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National Standards - Partners

Society for Ecological Restoration Australasia (SERA)

In collaboration with 12 Partner NGOs:

Australian Association of Bush Regenerators (AABR) :i:

Australian Institute of Landscape Architects (AILA) T —
Australian Network for Plant Conservation (ANPC) ... WK’/ FaffnaAssodaﬂon
Australian Seed Bank Partnership (ASBP) SEEDBARR

Bush Heritage Australia (BHA) x
Gondwana Link Z]:fnl}(]?f%{?@ N/ :
Greening Australia (GA) At Plant Conservation inc - Wetandcare
Indigenous Flora and Fauna Association (IFFA)

The Nature Conservancy (TNC) (Advisor) @ : =
Trees For Life (TFL) Mrees For 1 ife of Candscape Aronecrs TR
Trust for Nature Vic (TFN Vic) AR
WetlandCare Australia (WCA) “E’ W { ‘/ gondwana link
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e Mandatory —i.e. mandated by a regulator as
part of consent conditions, or

Non-mandatory — i.e. undertaken by agencies
and communities to repair past damage. e
(Therefore we draw on experience from both)
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THE NEED FOR RESTORATION ACROSS
AUSTRALIA IS NOW VERY LARGE AND
PRESSING

(Protected areas are insufficient to meet the needs

of nature conservation)




1. Standards for OUTCOMES:
5-star recovery tool

2. Standards for PRACTICE:

Section 3 - table of 20 actions
* Planning

* Implementation

* Monitoring
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Principle 1. Ecological restoration practice is based on an

appropriate local indigenous reference ecosystem (adapted if
necessary to environmental change)

Principle 2. Restoration inputs will be dictated by level of
resilience and degradation (to most efficiently rebuild resilience)

Principle 3. Recovery of ecosystem attributes is facilitated by
identifying clear targets, goals and objectives

Principle 4. Full recovery is the goal of ecological restoration
but outcomes may take long timeframes (continual improvement)

Principle 5. Restoration science and practice are synergistic

Principle 6. Social aspects are critical to successful ecological
restoration.
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e Ecological restoration differs from other forms of
~__ environmental repair — as it is fully based on the use of an
A appropriate local indigenous ecosystem model

SPECTRUM OF ENVIRONMENTAL REPAIR

Feasibility and intent to restore
based on local indigenous
reference ecosystem

Restored
local indigenous
ecosystems

G @ itigation wesy ¢mm Rehabilitation wsp 4m Ecological Restoration wpy [

SIMILARITY TO LOCALLY INDIGENOUS ECOSYSTEM
2 ) SR \3 T TR G 3
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Restoration = process of assisting the
recovery of degraded ecosystems (with
the aim of full recovery)

Rehabilitation = process of reinstating
ecosystem functionality (where full

recovery is far from the aspiration)

BUT emphasis is on level of recovery and
highest and best effort to achieve net gain




This is desiézned to track the degree of
recovery being achieved at a site over time '
relative to the project’s locally indigenous
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each of six attributes: -

Ly m_ ' - Q ;

hreats

IO >~

thysical conditions

Species fc'o'm position

Community structure
Ecosystem function
External exchanges
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How will the Standards work?

Voluntary adoption for highest and best outcome
Influencing regulators to use terminology and model # *
Dovetailing with SER certification and training

Ongoing industry-wide sharing of knowledge to
optimise the realisation of sustainability goals
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:' RESULTS: Lantana ‘slashing’— Forest Edge A
prewouiy domlpated by Lantana %
“thickets - and some scattered

regrowth tﬁees)

Years after Earlier Later
treatment woody phase phase
species
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= Coreen TSR, Riverina NSW, after grazing
=~ management (now 1000s hectares treated)
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nowy Munis, NSW, siI
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Sponsors

SER Australasia and its Partners also

gratefully acknowledge the following  &;Nature (s ‘LSEED?/{NK
organizations whose financial

contributions by the date of publication

made the project possible: Indigenous Flora and

Fauna Association
The Nature Conservancy (through its
Ecological Science Program, which is
generously funded by The Thomas
Foundation), Curtin University, The University
of Western Australia, Australian Seed Bank
Partnership, Indigenous Flora and Fauna
Association, Australian Association of Bush P VECTERN
Regenerators, Bush-It, Ecosure, Bushland and UAUSTRALIA
Rainforest Restoration & Consulting, Hanson == Pite Eates
Construction Materials and “Hanson E& el

Little Gecko Media.

Atl







- f e 5 " P B — ”~ )/ J SOV E ) 2
) e P 2 Py % :

1 R F e :

/ - ¥ P 24 -~y o 3 . t".{' ﬁ;{";’.’ e i 3

; ¥ AP T - LB p
o L R , w[ % 5 Wi Lyl
> . - : Bl ¢ ‘nx h\ﬁ o A
y . 12 Al i 2/ AL . 4 L
— \ A e

‘ “ - .--.-;:A/A»‘_h~ NG "’ 1-1‘ AN g T W -~ 7

=" Future directions?
:;f,' Supplementary.document looking at scaling up of

-~ restoration — and desirable attributes of projects:

1. Strategic advantage in space and time

2. Threatened species potentially benefiting
3. Pervasiveness of threats addressed 2
4. Degree project informed by ecological knowledge ' =8
5. Project culturally embedded 7
6. Secure institutional support







