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SUBMISSION TO STANDING COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT, CLIMATE CHANGE AND BIODIVERSITY
    Inquiry into Petition 17-23: Indian (Common) Myna Control
The Canberra  Indian Myna Action Group Inc (CIMAG)1 submits the following in respect of the above Inquiry.  
Reference A: The prevalence and distribution of Common Myna birds in the ACT
Prevalence:  Indian Mynas, deliberately introduced into inner Canberra the late 1960s, are now seen across our urban and peri-urban areas. From these initial releases, myna numbers expanded such that around the time CIMAG was formed in 2006 the mid-point estimate of their numbers from survey and transect data2 was in the order of 93,000. At that time, they were the 3rd most common bird recorded in the weekly Garden Bird Surveys (GBS) of the Canberra Ornithologists Group (COG)3.  

Since then, there has been no recent comprehensive assessment and estimate of myna numbers across the ACT, and the only indicator of the prevalence of the bird is from the current Garden Bird Survey data, requests to CIMAG for traps and assistance, and anecdotal and casual observations reported on electronic sites such as e-Bird and Birds Near Me.  
While the initial trapping program of CIMAG members had a dramatic impact on myna numbers, being reduced to the 24th most common bird seen in the backyards of the GBS surveyors by 2018, the more recent surveys and casual observations by CIMAG members indicates that myna numbers are again on the increase.  Moreover, they are now being seen within nature reserves and open woodlands far from the urban area, for example Tidbinbilla, Smith’s Road south of Tharwa and Namadgi.  
The upsurge in myna numbers in suburbs coincides with the COVID-related restrictions when traps were not able to be made nor distributed to new CIMAG members, at a time of good breeding seasons.  Increased observations on public land (reserves, schools etc) and commercial premises are undoubtedly a consequence of the inaction of the ACT Government to actively control myna numbers on public land where CIMAG trappers can not operate. The new suburban areas in Gungahlin and Molonglo are now also subject to myna incursions – and as the uptake of community trapping is less in the very new suburbs – eg Throsby, Denman Prospect etc - myna numbers are not being contained and can be expected to grow substantially. 
Distribution:  The Indian Myna is recognized as one of the world’s most invasive species: the world’s pre-eminent conservation body - the International Union for the Conservation of Nature (IUCN) – lists the Common Myna as one of only 3 birds on the list of the world’s 100 most invasive pests.  Mynas are now distributed across all suburban areas and into surrounding woodlands, including ACT Nature Reserves. 
An indication of their ability to expand range and build up numbers quickly is reflected in the fact that when CIMAG started in 2006 mynas were not in Yass or Goulburn.  They are there now in quite some numbers. 

Moreover, they were not anywhere near Dubbo until recent years, being confined to eastern NSW.  They are now being captured in Dubbo in big numbers. And they have now expanded along the breadth of mid-west NSW – with reports this week of it being seen in Burke – well into western Queensland and now as far as Mildura in Victoria.  While some ACT woodlands and nature reserves may not have the density of numbers as in suburbs at this stage, the experience elsewhere clearly indicates that it is wrong, and imprudent, to assume that they will not encroach on all woodlands areas of the ACT.  
B. The impact of the Common Myna on: 

i. native plant and animal species in the ACT 
The international and domestic Australian experience of the impact of these birds on native wildlife is well documented (Byrd 1979; Jones 1996; Pell and Tidemann 1997a, b; Feare and Craig 1998; Harper et al. 2005; Saavedra 2009; Dhami 2009). 

Competition for Breeding Hollows and Impact on Hollow-nesting Birds. 
Mynas out-compete native birds for nesting hollows, and thereby reduce the opportunities for native birds to breed. Chris Tidemann & Stuart Pell’s 1996 research4 on myna competition for nesting hollows on Oakey Hill and Red Hill, indicated that the myna was most dominant, winning 76% of the encounters with Crimson Rosellas. In the case of competition against Eastern Rosellas, mynas won over 99% of the disputes. 
Mynas also affect native breeding opportunities by their tendency to block up a number of hollows nearby to the one which they are utilizing.
Kate Grarock’s PhD research in 2010-135 to assess myna competition for nesting hollows identified that, further to the direct competition as found by Pell and Tidemann, mynas also interrupted and evicted rosellas that were already occupying nesting boxes. Rosella breeding events in up to 19% of nesting boxes were interrupted by mynas evicting the rosella and taking over the box. Moreover, Ms Grarock’s analysis of the COG then 32 year GBS data, indicated that as Indian Myna numbers increased they had a deleterious impact on the abundance of a number of sizeable hollow-nesting native birds. She found a significant negative relationship between Indian Mynas and the Sulphur-crested Cockatoo, Gang Gang Cockatoo, Crimson Rosella and the Laughing Kookaburra5. 
A concern is the risk that mynas pose to the breeding opportunities of two Endangered Species in the ACT: the Superb Parrot and Gang Gang Cockatoo. Ms Grarock already found some impact on Gang Gang abundance as mynas became established5. 
Historical photographic records by an Environment Directorate researcher of the limited Superb Parrot breeding hollows that are well inside the Goorooyaroo Nature Reserve (quite some distance from any urban area) have not indicated successful competition from Indian Mynas at this stage. It was particularly this lack of current evidence of myna competition on Superb Parrot breeding at these monitoring sites, we have been informed, is the basis of the Environment Directorate advice to the ACT Minister for Environment, Ms Vassarotti MLA, that mynas did not pose a risk to wildlife. The Minister cited a lack of evidence in her letter to the Clerk of the Assembly responding to the CIMAG e-Petition on mynas as the basis for concluding that the “threat posed by Common Mynas is considered low”.  And as a consequence no action is warranted.
This is contrary to all well-based research and current knowledge.  It would be highly imprudent to assume, given all we now know of the invasiveness of this bird and its impact on other bird species here, elsewhere in Australia and overseas, that this absence of competition and harm will continue in the future. 
Furthermore, from the viewpoint of natural resource and environmental management, it is erroneous to base the need for control measures solely on the consideration of whether that animal constitutes a known direct risk of extinction to an endangered or threatened native species.  The presence of an introduced aggressive competitor / predator by its very presence adds to the range of pressures that many native animals need to contend with: ie it can lead to declines or it may just be the straw that breaks the camel’s back.

Impacts on Small Bird Species

Australian and international experience is that Indian Mynas prey on small birds, kill their chicks and destroy their eggs. Ms Grarock found, using the COG GBS data, that as myna numbers across the ACT built up there has been a corresponding impact on small birds: these were the Superb Fairy-Wren, Striated Pardalote, Spotted Pardalote, Brown Thornbill, Buff-Rumped Thornbill, Speckled Warbler, Eastern Spinebill, Willie Wagtail, Grey Fantail, Silvereye, Grey Butcherbird, Magpie Lark, Rufous Whistler, White-throated Treecreeper5. 
The decline in small birds in backyards and the disruption to rosella nesting in nesting boxes as myna numbers increased in the suburbs is commonly observed and reported by Canberra residents, and is often the trigger for them joining the CIMAG trapping program. 

The fundamental approach of conservation and environmentalism is the “precautionary principle”.  This is well stated by one of Australia’s leading ecologists and member of the Academy of Science, Prof David Lindenmayer AM, as “Guilty until proven innocent, not benign until found to be danger” and by local naturalist and 2006 Winner of the Australian Natural History Medalion, Ian Fraser, “You can have native birds or Indian Mynas, but not both”.  
Vector for Fatal Bird Disease

Mynas have been shown to be carriers of a number of zootic diseases which are not naturally present in native bird populations, and hence have the potential to have a severe health impact on native birds: 

· the most recent alarming research is by Nicholas Clark6 at Queensland University which shows that mynas are carriers of the parasite which causes Avian Malaria and which is not naturally in the native bird population, and severely affects native birds that come in contact with mynas

· previously research by John Yim7 of Sydney University found that native bird species were affected by haemoprotozoa fatal disease, with mynas the likely exotic carrier source

· it had been surmised that this was the cause of high numbers of unexplained deaths of a range of endemic birds species, particular Tawny Frogmouths, in Sydney some years ago.
Impacts on Other Animals

Mynas have voracious appetites and are omnivorous:  accordingly, endangered insects and reptiles in the ACT are likely to be equally at risk.  Risks to the rare and endangered Golden Sun Moth, Perunga Flightless Grasshopper and Grassland Earless Dragon are of particular concern (threats to these animals from overgrazing by kangaroos were the impetus for the ACT Government’s program of kangaroo culls). Anecdotal observations of mynas feasting on Perunga Flightless 
Grasshoppers on the lower slopes of Mt Taylor were reported by the leader of the Mt Taylor Parkcare Group in 2009.
ii. agricultural production in the ACT 

The Australian Government publication “Managing Bird Damage to Fruit and Other Horticultural Crops”, by Tracey, Bomford, Hart, Saunders and Sinclair, 20078, gives information about the agricultural damage that mynas cause.  It states that “Mynas cause considerable damage to ripening fruit, particularly grapes, but also figs, apples, pears, strawberries…”, and “Cereal crops …are susceptible where they occur near urban areas”. 

Stock feed, silo grain, water troughs can be contaminated by myna droppings and the shedding of bird mites (mynas are known to have heavy infestations of exotic parasites such as Ornithonysus bursia mite, and bathe regularly in available water sources). Mynas sitting on cattle and horse backs are a source of annoyance to the animals.  ACT horse owners previously sought CIMAG assistance in reducing myna numbers at the Curtin horse paddocks because mynas were sitting on their horses backs and fouling them. A similar situation arose at the stables at Thoroughbred Park years ago. 
Myna damage to grapes is well known in the viticulture industry in the Canberra region, particularly the Murrumbateman area. Mynas have in the past also caused economic losses to apple growers in Pialligo through pecking: an orchardist there requested a CIMAG trap, but he had little trapping success. 
The financial cost to the local horticultural sector in the Canberra region has not been quantified, but elsewhere up to 30% of some horticultural crops can be affected by pecking, mostly from a variety of native birds, but including mynas8. 
C. Exploration of current Common Myna control activities in the ACT 

The only Indian Myna control activity undertaken in the ACT is backyard trapping by members of  CIMAG and some other private individuals doing the same with commercial or borrowed traps. CIMAG also undertakes an extensive public awareness program by way of media interviews, social media (Facebook and website) and public presentations to community groups.  
ACT Government support for the program is essentially limited to assisting with trap building and referring any public inquiries that are made to the Government on to CIMAG.  The trap building support is through the provision of supervisory staff and a venue for people undertaking Community Service Orders to make traps (the materials and tools for trap building are provided by CIMAG).  This does constitute a substantial benefit to the CIMAG community-action trapping program.  
The Declaration of mynas as a Pest Animal by the ACT Government in 2021 has not been followed up with any practical or on-ground control activity by the Government.   The response by the Minister for the Environment to the Petition for the Government to take action has been a most disappointing development, underpinned as it was by ill-informed and ill-considered advice from the Environment Directorate.  
The rejection of a joint application by CIMAG and Woodlands and Wetlands Trust for a 2023 Environment Grant to undertake a pilot trapping project inside the Mulligan’s Flat Nature Reserve fenceline where there are mynas (in fact breeding in nest boxes and tree hollows adjacent to the Wildbark Information Centre) using a mobile trailer trap is indicative of the negligent approach of the ACT Government to the threats posed by mynas to ACT wildlife. This project would have also 
involved considerable engagement with and training of the local community in wildlife monitoring and would have demonstrated the efficacy, or otherwise, of large mobile trailer traps.  If successful, 
these sorts of traps could have been employed in other nature reserves where mynas are present in concerning numbers.
Previously the RSPCA was involved in the community-action program:  they helped develop and cleared the Protocol on Animal Welfare that CIMAG members agree to apply, and they supported trappers by killing trapped birds. This latter activity has since been terminated. The rationale for the termination was that mynas were not a Declared Pest Animal:  this is now not the case.
D. The role of the ACT Government in Common Myna management and control activities 

The ACT Government has a fundamental obligation to manage the natural environment for the benefit of current and future citizens.  This is acknowledged by the Minister for the Environment in her letter to the Clerk of the Assembly regarding the petition on mynas.  Ms Vassarotti states, “The ACT Government has a significant responsibility for managing Canberra’s high-quality natural environment.  These environments provide crucial habitat for numerous plant and animal species including those that are (at) risk of extinction.  With decades of experience in invasive species management, the government employs a scientific, evidence, and risk-based approach to prioritise the allocation of its finite resources towards invasive plant and animal activities”.  

This responsibility / obligation has patently not been fulfilled, as can be readily observed by the extent of infestations of exotic weeds (African Lovegrass, Verbascum, St John’s Wort, Blackberry,  Scotch Thistle, Safron Thistle etc), feral animals (rabbits, foxes, pigs, deer etc) and other threats to native flora and fauna.  Indian mynas are in this category.
Public lands within the ACT – road verges, ovals, nature reserves, schools, industrial estates etc - are populated by high numbers of mynas.  Not only do these put the natural environment at direct risk but they can constitute a source of new infestations in nearby suburbs, thereby negating the efforts of community trappers.  
The ACT Government has left it to the community volunteer trappers to manage myna populations.  However CIMAG’s community-action program is not enough by itself – a concerted whole-of-landscape approach is required.  And as CIMAG trappers can only operate on their own properties this requires the ACT Government to “step up” and control myna populations on public lands, to provide the leadership, coordination and oversight needed, and to stimulate and encourage businesses to control myna numbers on their premises.
There are numerous activities that the ACT Government should undertake to meet their responsibilities.  These are detailed below:

Pest Animal Management: 

There are a range of roles that only government can meet:

· provide an overarching mechanism and leadership to drive a management program covering government action and business and community activity

· assess areas of highest myna concentration, to be the initial focal points for concerted activity by government, business and community
· fund the most useful research fields (suggestions below)
· arrange a trial of large mobile traps in nature reserves and elsewhere on public land

· provide directives to government agencies on their obligations to manage pest animals and weeds

· this includes to school principals, food safety inspectors to require food and supermarket outlets to cover waste-food skips etc
· develop and distribute information sheets to supermarkets, fast-food outlets etc.
Governance / Administrative Arrangements:  it is not appropriate that the Conservator have the responsibility for myna control as his remit under the Nature Conservation Act is limited.  Mynas are 
a threat to a wider range of wildlife than just threatened species and are a public nuisance more broadly.  Therefore, a more overarching administrative arrangement needs to be adopted so that a holistic approach is taken.
The ACT Government should adopt other support approaches undertaken by local governments elsewhere:  these include establishing euthanasia sites at government depots for people unable to euthanize trapped birds at home – eg they have an EV –  as per Bayside and Wollongong Councils; run public awareness campaigns; re-establish the trap building program at the Alexander Maconochie Centre to meet the community demand for traps; consider a bounty for trapped birds as an incentive for wider community trapping as per Bundaberg Council.  
Schools:
Mynas may pose a health risk to children at school through their droppings and fecal dust which can contain pathogens and viruses, and from mites.  Accordingly, schools, public and private, should be required to undertake myna reduction programs to help reduce the risk.  This strategy could encompass litter and food scrap management during school terms and trapping activities during school holidays. A trapping program could be operated by school janitors, with support and advice from CIMAG as needed.
Parks and Conservation and Cty Services Agencies:
Parks and Conservation Services and City Services agencies could help educate the ACT community of the environmental damage caused by mynas and undertake control activities on public land and in Canberra Nature Reserves.  This is particularly pressing in those Natures Reserves – such as Goorooyaroo - which are breeding sites for the Superb Parrot which are likely in the future to be under competition for breeding hollows from mynas.  While the Canberra community is generally well informed and aware of the concerns about the problems mynas cause - as a consequence of the public-awareness raising activities of CIMAG - this will be enhanced by further educational activities by Park and Conservation Services and City Services.  

In the light of the inability of some community members involved in the CIMAG trapping program to dispose of trapped birds, Parks and Conservation Services Depots could establish euthanizing stations to enable trapped mynas to be disposed of there. 

RSPCA:
In a similar vein, the RSPCA could be required, as part of their obligations for receiving ACT Government annual support funding, to resume their past disposal service to those community trappers unable to euthanize trapped birds at their residence.  
Correctional Services:

The current myna trap-making activity by people undertaking Community Services Orders could be supplemented by the resumption of trap building as a prisoner rehabilitation program in the Alexander Maconochie Centre.  In concert with this, it would be appropriate that the ACT Government funded the supply of materials for the construction of traps. CIMAG would assist this expanded program by providing training to the trap building supervisors to achieve a high-quality built trap.  The prison service did provide high quality traps for several years before the activity ceased as a result of building works on the site.  

Building Design:
Indian Mynas utilise cavities for breeding, which often includes cavities in buildings. Nests in roofs pose a human health risk (from bird mites entering the premises and from fecal dust and droppings) and a fire risk.  Accordingly, the building code should be modified to require new homes and commercial building to include exclusion barriers into roof cavities, to avoid entry by mynas, but also the Common Starling and Sparrows.
Research:
Effective broad landscape control techniques (especially on public lands) for Indian Mynas (and Starlings) is not well known. This is an area where more research is needed:

· the govt could fund research of trials of different control techniques, especially of the use of different traps: of particular success elsewhere is a large mobile trailer trap that can be readily moved to hotspots in nature reserve, industrial areas, supermarkets, schools during holidays etc

· nest disruption trials could be undertaken to assess its effectiveness as a broad scale control measure  
· assess the health risk to school children from fecal droppings and shedding of mites at schoolyard lunch and play sites
· a trial of community use of depots for disposal of trapped birds, to assess its efficacy.
E. Animal welfare issues related to the Common Myna;

Culling is the standard and common procedure for population control of over-abundant invasive pest animals which pose a threat to the environment, to human health and to economic wellbeing. Nonetheless, there can be disquiet by some members of the community for the killing of any sentient animal.

The research by Kate Grarock indicated that culling needed to be at a sustained level (25 birds per km2 per annum) to reduce myna numbers across the landscape while Prof David Lindenmayer AM advises that the culling effort needs to be increased to protect native species and to avoid mynas extending further into non-urban areas and high value nature reserves.
CIMAG members agree to the Protocol on Animal Welfare - developed in conjunction with the RSPCA when CIMAG was formed - to ensure that mynas are trapped and disposed of in a humane 

manner.  A former RSPCA officer acts as the Animal Welfare Advisor to the Committee, and members are reminded from time to time of the importance of abiding by sound animal welfare practices. 

Research by Chris Tidemann and Daryl King is pertinent to the animal welfare issue9.  They researched the most humane disposal method (carbon monoxide vs carbon dioxide) and clearly demonstrated that using carbon monoxide from a cold petrol engine was more humane than carbon dioxide – it was quicker, stress-free and painless for the birds.  Petrol engines (cars, motor bikes, ride-on mowers, other 4-stroke petrol engines) are a ready source of high-volume carbon monoxide, making them an ideal disposal agent by community trappers.  

There is no evidence that modern cars are not suitable to perform the task. Advice from the Australian Motor Vehicles Association is that the emissions from new imported vehicles into Australia, while greatly improved over previous standards, still have high levels of carbon monoxide in the immediate start-up period, ie the time which is prescribed for use to euthanise trapped mynas.

If disposal at home using car exhaust is not permitted then in all likelihood the community-action trapping program would collapse.  Even if the government established depots for disposal (important for people with electric vehicles) it is likely that many trappers would find the inconvenience and nuisance of taking trapped birds to a distant disposal depot as an unacceptable burden.
Restrictions on community control actions would invariably lead to a resurgence in myna numbers, as the government, even if it decided to meet its own obligations for myna control on public lands,  could not fully undertake a replacement program of the scale of the CIMAG community-action 
program.  This will result in considerable loss of native birds, endangered insects and small reptiles, possible human health impacts and a substantial loss of public amenity.

It has been argued that culling is not necessary since a more humane population control approach would be revegetation of open land which mynas prefer. It is a totally impractical option:  to revegetate urban areas to exclude preferred myna habitat would require ovals, road verges, shopping centres, playgrounds and backyards in urban areas to be densely revegetated; surrounding farmland, dairies, horse studs and orchards would need to be revegetated, and woodland in nature reserves would need to be changed to higher density forest.  It would also require dogs and cats be removed from urban areas as their food bowls are a prime source of food for mynas.
Apart from this, mynas are highly adaptable birds.  They have shown they can thrive in habitats as varied as the tropics (Nth Qld), Pacific Islands, dry country (Qatar and Dubai and temperate zones. 
F. Any other related matters

Timeliness of Control Actions
Invasion theory is that nature conservation is dependent upon timely actions to manage introduced species before they become totally established in new areas.  This is reflected in the following.
Fig 1: Invasion curve & management responses, Invasive Plants and Animals Policy Framework 2010, 

Vic Dept Primary Industries
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When CIMAG started in 2006 there was some prospect that a combined government and community trapping program could go close to eradicating this invasive pest in the area.  Canberra was essentially an island of infestation.  However, because the ACT Government did not undertake any population reduction activities, this opportunity was lost.  The ACT is now in the Containment Stage. But it again requires the Government to undertake strategic activity to reduce the over-abundance of mynas on public lands and at public-owned facilities. 

A Sustainable approach to myna control
Controlling myna populations to acceptable levels – ie as per the Containment Phase – will now require a continuous culling program across the landscape, just as it should be for rabbits, foxes, pigs and deer etc.  Currently, the ACT Government relies solely on CIMAG to reduce myna numbers. This is not adequate nor sustainable. Just as for other recurrent issues like waste collection, or road maintenance it falls to the government to act.  Community groups like CIMAG need continual renewal and support.  The government can assist in this and harness the willingness of the community to combat this pest species.  But in the absence of support it is almost inevitable that, as has happened in other jurisdictions, the program will wither and die.  The e-Petition, signed by 2,108 Canberrans is an indication that the community wants the ACT Government to be involved.
Human health impacts

As mynas are commensal birds (living in close proximity to people) any disease or pathogens they carry is a possible contaminant to humans:  

.
fecal dust containing a range of pathogens is a possible risk to school children as schools 

are hotspots for mynas – lunch food scraps being an easy source of food

· a case of fecal contamination of household tank water in Murrumbateman caused by mynas continually roosting on the house roof was reported to CIMAG in 2009.  It resulted in severe health problems for a 4yr old child and the owners having to spend over $6,000 to install water purification for their only source of potable water

.
Ornithonysus bursia mite, carried by mynas, can cause dermatitis in humans8    

.
if ever avian influenza takes hold in the native bird population (likely source being poultry farms) mynas and pigeons – because of their commensal attributes -  will likely be a vector for spreading the disease from the bird population to the human population.

Urban amenity loss 
Concern about Indian Mynas is not just an issue regarding conservation of native animals or agricultural production loss. The loss of social amenity caused by mynas – nearby raucous roosts, fouling of domestic courtyards and bbq areas, displacement of small birds in gardens – is a major concern to Canberrans and can have a severe impact on liveability.  More members join CIMAG’s community-action program because of these things than from an awareness of the threat mynas pose to our wildlife.  
Statements in Minister’s Letter to Assembly Clerk in Response to CIMAG e-Petition

Minister Vassarotti’s letter to the Clerk of the Assembly in response to the CIMAG e-Petition, contains statements that are either in error, questionable or poorly thought-out.

a).  it cites Kate Grarock’s statement that “current cull efforts are not high enough to have significant widespread reductions on Common Myna abundance”, and that “natural reproduction, survival and / or immigration is able to replace the culled individuals”.  The inference is that culling is a waste of time and effort, so we should not bother.  But the sensible conclusion to draw from Kate’s statement is that CIMAG trapping efforts in suburbs alone are not enough and that the government needs to play its part, especially in culling on public lands and at public facilities in order to make a landscape difference.  It is not a reason to do nothing, but a reason to do more.  

b).  it asserts that mynas are “mainly in urban areas and that their presence in woodland habitats have declined significantly over the past 20 years”. The document “Long-term Trends in ACT Woodland Birds 1998-2019”, the source for this assertion, does not say this.  It says in summary that there has been an “overall downward trend” and cites a couple significant declines and small increases over the 20 year period. Also it says that the Reporting Rate has declined from medium to low.  The downward trend overall coincides with the CIMAG trapping program commencing in 2006 adjacent to a number of the locations of the woodland survey and that may well be the cause for the decline.  There is no data on each of the 15 locations, covering 142 sites, to know where the decline has happened, if it is consistent across all sites, or relates primarily to areas close to housing. While it is correct that mynas are in higher 
densities in urban areas – this is where its main food sources are – woodlands, ie nature reserves - are not the only habitat for ACT’s wildlife. 
c).  the letter asserts that mynas do not affect agricultural production.  This is wrong, as mentioned earlier.  While the impact may be low, it is not nothing.
d).  to cite the quotes from RSPCA that disparage the research work of Dr Grarock, supervised by one of Australia’s leading ecologists and statisticians at ANU, without citing the evidence of failed methodology, is unprofessional and meaningless.  Its assertion that “efforts to enhance bird diversity in urbanised areas would be better directed to improving the quality of natural habitat” has no practical basis.  The impracticality of changing the urban environment to make it less amenable to mynas was covered earlier.
e).  the authors of the Minister’s letter appear not to appreciate the link between CIMAG and COG.  
f).  the letter asserts that “there is currently insufficient evidence provided to suggest that Common Mynas have contributed to the decline of Matters of National Environmental Significance and threatened native bird species in particular”, and “whilst remaining a pest in urban environments, the threat posed by Common Mynas is considered low”.  These assertions are at odds with the research by Chris Tidemann and by Kate Grarock, which found that mynas have had, and are likely to have, an impact on native birds.  Moreover, the invasiveness of the bird and its known impact on birdlife internationally should be heeded, and not downplayed.  The precautionary principle should apply to nature conservation where there is any possibility of irreparable harm. 

Conclusion

It is now opportune for the ACT Government to build on the infrastructure, community knowledge and goodwill that CIMAG has engendered over 18 years, by undertaking control measures on public land, by providing the overarching framework for control, and to stimulate business engagement in the project so as to provide the needed whole-of-landscape approach to myna control. Any further abrogation of its responsibility will enable myna numbers to increase across urban and peri-urban woodlands to the detriment of the ACT natural and human environment.  
WA Handke OAM
on behalf of the Canberra Indian Myna Action Group Inc
14 March 2024 

Footnote:

1. CIMAG was formed by members of the Canberra Ornithologists Group in April 2006 and 3 former COG Presidents were on the inaugural CIMAG Committee.  Over the subsequent years, 2,988 Canberra / Queanbeyan residents have joined the group. Members of the CIMAG Committee are members of COG and the CIMAG President is one of the COG members who undertake the quarterly woodland bird surveys.
2. “How Many Common Mynas In the ACT?”, Martin Butterfield, Coordinator, Garden Bird Survey, Canberra Ornithologists Group Inc. 29 June 2009 calculated, using COG Garden Bird Survey data, that the mid-point of the range was 93,000 while the upper end of the range could be as high as 
182,000.  In a presentation to a COG meeting in 2006, Dr Chris Tidemann, using transect survey data calculated myna density at 150 birds per km2, equating to around 150,000 birds in the ACT at that time. This was the high point in myna numbers in the ACT as CIMAG trapping began in that year which drastically reduced myna numbers across the Territory in the next few years. 

3. GBS survey data, now in its 43rd year, record the spread of mynas across Canberra suburbs and was used by Dr Kate Grarock in research for her PhD thesis. 
4. Pell, A.S. and Tidemann, C.R. 1997, ‘The impact of two exotic hollow-nesting birds on two native parrots in savannah and woodland in eastern Australia’. 

5. Grarock, K, Tidemann, C, Wood, J, & Lindenmayer, D 2012, 'Is it benign or is it a pariah? Empirical evidence for the impact of the common Myna (Acridotheres tristis) on Australian birds'. 
Grarock, K, Tidemann, C, Wood, J et al 2014, 'Are invasive species drivers of native species decline or passengers of habitat modification? A case study of the impact of the common myna (Acridotheres tristis) on Australian bird species'. 
Dr Grarock’s research, supervised by one of Australia’s leading ecologists, Prof Lindenmayer AM, with statistical analysis support by ANU’s eminent statistician, concluded that as mynas became established this impacted on both hollow-nesting birds and also small birds.  The above two papers identified a total of 15 small birds as being affected, and 4 large birds.  
Grarock, K, Lindenmayer, D, Wood, J et al 2013, 'Does Human-Induced Habitat Modification Influence the Impact of Introduced Species? A Case Study on Cavity-Nesting by the Introduced Common Myna (Acridotheres tristis) and Two Australian Native Parrots'. 
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