suggestions/Recommendations 
 
The draft Recovery Plan appears to be aimed at preventing all clearance of swift parrot foraging and breeding 
habitat without providing a scientific justification as to how this will support the conservation of the swift parrot. 
The draft Recovery Plan therefore is likely to have a significant impact on industry without necessarily assisting the 
conservation of the bird.  
 
The Department of State Growth concludes that the Recovery Plan is more likely to be implementable and 
successful if it:  

a) minimises the number of ‘terms’ to only those that have statutory effect under the EPBCA (for 
that reason it is recommended that either the reference to KBA’s be removed or otherwise it be 
added that the KBA section is to assist the Australian Government in its reporting requirements 
to international conventions only; it is not a management term)  

b) ensures that the way terms are defined is clear and supported by science (utilising contested 
science may be useful in some instances but it is also important to note that a particular 
scientific assertion is contested and state what the alternative view is). 

c) would welcome the opportunity to provide factual information around the implementation and 
operation of the forestry policy framework and forestry regulatory system to inform the 
Recovery Plan. 

d) Would recommend further direct consultation with industry (most particularly the forestry 
industry) as this is critical to the eventual success of the Recovery Plan. 

e) Recommends the development of a strategic management plan that holistically manages all 
identified threats in Tasmania in a coordinated and risk based manner (rather than only 
developing a strategic approach to just one). This would mean that the threats in the breeding 
habitat for the swift parrot were being managed holistically and would be of significant benefit 
for the swift parrot. This would also allow a number of actions in the Recovery Plan to be dealt 
with in one document (for instance action 1.7 and a number of others).  

 
 
Kind regards  

 Alastair Morton | Director – Resources Policy  
Strategy, Policy & Coordination  
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Department of State Growth 
 
p (03) 6166 3486  
m   
e alastair.morton@stategrowth.tas.gov.au  
w www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au 
Level 6, 4 Salamanca Place, Hobart, TAS 7000 | GPO Box 536, Hobart, TAS 7001  
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From: Alderman, Rachael <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au>
Sent: Thursday, 1 April 2021 11:54 AM
To: Morton, Alastair; Ridley, Chantelle
Cc: Crawford, Helen (DPIPWE)
Subject: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan - DPIPWE comments

Hi Al and Chantelle,  
 
As discussed I have set up a teams folder capture various feedback – in the form of track changes where possible – 
on the draft recovery plan provided by the Commonwealth.  
 
I have uploaded the document at the below link.  
 
https://teams.microsoft.com/ #/files/General?threadId=19%3A8fc3e4dffda74446a0f2773433403d64%40thread.tacv2&
ctx=channel&context=General&rootfolder=%252Fsites%252FSwiftParrotRecoveryPlan%252FShared%2520Documen
ts%252FGeneral 
 
Practical tip - it may be easier to download, add comments in track changes and re-upload, if you are finding the 
teams environment a bit clunky to work within. If that is the case, will need to notify members of the team that it 
has been “checked out” 
 
One we have a consolidated set of feedback we can either meet again to discuss if we need to unpack anything in 
particular, otherwise my intent it to provide our feedback, via NCH general manager, back to the relevant office in 
the commonwealth for them to consider.  
 
We do have little more time than previously indicated, however if would be good to try have consolidated 
comments by 16 April if possible.  
 
Cheers 
And happy easter.  
 
 
 
Dr. Rachael Alderman 
Branch Manager - Threatened Species & Conservation Programs  
Natural and Cultural Heritage Division - DPIPWE 
Level 5, 134 Macquarie Street, Hobart Tasmania 7000 
M:  
Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au 
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From: Morton, Alastair
Sent: Wednesday, 14 April 2021 11:30 AM
To: Alderman, Rachael; Ridley, Chantelle
Subject: RE: Swift Parrot RP [SEC=OFFICIAL]

HI Rachael. Nice.  
 
I have been looking over Chantelles shoulder from time to time and she appears to be making excellent progress. 
We in Resources Policy were going to aim to sit down with Chantelle towards the end of this week and have a look 
at it. I think the general plan would then be to sit down with you maybe toward the end of next week? 
 
I will leave Chantelle to provide a view as to whether Teams is providing a useful forum. I think the answer might be 
that it will do once we have drafts to share with you. 
 
Cheers 
 
Al 
 

From: Alderman, Rachael <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au>  
Sent: Wednesday, 14 April 2021 11:27 AM 
To: Morton, Alastair <Alastair.Morton@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>; Ridley, Chantelle 
<Chantelle.Ridley@stategrowth.tas.gov.au> 
Subject: Fwd: Swift Parrot RP [SEC=OFFICIAL] 
 
Hi!  
 
Hope you both had a nice Easter.  
 
I'm sorry I've been a bit absent on this.  
I am currently out in the field for a few days but just wondering if the teams thing worked for you and if we can 
catch up about progress?  
 
Cheers 
Rachael 
 
 
Get Outlook for Android 

From: Mark Carey <Mark.Carey@awe.gov.au> 
Sent: Wednesday, April 14, 2021 10:14:47 AM 
To: Alderman, Rachael <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au> 
Cc: Narelle Montgomery <Narelle.Montgomery@environment.gov.au> 
Subject: RE: Swift Parrot RP [SEC=OFFICIAL]  
 
Hi Rachael 
 
Just touching base with you regarding the draft recovery plan. Keen to see any comments so we can keep it moving 
forward. Let me know if you have any questions. 
 
Cheers, Mark 
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From: Mark Carey  
Sent: Tuesday, 16 March 2021 4:48 PM 
To: Alderman, Rachael <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au> 
Cc: Narelle Montgomery <Narelle.Montgomery@environment.gov.au> 
Subject: Swift Parrot RP [SEC=OFFICIAL] 
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From: Alderman, Rachael <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au>
Sent: Monday, 19 April 2021 4:42 PM
To: Mann, Dydee (FPA); Chuter, Anne (FPA); Crawford, Helen (DPIPWE); Richards, Karen 

(DPIPWE)
Cc: Thomson, Sarah; Ridley, Chantelle; Morton, Alastair
Subject: Swift Parrot Meeting on thursday

Hi all,  
 
just to confirm that Sarah, Al and Chantelle will crash (with our invitation of course) the scheduled swift parrot 
discussion meeting on Thursday so that we can collectively review and agree on draft recovery plan 
comments/proposed changes.  
 
I have booked the ossa room on level 5 if that helps.  
 
Cheers 
 
 
 
 
Dr. Rachael Alderman 
Branch Manager - Threatened Species & Conservation Programs  
Natural and Cultural Heritage Division - DPIPWE 
Level 5, 134 Macquarie Street, Hobart Tasmania 7000 
M:  
Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au 
 

 
 
 
 
 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE AND DISCLAIMER:  
The information in this transmission may be confidential and/or protected by legal professional privilege, and is intended only for the person or persons to 
whom it is addressed. If you are not such a person, you are warned that any disclosure, copying or dissemination of the information is unauthorised. If you 
have received the transmission in error, please immediately contact this office by telephone, fax or email, to inform us of the error and to enable 
arrangements to be made for the destruction of the transmission, or its return at our cost. No liability is accepted for any unauthorised use of the information 
contained in this transmission.  
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From: Morton, Alastair
Sent: Friday, 23 April 2021 12:19 PM
To: Alderman, Rachael (DPIPWE); Crawford, Helen (DPIPWE)
Cc: Ridley, Chantelle; Thomson, Sarah
Subject: Swift Parrot NRP 

Hi Rachael and Helen – Chantelle, Sarah and I have put significant further work into the document since yesterday. 
We believe that we are not too far away from being able to provide you with a version that only has the, in our view, 
minimum necessary changes. We are hoping to be in that space by Monday/Tuesday (note Sarah and I will be on the 
Road Tuesday/Wednesday). 
 
Cheers 
 
Al  
 

 

Alastair Morton | Director – Resources Policy  
Strategy, Policy & Coordination  
Department of State Growth 
  
p (03) 6166 3486  
m   
e alastair.morton@stategrowth.tas.gov.au  
w www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au 
Level 6, 4 Salamanca Place, Hobart, TAS 7000 | GPO Box 536, Hobart, TAS 7001 
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From: Morton, Alastair
Sent: Monday, 26 April 2021 9:33 AM
To: Waining, Ben; Thomson, Sarah; Ridley, Chantelle
Subject: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan draft State version - minimalist version
Attachments: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan draft State version - minimalist version.tr5

Hi all - here is the draft swift parrot NRP 'minimalist version' that is getting close to finalisation.  
 
Ben/Sarah - couple of comments in highlights around whether the non forestry recommendations and actions are 
reasonable and implementable. 
 
Chantelle - do you think you can pull a one to two pager together (as a standalone)that provides factual succinct 
information around what the forest industry in Tasmania looks like and how it is regulated in Tasmania (you had a 
fari flavour of this in the previous more fulsome version - it should also be readily gettable from QTBs etc). 
 
Im hoping we should be in the space of getting this draft and standalone doc back to Rachael this afternoon or 
tomorrow.  
 
Cheers 
 
AL    
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From: Ridley, Chantelle
Sent: Monday, 26 April 2021 11:34 AM
To: Morton, Alastair
Cc: Thomson, Sarah
Subject: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan Forestry Supplement
Attachments: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan Forestry Supplement.tr5

  Hiya, 

Two page overview as complied from the Tas Forest System Overview doco. 

C 

 ------< Content Manager Record Information >------ 

Record Number: D21/91892 
Title: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan Forestry Supplement 
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From: Ridley, Chantelle
Sent: Monday, 26 April 2021 1:24 PM
To: Alderman, Rachael (DPIPWE)
Cc: Morton, Alastair; Thomson, Sarah
Subject: Swift Parrot recovery Plan Forestry Supplement
Attachments: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan Forestry Supplement.DOCX

Hi Rachael, 

Here is the recovery plan supplementary material on how the forestry side of things operates.  

C 

Chantelle Ridley |Graduate Policy Officer  
Resource Policy Branch | Department of State Growth 
Salamanca Building Parliament Square, 4 Salamanca Place, Hobart TAS 7000 
Phone: (03) 61656063 
www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au 
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Regional Forestry Agreement 

The Tasmanian Regional Forest Agreement (RFA) is a long term bilateral agreement 
between the Tasmanian and Australian governments, first signed on 8 November 1997. A 
variation to the RFA (18 August 2017) established a 20-year rolling extension, subject to the 
satisfactory completion of each 5-yearly review. The RFA is a framework document that is 
underpinned by Tasmania’s forest management system. The RFA’s key principles are: 

• ecologically sustainable forest management (the management of forest on all land
tenures to maintain the overall capacity of forests to provide goods; protect
biodiversity, and protect the full suite of forest values at the regional level);

• certainty for conservation of the environment and heritage values (through the
establishment and maintenance of a comprehensive, adequate and representative
(CAR) reserve system; and

• certainty of resource access for the forestry industry.

The Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Commonwealth) (EPBC 
Act), is the Australian Government’s central piece of environmental legislation. The EPBC 
Act encapsulates the principles of ecologically sustainable development, which are actively 
promoted under the legislation’s objectives. 

Tasmania’s forest management system encompasses a range of legislation administered by 
a number of State Government agencies and authorities and applies to both public and 
private land tenures.   

The following key Tasmanian legislation underpins the forest management system: 

• The Forest Practice Act 1985 (FP Act) and Forest Practices Regulations 2017, which
provide for sustainable forest management associated with the growing and
harvesting of forests on public and private land;

• The Forest Management Act 2013 (FM Act), which prescribes the Permanent Timber
Production Zone land (PTPZL) and the Forestry Corporation (now STT) as the land
manager;

• The Nature Conservation Act 2002 (NC Act) and the Threatened Species Protection
Act 1995 which provide protection for listed flora, fauna and threatened vegetation
communities; and

• The National Parks and Reserves Management Act 2002 (NPRM Act), which
prescribes management requirements for the majority of the Tasmanian reserve
system.

Tasmania’s forest management system has, at its core, three primary elements, a: 

• policy for maintaining a permanent native forest estate;

• CAR reserve system that securely protects forest conservation values; and

• system for managing forests outside reserves in a manner that contributes to
sustainable environmental, social and economic outcomes.

Forest Practices System 
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Tasmania’s forest practices system is given legislative power through the FP Act. The forest 
practices system recognises the many values that forests have, and is designed to ensure 
the reasonable protection of natural and cultural values of the forest when forest practices 
are carried out. 

The objective of Tasmania’s forest practices system is to achieve sustainable management 
of crown and private forests with due care for the environment, and taking into account 
social, economic and environmental outcomes in a way that is as far as possible self-
funding.Error! Reference source not found.  

The forest practices system is based on a co-regulatory approach, combining self-
management by the forest industry and independent monitoring and enforcement by the 
FPA. 

The FPA also monitors forest practices to ensure that standards are being met. Corrective 
action is taken where required, which can include completion of remedial works, fines or 
prosecution. Compliance monitoring reports are included in the FPA Annual Report, which is 
tabled in the Tasmanian Parliament. 

The forest practices system aims to foster co-operation and communication among all 
stakeholders, including the government, private landowners, the forest industry and the 
broader community. There is an emphasis on planning, training, education and continuous 
improvement. 

Management of matters of national environmental significance 

The forest practices system provides for the comprehensive detection and management of 
relevant MNES.  MNES values are detected through the variety of desktop assessment and 
planning tools that FPOs are directed to use in the preparation of FPPs. On-ground surveys, 
which are conducted by forest planners, FPOs, FPA specialists or consultants, provide an 
additional means of detecting MNES values.  

Once an MNES value has been detected, then a combination of the Code, planning tools and 
specialist advice from FPA or DPIPWE staff are utilised to ensure sustainable management of 
the value. Sustainable management covers a range of responses, from complete avoidance 
to mitigating potential impacts. Where applicable Indirect, or offsite, impacts to 
environmental MNES are managed through the Code, which has specific management 
requirements for values including soil, water quality/flow and air quality.  
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From: Waining, Ben
Sent: Tuesday, 27 April 2021 11:32 AM
To: Ridley, Chantelle
Subject: minimalist version_with some of my comments 
Attachments: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan draft State version - minimalist version_BW.DOCX

Chantelle, 

This is the copy I have been looking at with comments tracked changes added to Al/you/sarah’s work. 

This can probably go to Rachel …. And then I might work on some further detailed formal response that can be sent 
via email to formalise our response etc. This we can work up and go via Al/Sarah for input etc 

Ta 

B 
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From: Ridley, Chantelle
Sent: Tuesday, 27 April 2021 1:52 PM
To: Alderman, Rachael (DPIPWE)
Cc: Thomson, Sarah; Morton, Alastair; Waining, Ben (StateGrowth)
Subject: Swift Parrot RP edit
Attachments: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan draft State version - minimalist version_BW.docx

Hi Rachael, 
 
Here is the reworked version from our end. Ben has added some comments in and we will be drafting up a more 
detailed response to formalise our responses.  
Again, it is highlighting the inconsistences throughout the document.  
 
Hope you’re settled after the maddening weekend pack! 
 
 
C 
 

Chantelle Ridley |Graduate Policy Officer    
Resource Policy Branch | Department of State Growth 
Salamanca Building Parliament Square, 4 Salamanca Place, Hobart TAS 7000 
Phone: (03) 61656063 
www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au 
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From: Ridley, Chantelle
Sent: Thursday, 29 April 2021 12:02 PM
To: Alderman, Rachael (DPIPWE)
Cc: Morton, Alastair; Thomson, Sarah
Subject: FINAL Swift Parrot Recovery Plan 
Attachments: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan draft State version - FINAL essential change only.DOCX

Hi Rachael, 
 
Hope we get this right second time around! 
 
Cheers, 
C 
 

Chantelle Ridley |Graduate Policy Officer  
Resource Policy Branch | Department of State Growth 
Salamanca Building Parliament Square, 4 Salamanca Place, Hobart TAS 7000 
Phone: (03) 61656063 
www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au 
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From: Alderman, Rachael <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au>
Sent: Thursday, 29 April 2021 1:24 PM
To: Morton, Alastair; Ridley, Chantelle
Cc: Thomson, Sarah
Subject: Re: FINAL Swift Parrot Recovery Plan 

Noted and thankyou! 
 
Get Outlook for Android 

From: Morton, Alastair <Alastair.Morton@stategrowth.tas.gov.au> 
Sent: Thursday, April 29, 2021 12:21:02 PM 
To: Ridley, Chantelle (StateGrowth) <Chantelle.Ridley@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>; Alderman, Rachael 
<Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au> 
Cc: Thomson, Sarah (StateGrowth) <Sarah.Thomson@stategrowth.tas.gov.au> 
Subject: RE: FINAL Swift Parrot Recovery Plan  
 
That’s it thanks Chantelle. 
 
Rachael – a couple of small but important tweaks to the comments between this version and the last one you 
received.  
 
Cheers 
 
Al  
 

From: Ridley, Chantelle <Chantelle.Ridley@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>  
Sent: Thursday, 29 April 2021 12:02 PM 
To: Alderman, Rachael (DPIPWE) <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au> 
Cc: Morton, Alastair <Alastair.Morton@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>; Thomson, Sarah 
<Sarah.Thomson@stategrowth.tas.gov.au> 
Subject: FINAL Swift Parrot Recovery Plan  
 

 

 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE AND DISCLAIMER 
The information in this transmission may be confidential and/or protected by legal professional privilege, and is intended only for the person or persons to 
whom it is addressed. If you are not such a person, you are warned that any disclosure, copying or dissemination of the information is unauthorised. If you 
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From: Morton, Alastair
Sent: Thursday, 29 April 2021 3:49 PM
To: Alderman, Rachael (DPIPWE)
Cc: Thomson, Sarah; Waining, Ben; Goodsir, Ben (DPIPWE); Beach, Anne
Subject: Comments from State Growth to DPIPWE on Swift Parrot Draft National Recovery 

Plan
Attachments: Pages from 5_Overview_Tasmania_Forest_Management_System_2017 - Appendix 

2.pdf

HI Rachael – forgive me if I have already sent this to you (I don’t believe I have). This email packages up the 
comments in the track change version of the Plan that Chantelle has recently provided you. I thought this summary 
email may assist in your discussions with the Australian Government. 

Please also find an attachment that sets out how the forest practices system mitigates and manages swift parrots. 
This attachment is from the publicly available Forest Management System – Overview document. This document has 
had significant Australian Government input (including from the Environment part of the now DAWE – indeed they 
requested this ‘case study’ so they could better understand how the system works) but is not currently incorporated 
or referenced in the draft Plan provided by the Australian Government. 

The draft plan has some significant but not unresolvable issues. These include: 

1. Industry Input and Impacts to Industry

The Plan states that there has been industry input on the Recovery Team. Who are the Industry representatives on 
the Recovery team? We were not aware that there were any industry representatives on the recovery team.  

2. Threats discussion and how it align with actions

As highlighted in our comments and suggested track changes in the draft, there are a significant number of issues 
and errors throughout the plan, but particularly within the Introduction and Threats section, including: 

- a number of internal inconsistencies with regards to the level of risk ascribed to the various threats
- a number of significant errors with regards to the way the general forestry regulatory system and the forest

practices system are described.
- a heavy weighting to one or two authors and the use of contested data (without providing alternative

published views).
- a significant number of ‘terms’ used somewhat interchangeably (eg critical habitat, important habitat, key

biodiversity areas). The number of terms and also the fact that some of them overlap results in significant
confusion around how the outputs of this plan would be implemented. Furthermore there is often not a
coherent flow around the way these terms are defined.

3. Critical Habitat definition and Key Biodiversity Areas

The area of land identified as ‘Habitat critical to the survival‘ of the swift parrot appears to include all habitat that 
the swift parrot may potentially utilise through time – which is not the same as ‘habitat critical to survival’ or 
consistent with our understanding around what the current supported science is saying around what the habitat 
needs of the birds are? As you are aware the Tasmanian Government utilises the term Swift Parrot Important 
Breeding Areas (SPIBA’s) to manage habitat in relation to forestry operations. There is a process to identify SPIBA’s 
which is more refined and scientifically robust than those processes and descriptions currently used in the draft 
plan.  

Assessed by the Department of Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania under the Right to Information Act 2009
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Key Biodiversity Areas (KBA’s) are a largely new insertion. KBA’s are not a statutory term and in our view should 
either be removed or clearly referenced that they, as we understand them, are a term used in one of the 
International treaties that the Australian Government is signatory too.  

4. Actions
The action (1.2) to develop an ‘agreed strategic management plan for forestry activities in Tasmania’ would have 
limited benefit on the conservation of the swift parrot as it would not be managing and addressing all the threats to 
the swift parrot breeding habitat in a holistic manner.  

Suggestions/Recommendations 

 The Department of State Growth concludes that the Recovery Plan is more likely to be implementable and 
successful if it:  

 minimises the number of  ‘terms’ to only those that have statutory effect under the EPBCA (for
that reason it is recommended that either the reference to KBA’s be removed or otherwise it be
added that the KBA section is to assist the Australian Government in its reporting requirements
to international conventions only (in other words they are designed as a reporting term not a
management term) and ensures those terms are clearly defined and have a robust scientific
basis.

 ensures that the way terms are defined is clear and supported by science (utilising contested
science may be useful to reference in some instances but it is also important to note that a
particular scientific assertion is contested/uncertain and to either state what the alternative
view is or whether further research is needed to address the question).

 Delivers a strategic management approach that holistically manages all identified threats in
Tasmania in a coordinated and risk based manner (rather than only developing a strategic
approach to just one). This would mean that the threats in the breeding habitat for the swift
parrot were being managed holistically and would be of significant benefit for the swift parrot.
This would also allow a number of actions in the Recovery Plan to be dealt with holistically (for
instance action 1.7 and a number of others could be dealt with in a single strategic document).

The Department of State Growth would: 

 welcome the opportunity to provide factual information around the implementation and
operation of the forestry regulatory system in Tasmania to inform the draft Recovery Plan (we
have already provided you a number of documents to assist with this but we are also happy to
have further dialogue with the Australian Government if think that would be useful).

 recommend further direct consultation with industry as critical to the long term success of the
Plan. If needed State Growth can provide further advice on the most relevant industry peak
bodies or associations to aid industry specific consultation.

Kind regards 
Alastair Morton | Director – Resources Policy 
Strategy, Policy & Coordination  
Department of State Growth 

p (03) 6166 3486  
m   
e alastair.morton@stategrowth.tas.gov.au 
w www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au 
Level 6, 4 Salamanca Place, Hobart, TAS 7000 | GPO Box 536, Hobart, TAS 7001 
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From: Alderman, Rachael <Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au>
Sent: Thursday, 20 May 2021 9:53 AM
To: Morton, Alastair; Goodsir, Ben (DPIPWE)
Subject: Meeting to finalise comments on Swift Parrot Recovery Plan. 
Attachments: Swift Parrot Recovery Plan draft State version - FINAL essential change 

only_NCH.docx

Hi Al,  
This has been more challenging than I thought – ever the optimist. 

Given the changes upon changes and multiple comments from all quarters, I think best way forward at this stage is 
for a very focused conversation around each of the comments/changes and we can hone in on what is needed to 
finalise an agreed draft – using the attached to guide the discussion.  
We thought best keep the meeting small and targeted with just you two directors and myself to talk through each of 
the comments.  
I think we need at least an hour and a half, preferably two.  
Ben and I have a meeting scheduled from 10:30 til 11.30 tomorrow which we could hijack (and extend to 12 
perhaps?) if that worked for you both? 
Else sometime early next week? 

Cheers 

Dr. Rachael Alderman 
Branch Manager - Threatened Species & Conservation Programs 
Natural and Cultural Heritage Division - DPIPWE 
Level 5, 134 Macquarie Street, Hobart Tasmania 7000 
M:  
Rachael.Alderman@dpipwe.tas.gov.au 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE AND DISCLAIMER:  
The information in this transmission may be confidential and/or protected by legal professional privilege, and is intended only for the person or persons to 
whom it is addressed. If you are not such a person, you are warned that any disclosure, copying or dissemination of the information is unauthorised. If you 
have received the transmission in error, please immediately contact this office by telephone, fax or email, to inform us of the error and to enable 
arrangements to be made for the destruction of the transmission, or its return at our cost. No liability is accepted for any unauthorised use of the information 
contained in this transmission. 
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From: Goodsir, Ben <Ben.Goodsir@dpipwe.tas.gov.au>
Sent: Monday, 24 May 2021 8:11 AM
To: Morton, Alastair
Cc: Alderman, Rachael (DPIPWE)
Subject: swift parrot recovery plan meeting

Hi Al 
 
Sorry, I will be an apology for the meeting this morning . 
 
I was hoping to attend to discuss our final high level comments back to the Feds on the draft Plan. I am happy for the 
meeting to go ahead without me, so we can finalise comments and submit to the Feds. 
 
I support the comments proposed by Rachael, noting she has incorporated comments form a range of people 
including DSG, and I believe these comments provide a good compromise for moving forward. In particular, given 
where we are in the process of revising the Plan, I have focussed my attention on the proposed ‘actions’ and I think 
they look reasonable and pose no risks at this end. 
 
Thanks  
 
 
Ben Goodsir 
Director 
Natural Heritage 
DPIPWE 

 
 
 
 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE AND DISCLAIMER:  
The information in this transmission may be confidential and/or protected by legal professional privilege, and is intended only for the person or persons to 
whom it is addressed. If you are not such a person, you are warned that any disclosure, copying or dissemination of the information is unauthorised. If you 
have received the transmission in error, please immediately contact this office by telephone, fax or email, to inform us of the error and to enable 
arrangements to be made for the destruction of the transmission, or its return at our cost. No liability is accepted for any unauthorised use of the information 
contained in this transmission.  
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