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Baddeley, C J 1985 Wellington Hawke's Bay Conservancy not 1980-12 1991-12
the  from i Deer, abundance Forest Research Institute Bulletin No accepted (problem with database) - area office.
Park 106 entered instead, though may not be cortect
i i (needs checking)
areas 1080 thasn't been continued since the early
19905 Itis unlikely to be recommenced
1989-12 1990-12
between areas by viewing the pads for fresh
footprints
Toidentify seasonal and sex movement Baseline measurement Sample methodnot  1986-12 1988-12
differences specified
deer density Study of changes in ecological status and 1982-12 1982-12
monitoring, skilled integrity Lastest date of survey unknown
management operators
it Ongoing site management 1988-12 1988-12
possible
uniteffort Monit Sample methods not specified 1983-12 198512
Sample methods not specified 1983-12 198512
management nomore cattle
Deer Study of changes in ecological status and 1983-12 1984-12
management Very reliable, skilled operators integrity Species of deer not specified
To monitor er day. 2002:07 2002:07
and measure management effectiveness
Monitor deer density Measure changes in ecological status and 1975-12 1975-12
management Reliable for 1982, skilled operators grity
Deer Measure changes in ecological status and 1982-12 1982-12
management Reliable for 1982, skilled operators integrity
Transects 200112 200112
of post-intervention management
Ongoing management 1992-12 1993-12
assisted by a rabbit-tracking dog flushed out
rabbits remaining after the poison operation which
were then shot
Notspecified in the original data record Notspe Not specified Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1990-01 1990-01

other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap No.
sampling design or monitoring technique were
specifiedin the dataset No specifc lterature
reference was mentioned by the original dataset

Postintervention management, and Measure  Number of goats seen per hunter day 2002:07 2002-07 21/07/2010
management effectiveness

goat er day 2002:07 200207 21/07/2010

numbers after control operation and measure

management effectiveness
Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1994-12 1995-12
across Southland Conservancy; To monitor of pellets other) were provided, and therefore respective:
changes in ecological status and integrity conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
goat 2002:07 2003-07
numbers after control operation and measure
management effectiveness
& 2002:07 2002-07 21/07/2010
numbers after control operation and measure
management effectiveness
2uyear, Nospatialinformation (easting northingorany ~ 1992-12 1992-12
isits; To y y other) were provided, and therefore respective
monitor changes in ecological status and integrity conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
1981-12 1982-12
inventory and to establish changes in ecological.
status and integrity
goat hunter day 2002:07 2002:07
numbers after control operation and measure
management effectiveness
 Wolf 200212 200312
Agency Trap Catch
Protocol (version IV), using 20 Victor No 1traps
0n 30 lines, marked with biodegradable tape The.
protocol was followed for checking and recording -
12traps n each line, 15 lines in the ground control
block and 12 lines in the aerial control block
Deer 0 establish Nospatial information (easting northingorany ~ 1984-12 1984-12
changes in ecological status and integrity other) were provided, and therefore respective

conservancy locality is shown on the NZ map




Nospatialinformation (easting northing orany ~ 1983-12 1984-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

goat
numbers after control operation and measure
management effectiveness

hunter day 2002:07 200207

- i Possum 200212 200412

randomly located lines of 10 Victor No 1 traps
over3nights Lines were placed within 200m

i & 2002:07 2002-07
numbers after control operation and measure
management effectiveness
Sixlines of ee 2003:01 2004-01
nights . -
brackets
firm on contract
2002:03 2003-03
measure management effectiveness version) Each contract block was dividedinto sub
units of an average size of around 300 hectares
Only three lines were monitored in each of the sub,
units as opposed to the five lines specified in the.
contracts This decision was made because of the
tight schedule in which the monitoring had to be
completed
Deer density monitoring Second measureinthe  2nd measure 1998, DOC. Standard feld form Nospatial information (easting northingorany  1998-12 1998-12
Murchison Mountains was done to indicate other) were provided, and therefore respective
‘whetherthere had been any change in the same conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
catchments overtime Latest survey date unknown
Tomonitor deer density for comparison of effect Nospatial information (easting northing orany ~ 1986-12 1986-12
of various deer hunting regimes within Murchison other) were provided, and therefore respective:
Mtswith commercial control i the Stuart Mts, for conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
inventory and to measure management Latest survey date unknown
effectiveness
Tomonitor deer density, additional measures Nospatial information (easting northing orany ~ 1998-12 1998-12
done toindicate whether there had been any other) were provided, and therefore respective:
change inthe catchments over time; to measure. conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
status and trend and measure management Latest survey date unknown
effectiveness
Tomonitor deer density, to compare effect of Nospatial information (easting northing orany ~ 1986-12 1986-12
different deer hunting regimes within Murchison other) were provided, and therefore respective:
Mountains for inventory and to measure conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
management regimes and effectiveness Latest survey date unknown
Tomonitor deer density in Murchison Mountainsto. Nospatial information (easting northing orany ~ 1998-12 1998-12
indicate whether there had been any change in other) were provided, and therefore respective:
the same catchments over time; additionally, to conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
measure status and trend and management Latest survey date unknown
effectiveness
Tomonitor deer density inthe Murchison Nospatial information (easting northing orany ~ 1998-12 1998-12
Mountains to indicate whether there had been any other) were provided, and therefore respective:
change inthe same catchments over time; conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
additionally to measure status and trend and Latest survey date unknown
management effectiveness
Tomonitor deer 1985, Nospatial information (easting northing orany ~ 1986-12 1986-12
different deer hunting regimes within Murchison other) were provided, and therefore respective:
Mountains for inventory and to measure conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
management effectiveness and compare Latest survey date unknown
management regimes
8 Reliable Orig Nospatialinformation (easting northing orany ~ 1997-12 1997-12
Y other) were provided, and therefore respective:
population estimate can be constructedand  onhelicopter flights Also sightings/kills made by conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
sity and Purpose status and trend, management
population structure recorded on standardforms Ground hunting effectiveness and identify changes in ecological
operations run for approx ten daysin spring, statusandintegrity Latest survey date unknown
autumn and winter Aerial control ops as All-year monitoring
conditions allow throughout summer
Tomonitor goat numbers after control operation Nospatial information (easting northingorany ~ 1999-12 200112

and measure management effectiveness

other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Publication information Judas Goat Operation,
Fiordland National Park Neale Burn/Glade Burn
Unpublished reporton File NHT-02-11, Te Anau
Avea Office

21/05/2012

21/07/2010

9/06/2011

21/07/2010

9/06/2011

9/06/2011

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012




Postintervention managementto monitor goat
numbers after control operation and measure
management effectiveness

measure management effectiveness

Postintervention management to monitor goat
numbers after control operation and measure
management effectiveness

management

rabbits remaining after the poison operation which
were then shot - The last rabbit on Rose Istand
could not be caught using the dog or spotighting
Lanes Ace leg-hold traps were setin the area the

rabbitwas known to be using
though not iabl 1982/83 1985
ecological status and integrity
nd
other palatable species
g Measured
regimes between Murchison Mountainswith  field workers Hunter effort, done by aerial
commercial controlin the Stuart Mountainsand ~ surveys
measure management effectiveness
g Measured
fleld workers Hunter
subsidised) with commercial control in the Stuart
Mountains and measure management
effectiveness
g Measured Baddeley 1987 Standard
regimes between Murchison Mountains fleldworkers Hunter effortand aerialsurveys  field form
(Government subsidised) with commercial control
in the Stuart Mountains (See entry under
Murchison Mountains)
g Measured Baddeley 1987 Standard
fieldworkers Hunter fletd form
subsidised) with commercial controlin the Stuart
Mountains and measure management
effectiveness
g Measured Baddeley 1987 Standard
fieldworkers Hunter fletd form
subsidised) with commercial controlin the Stuart
Mountains and measure management
effectiveness
Deer very reliable

inventory and to establish changes in ecological.
status and integrity

Postintervention management to monitor goat
numbers after control operation and measure
management effectiveness

pelletcounts

‘subjective”, while

management effectiveness

To monitor deer density for inventory and to.

“hunter effort"

Pellet

integrity

goat
numbers after control operation and measure
management effectiveness

description "mark recapture” and *hunter effort”

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latest survey date unknown Monitoring in winter
(June-August), July entered

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Monitoring during winter (June to August), July
entered

Nospatial Information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Sample/ monitoring methods not specified

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Monitoring undertaken all year

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latestsurvey date unknown Wapitientered as
‘deer'for keywords Sample emthod not
specified

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latest survey date unknown Wapitientered as
‘deer'for keywords Sample method not
specified

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latest survey date unknown Wapitientered as
‘deer'for keywords Sample method not
specified

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latest survey date unknown Wapitientered as
‘deer'for keywords Sample method not
specified

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latestsurvey date unknown Wapitientered as
‘deer'for keywords Sample method not
specified

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Latest survey date unknown Monitoring during,
winter (June-Aug), July entered_ Nomethod
formation supplied

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latest survey date unknown Monitoring during
Winter (June - Aug), Juy entered_ Method
description notincluded

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Habitat not specified No specific terature
reference was mentioned in the original dataset

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Monitoring during Winter (June - Aug), July
entered

2002:07

200301

2002:07

199212

198212

198612

198612

198612

198612

198612

198612

198412

2002:07

2002:07

198412

2002:07

200207

200401

200307

199312

1986-12

1986-12

1986-12

1986-12

1986-12

1986-12

198512

200207

200207

1997-12

200307

21/05/2012

21/07/2010

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012

21/05/2012




with return
intervals for goat control of 2
years, auditing every 5 years

15)  Moni i foliar browse i i
for Possum  index" (NPCAProtocol) return intervals of 5 years,
jvenfor flora values, extendingto future return
intervals of 6 years
effectiveness of goat control
effectiveness of goat control
‘whether aerial or ground)
Postintervention management o audit the. Killrate total number of goats Killed divided by total
effectiveness of goat control number of days hunted (all hunter days
combined)
ubjective’
75) effort Ongoing project, with ntention
for to maintain Karioi Mountain
flora values free of goats
of feral goat control
NPCA Protocol
or ground
random Secondary
monitoring technique indentified as "Follo-browse
index’, without specification of aerial or ground
effectiveness of goat control
“random" Secondary monitori
identified as "Folio-browse inde;
specified aerial or ground
effectiveness of goat control "Hunter effort"
random’; ing  NPCA Protocol
Secondary
Protection Project monitoring technique - Territory mapping
effectiveness of goat control
“hunter effort"
effectiveness of goat control
effectiveness of goat control
NPCA Protocol
effectiveness of possum control (RTC) Secondary monitoring technique *Folio-
browse index” - not specified aerial or ground
Sampling design "random”
effectiveness of goat control
random’; ing  NPCA Protocol
effectiveness of possum control technique Residual trap catch (RTC) Secondary
monitoring technique *Folio-browse index" - not
specified aerial or ground
random’; NPCA Protocol
effectiveness of possum control technique Residual trap catch (RTC)

“hunter effort* and

Latest survey date unknown Method descriptions
non-specific
Latestsurvey date unknown

Latest survey date unknown

Latest survey date unknown

Latest survey date unknown

Latest survey date unknown

Latestsurvey date unknown No specific
literature reference was mentioned by the original.
dataset

Latest survey date unknown Monitoring.
technique identified as *hunter effort" so entered
as"catch per uniteffort”

Latest survey date unknown No specific
terature reference was mentioned by the original.
dataset

Latest survey date unknown No specific
terature reference was mentioned by the original.
dataset

Latest survey date unknown No specific
terature reference was mentioned by the original.
dataset Adaptmanagement Monitoring
technique identified as "hunter effort”, entered as
“catch per unit effort"

Latest survey date unknown No specific
terature reference was mentioned by the original.
dataset Additional monitoring method - terrtory
mapping

Latestsurvey date unknown Adapt management
Nospecificlterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset

Adaptmanagement Latest survey date unknown
Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset

Nospecific literature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Latest survey date unknown
Monitoring technique "hunter effort” entered as.
“catch per uniteffort" Adaptmanagement

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Latest survey date unknown
Adaptmanagement

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Latest survey date unknown
‘Adapt management Monitoringtechnique
identified as "hunter effort", entered as "catch per
uniteffort

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

2001-03

200112

199512

199812

199412

200112

198512

199912

199912

199512

199512

199512

198512

197812

198912

199612

199612

199512

199512

199512

199412

199512

198412

200902

200112

199512

1998-12

199412

2001-12

1985-12

199912

1999-12

1995-12

1995-12

199512

198512

1989-12

1996-12

1996-12

1995-12

1995-12

199512

199412

1995-12

198412

14/05/2010




technique identified as*Folio-browse index’,
though not specified aerial or ground

effectiveness of goat control

effectiveness of goat control

and trends in animal abundance as a means of

monitoring the effectiveness of control measures

*hunter effort* and

technique B
Secondary monitoring technique "Folio-browse
index, though not specified aerial or ground

“hunter effort* and

technique "Resi 5

Sampling design "Subjective"; monitoring

techniques "hunter effort” and

auditeffectiveness  National Goat Management Plan Rankinggiven ~ (20mx20m)*
of feral goatcontrol  forflora values
Possum  technique "Resi B
auditeffectiveness  Management Plan Secondary monitoring technique "Foliar Browse
of possum control Index'; Tertiary monitoring technique *transect
based distance sampling”
effectiveness of goat control
effectiveness of goat control
(RTC)"

Secondary
monitoring technique *Folio-browse index’,
though not specified as aerlal or ground

“hunter effort" and

Secondary
monitoring technique identified as "Folio-browse
index, though not specified aerial or ground

Killrate

goat
controlinthe DOC National Goat Management
Plan

i Secondary
monitoring technique identified as "Folio-browse
index, though not specified aerial or ground

ingoat
abundance throughtime

of kils per day using.
hunter's incidental reports and diaries

NPCAProtocol

NPCATrap Catch Protocol, Standard feld form

NPCA Protocol

NPCA Protocol

NPCA Protocol

NPCAProtocol

NPCAProtocol

Notspecified

NPCA Protocol

Notspecified

NPCA Protocol

Notspecified

NPCA Protocol

Stronge, D and A Dijkgraaf (2001) Wid Animal
Control Report 1998/99 & 1999/2000 Wanganui
Conservancy Wanganui, Wanganui Conservancy,
Department of Canservation Standard feld form

population changes and an indication

Ongoing project, with return
intervals for goat control of 2
years, auditing every 5-10
years

Ongoing project, with return
intervals for possum control of
3-6years, auditing every 5
years

Ongoing project, with effort
appliedinresponse to
detection (biosecurity)

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date uknown

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management

Startyear not known, 2003 entered as default
(vear metadata collected)

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

Nospecific terature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

Nospecific terature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

Nospecific lterature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

Nospecific terature reference was mentioned by
the original dataset Adapt management Latest
survey date unknown

Startyear not known, 2003 entered as default
(vear metadata collected)

LatestSurvey Date Unknown Produced
unpublished internal report PSM 0304

198412

199412

199112

201112

198512

199512

198512
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200512

199212

199412

199412

199812

199812

1997-12

199412

199812

199612

2000-12

199912

11112

199512

198412

199412

200212

201112

198512

1995-12

198512

1986-12

200512

200512

199312

1994-12

199412

1998-12

1998-12

1994-12

1998-12

1996-12

2000-12

199912

11112

200212

18/06/2012

18/06/2012

18/06/2012

18/06/2012

18/06/2012

18/06/2012

18/06/2012

18/06/2012

4/08/2010

4/08/2010

18/06/2012

18/06/2012

18/06/2012

18/06/2012

18/06/2012

18/06/2012

18/06/2012

18/06/2012

18/06/2012

4/08/2010
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18/06/2012

18/06/2012




more in-depth monitoring is required

Pemberton Memorial Park Scenic Reserve

protacol

pper
around bat stations while cleaning up lines

1997 and 1998
operation at Douglas North (private tand) survey for animals.
NPCA'
ScenicReserve protocol
operation
NPCATrap
orlesshas been acheived Were setwith 10 traps per lne for a total of 3570 5
trap nights with a  trap night deducted for every
SPrUNg trap and non-target species catch three
strata used
animal pests at Egmont National Park 1979, 451 1984,51n 1995
Reserve population changes and an indication of whether
more in-depth monitoring i required
iitahi countlines i 19834
poor, canopy may collapse ) and 1997 ( Resurvey scheduled for 2004)
Tomonitor deer populations following control
operation at Huroa (private land)
possum NPCA'
0216812; Sampling.
design“random’
catch (RTC)
T sign
operation at Hutiwai/Mohakatino
NPCA
Coastal, Rameka and
Tui reducedto lessthan 2,4, 5.and 5% RTC
respectively.
Reserve NPCA protocol followed
ScenicReserve protocol
operations
protocol Not
ScenicReserve protocol
Tomonitor for deer sign/animal

operation at Kotare/Damper (private land)

Tomonitor for deer
operation at Kotare/Damper

Tomonitor deer populations folloving control
operation at Lower Whenuakura (Private)

Tomonitor deer populations following control
operation at Maikaikatea (private land)

Produced an unpublished internal report PSM

Latest survey date unknown Produced
unpublished internal feports PSM 0600 &
PestLink Op Report

Latest survey date unknown Produced internal
unpublished report(s) PSM 0600 & PestLink
Op Report

Started severaltimes 1977, 1979, 1984/5, and
1995 This particular study included other Feral
Herbivores butit only mentions Goats as an
example

Produced an internal unpublished report PSM

Data used to assess effects of management;
Monitoring during Autumn/Winter (June entered)
Frequency of monitoring "pre & post-
management’ Latest survey date unknown
reference of report produced NHT 0216812
Peslink Report 0304GDBO1

Additional purpose to measure management
effectiveness, used to assess effects of
management; Monitoring during spring/summer
(November entered) Frequency of monitoring
"pre & post-management” Latest survey date
unknown Reference of report produced NHT 02
16812 Pestlink Report 0304GDBO1

Latest survey date unknown Produced an
unpublished interal report PSM 0600 &PestLink.
Op Report

Latest survey date unknown Produced an
unpublished internal report PSM 0600 & PestLink
Op Report

Produced an unpublished internal report PSM
0600&PestLink Op Report

199512

199512

1997-12

199912

199512

199912

199512

199512

198412

199912

2003-06

199912

200311

199512

199512

199912

199512

199912

199912

199912

199912

200212

199512

1998-12

200506

199512

200405

200312

199512

200212

1997-12

2004-12

200308

200406

200311

1995-12

199512

200001

199512

200506

200506

200312

200312




Reserve

population changes and an indication of whether
more in-depth monitoring is required

possun

Sampling

effects of management and measure
management effectiveness

design "random’
Residual Trap Catch (RTC)

Sampling

treatment area reduced to under 5% RTC
Measure management effectiveness, and assess
effects of management

design "random’
Residual Trap Catch (RTC)

NPCATrap Catch Protocol; Standard field form

NPCATrap Catch Protocol; Standard field form

Aprl2002
Traps(paint pails
buried flush with
grouwere baited with
tinned pear No
capturesin 1298 trap
nights were detected
atAtuanui Scenic
Reserve (North
Auckland) No
capturesin 1438 trap

term)i eroups
organisms (to date veg, rodents, skinks, inverts)

Tomonitor deer populations following control
operation at Makino/Mangaowata

Toensure that reduced possum numbers ata
level that does not threaten the continued
existence of native flora and fauna at Makohine
Reserve

inside forest edge Grid =5 rows x5 columns,
it (ie 25traps ateachsite) 10

trapnights

Reserve

Tomonitor deer populations following control
operation at Mangamingi

population changes and an indication of whether
more in-depth monitoring is required

Mangaweka
Reserves

protacol

Scenic Reserve

Tomonitor deer populations following control
operation at Marco Hill

Tomonitor deer populations following control
operation at Matau/Matarangi

Tomonitor deer populations following control
operation at Matau/Pehu (Private)

protocol

Tomonitor deer populations followiing control
operation at Mokau/Panarau

Tomonitor deer populations following control
operation at Moki/Mangapapa

on previous operation

Scenic Reserve

protocol

Tomonitor deer populations following control
operation at at North Waltaanga

DDM-24821

Produced an unpublished internal report PSM

Latest survey date unknown; monitoring during
Autumn/Winter (June entered) Frequency of
monitoring *Pre & post-management* Reference
of report produced NHT-02-16-82 Pestlink
Report 0405GDB01

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring during
Autumn/Winter, (June entered) Frequency of
monitoring *Pre & post-management" Reference
of report produced NHT-02-16-82 Pestlink
Report 0405GDB01

Other Atuanui monitoring programmes (birds,
invertes, fodents, skinks, vegetation) also running
Numbers of related projects INVOO1, HPAUOO1,
BIAU023

Latest Survey date unknown Produced an
unpublished interal DoC report PSM 0600 &
PestLink Op Report

Method Description Unsureif protocol followed
References Produced aninternal unpublished
report PSM 0304

No sampling design was specified n the dataset

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
LatestSurvey Date Unknown Produced an
unpublished internal report PSM 0600 & PestLink
Op Report

Produced an unpublished internal report PSM
06004 PestLink Op Report Latest survey date
unknown

No sampling design was spet

No sampling design was specified n the dataset

No sampling design was speci

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

No sampling design was specified in the dataset

No sampling design was specified in the dataset

Latest survey date unknown Produced an
unpublished interal report PSM 0600 &PestLink.
Op Report

Startyear not known, 2004 entered as default
(vear metadata collected) Latest Survey Date
Unknown No spatialinformation (easting
northing or any other) were provided, and
therefore respective conservancy localityis
shown on the NZmap. No sampling design was
specified n the dataset Nomonitoring technique.
was specified n the dataset

No sampling design was specified n the dataset
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2002-04
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200408

200408
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1995-12
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200312
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200312

200312
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11112
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18/06/2012

19/06/2012

19/06/2012

28/07/2010

19/06/2012

19/06/2012

19/06/2012

19/06/2012

19/06/2012

19/06/2012

19/06/2012

19/06/2012

19/06/2012

19/06/2012

19/06/2012

19/06/2012

19/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012




Not

ScenicReserve protocol
Tomonitor deer populations following control
operation at Omahine (private land)
Tomonitor deer populations followiing control
operation at Otomukura

Nur ter Notspecified

i identally

encountered Sampling design "subjective”

Tomonitor possum numbers Didn'trefer to NPCA Protocol or RTC Raised sets

were used to avoid weka catch Raised sets were
used Not sure how monitored population
Monitoring technique identified as *trapping"

To monitor toa control 10Uines of 10traps. NPCATrap Catch Protocol
controlis undertaken operation
atCanaan to protect
landsnails
Monitoring, using
methodology, s
requiredto
iodi a control 8linesof 10traps 2of the pre lines NPCATrap Catch Protocol
controlis undertaken operation were not remeastred as they fell outside the final
atCanaan to protect controlarea
tandsnails
Monitoring, using
standard RTC
methodology, is
requiredto
determine post-
possur Sampling  NPCA Trap Catch Protocol; Standard field form
design "random’
management effectiveness and assess effectsof ~ Residual Trap Catch
management
Sampling  NPCA Trap Catch Protocol; Standard field form
design "random’
treatment area reduced tolessthan 1% RTC,  Residual Trap Catch
measure management effectiveness and assess
effects of management
InMay 199

traps and

management effectiveness

spotiighting Post operation monitoring was
carried out by counting dead possums found near
the stations The population was too lowto carry
outatrap catch survey of the possum population
usingthe standard procedures Sampling design
notspecified, monitoring technique "hunter

effort*
possum NPCATrap
"random
management effectiveness and assess effectsof ~Trap Catch
management
NPCATrap
"random
treatment area reduced tolessthan 3% RTC,  Trap Catch
measure management effectiveness and assess
effects of management
random i NPCATrap

numbers are at RTC of 1% & 3% or less and
measure management effectiveness

RTC - Residual Trap Catch

LatestSurvey date unknown Produced an 1995-12
unpublished internal report PSM 0600 & PestLink
Op Report

No sampling design was specified inthe dataset  1999-12

No sampling design was specified inthe dataset  1999-12

Nospatial information (easting, northing, etc) was 1997-06.
provided, and therefore respective conservancy.

locallty is shown on the NZmap  Frequency

ntified as Post-management Moni
Autumn/ winter, June entered Reference report
produced File ANI 007 volume 4and PestLink
Op Report 0304SND16.

Nospatial information (easting northingorany  1996-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

Monitoring “allyear" December entered

Monitoringf requency unknown  Reference feport
produced ANI002E volume 1folio 44 & Pestlink

Op Report 0304SND10.

2005-07

2005-10

Nospatialinformation (easting, northing) 2001-06
provided, and therefore respective conservancy.

locality shown onthe map Latestsurvey date

unknown Frequency Pre &post-management

Monitoring during Autumn/ winter- June entered

Reference of report produced NHT 0216813

Pestlink Report 0304GDB03.

Nospatialinformation (easting, northing) 2001-09
provided, and therefore respective conservancy.

locality shown onthe map Latestsurvey date

unknown Frequency Pre &post-management

Monitoring during Winter / spring, September

entered Reportproduced NHT 02 16813

Pestlink Report 0304GDB03.

Nospatialinformation (easting, northing) 1995-04
provided, and therefore respective conservancy.

ocality shown onthe map Frequency identified
as"post-management’; monitoring during

Autumn (March-May) April entered

Nospatial information (easting or northing) 2001-06
provided, therefore respective conservancy

locality is shown onthe NZmap Latestsrvey

date unknown; frequency Pre & post-

management Monitoring during Autumn / winter,

June entered Reference of report produced

REHO15T48 Pestink Report 0405GDB02

Nospatial information (easting or northing) 200111
provided, therefore respective conservancy

locality is shown onthe map Latest survey date

unknown Frequency Pre & post-management

Monitoring during Spring / summer, November

entered Reference of report produced

REHO15T48 Pestink Report 0405GDB02

Nospatial information (easting or northing) 2001-01
provided, therefore respective conservancy

locality is shown onthe map Latest survey date

unknown; frequency post-management

Monitoring in Summer (Dec - Feb) Jan entered

Cobb trapcatch monitoring (WGNHO 99129)

Cobb contract monitoring WGNHO 113875

199512

200312

200312

200306

200312

200507

2005-10

200108

200109

2000-04

200108

200111

200101

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

6/08/2010

6/08/2010

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012




does not threaten the continued existence of

native flora and fauna and measure management

effectiveness
s per
used; waxtags were used in 2008; method used as
per NPCA (National Possum Control Agenci
protocol
effectiveness at Mu
Territory ird nesting_for thi
mapping for feral pigs habitat. Attach radio tracking collars topigsto  conservancy
understand their use of the landscape Territory.
mapping
Noinformation supplied
Not specified Not specified Not specified
Notspecified
Residual Trap Catch protocol
To control possums atTe Anua Notspecified Notspecified
2004
random’; monitoring
management effectiveness techniques "hunter effort" and mark
recapturelresight
Postintervention managementto monitor goat  Sampling design *subjective"; monitoring Standard feld form
numbers after control operation and measure  technique "hunter effort”, entered as Catch Per
management effectiveness UnitEffort
a control 14lines of 10traps NPCA Trap Catch Protocol
atFarewell Spitby
the Animal Health
Boardfor Th
management (from
The
Department
undertook a ground
control operation
prior tothis in 2005
Monitoring, using
which Landcare Trap Catch
firaps overthree fine  Protocol,
management effectiveness nights Traps were raised above ground, to avoid
putting birds ariskSampling design "random”,
monitoring technique RTC - Residual Trap Catch
random’, i NPCATrap

1%RTC and measure management effectiveness

Trap Catch

&
numbers after control operation and measure
management effectiveness

ubjective", monitoring
technique "hunter effort”

Sample methods notknown  Frequency andmost  1995-12 199512
recent monitoring date notknown  Pestlink report
produced, reference unknown

20/06/2012

2002:01 200809 30/06/2010

200212 200312 22/07/2010

2007-12 2007-12 9/06/2011

Nospatial information (easting or northing) 1998-12 1998-12
provided, therefore respective conservancy

locally is shown onthe NZmap  Sampling

methods not specified - dummy values entered

Date of latest monitoring and frequency of

monitoring not specified

20/06/2012

Site details, sampling methods, habitat, latest  1996-12 1996-12 20/06/2012
monitoring dates and species measured attributes
not provided - dummay values entered

200312 200312 22/07/2010

Nospatial information (easting northingorany ~ 2001-12 200112
other) were provided, and therefore the

respective conservancy locality is shown on the

NZmap No sampling design was specified No

specifc lterature reference was mentioned in the

original dataset

20/06/2012

Nospatial information (easting or northing) 200111 200111
provided, therefore respective conservancy

locality is shown onthe NZmap Latestsrvey

date unknown; frequency post-management

Monitoring during spring/summer - Nov entered

Data on hunter returns and map showing location

of kills on File ANI 007

20/06/2012

Nospatial information (easting or northing) 1997-07 2003-07
provided, therefore respective conservancy

locality is shown onthe NZmap Frequency of

monitoring post-management; monitoring during

winter (June - Aug), July entered Reference

Sounds Goat Database & PestLink Op Report

03045ND12

20/06/2012

200512 200512 6/08/2010

Nospatial information (easting or northing) 1995-04 1995-04
provided, therefore respective conservancy

locality is shown onthe NZmap Latestsrvey

date unknown; requency post-management,

monitoring during Autumn (Mar-May), Apri
entered Reference ANI011&PestLink
Op Report 0203MOT04.

20/06/2012

Nospatial information provided, therefore. 2001-07 2003-07
respective conservancy localiy is shown on the

NZmap Frequency post-management;

monitoring in winter (June-Aug), July entered

Gouland pre-op trap-catch (WGNHO-127022) File

REHO15TOA Gouland map (WGNHO-116870) &

Pestlink Op Report 0203GDB13

20/06/2012

Nospatial information (easting or northing) 1997-07 2003-07
provided, therefore respective conservancy

locality is shown onthe NZmap Frequency of

monitoring post-management; monitoring during

winter (June - Aug), July entered Reference

Sounds Goat Database & PestLink Op Report

03045ND12

20/06/2012




treatment area reduced to less than 1% RTC,
measure management effectiveness and assess
effects of management

T12 Sampling
design “random", monitoring technique RTC -
ResidualTrap Catch

NPCATrap

Not specified Not specified
the Eyre Mountains
NPCATrap
T12; Sampling
design "randorn’,
effects of management Residual Trap Catch
Notspecified Notspecified NPCA Protocol Recorded in notebook
Notspecified Notspecified NPCA Protocol Recorded in notebook
Two  NPCATrap
Deviations Li
T random’,
monitoring technique RTC - Residual Trap Catch
goat ubjective”, monitoring
numbers after control operation and measure  technique "hunter effort",also killing any pigs or
Therefore
Notrap
effectiveness catch monitoring was undertaken prior to the.
operation in November 1997 Most raps were set
on Scotts board sets 1m offthe ground
Tomonitor deer populations following a control  Notspecified Notspecified
operation
& ubjective", monitoring
numbers after control operation and measure  technique "hunter effort”, entered as Catch Per
management effectiveness UnitEffort
Tomonitor deer populations following a control Notspecified
operation
Landcare Trap!
L
equalto 10%,
effectiveness Landcare branch sets 1m offthe ground
Sampling design "random”
Tomonitor deer populations following control  Not specified Notspecified
operation and measure management
effectiveness
NPCATrap
theground  (version V)

operation

monitoring was undertaken by DOC staff
Deviations Due to the presence of weka n the
treatment blocks, raised sets were used in pre and
postmonitoring (Raised 70 cm above the ground
onLsets) Sampling design random, moritoring
technique RTC - Residual Trap Catch

Nospatial information (easting or northing)
provided, therefore respective conservancy
locality is shown onthe NZmap Frequency of
monitoring pre &post-management; monitoring
during autumn/winter, June entered Latest survey
date unknown Reference REH 15T12 Pestlink
Report 0304GDB0S

Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap No.
sampling design was specified in the dataset No
specific terature reference was mentionedin the
original dataset. Latest monitoring date not
known

Nospatial information (easting or northing)
provided, therefore respective conservancy
localiy s shown onthe NZmap Lateststrvey
date unknown; frequency of monitoring pre &
post-management; monitoring during
spring/summer, Nov entered Ref REH15T12
Peslink Report 0304GDBOS.

Pestlink report produced, reference not available.
Latest monitoring date not known

Latestsurvey date notknown Pestlink report
produced, reference not known

Nospatial information (easting or northing)
provided, therefore respective conservancy
locality is shown onthe NZmap  Frequency of
monitoring post-management; monitoring in
spring (Sept-Nov), Octentered Ref DME
WGNHO 151780, on ile REH 15 T12, & PestLink
Op Report 0304GDBOS.

Nospatial information (easting or northing)
provided, therefore respective conservancy
locality is shown onthe NZmap  Frequency of
monitoring post-management; monitoring during
Autumn (Mar - May) April entered Reference File
ANI 007 volume 4 & Pestink Op Report
03045ND18.

Nospatial information (easting or northing)
provided, therefore respective conservancy
locality is shown onthe NZmap  Frequency of
monitoring post-management; monitoring during
Autumn (Mar - May) Aprilentered Ref File ANI
002C volume 2 folio 69 & Pestlink Op Report
0304SND11

No sampling design was specified in the dataset
Monitoring update frequency and dataset details
unknown

Nospatial information (easting or northing)
provided, therefore respective conservancy
locality is shown onthe NZmap Frequency of
monitoring post-management; monitoring during
Winter (June - Aug), Juy entered Reference
Sounds Goat Database & PestLink Op Report
03045ND12

No sampling design was specified n the dataset
Monitoring update frequency and dataset storage
unknown

Nospatial information (easting or northing)
provided, therefore respective conservancy
locality is shown onthe NZmap  Frequency of
monitoring post-management; monitoring during
Winter (June - Aug), Juy entered Reference ANI
00028 Volume 2& Pestlink Op Report
03045ND12

No sampling design was specified in the dataset
Monitoring update frequency and dataset storage
not known - dummy vales entered

Nospatial information (easting or northing)
provided, therefore respective conservancy
ocality is shown onthe NZm Latest survey date
unknown Monitoring frequency pre&post-
management Monitor in spring (Sept-Nov) Oct
entered Ref DME WGNHO-106828 File ANI011
&PestLink Op Report 0203MOT18

2003-06

199812

2006-12

200311

199612

199812

2003-10

199804

1997-04

199912

1997-07

199912

1996-07

199912

2000-10

200306

1998-12

2006-12

200311

1996-12

1998-12

2004-10

200304

200304

200312

200307

200312

200307

200312

2000-10

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

22/07/2010

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

20/06/2012

21/06/2012




Tomonitor deer populations following a control  Not specified Not specified
operation
Tomonitor deer populations following a control ot specified Notspecified
operation
i 2004
random”, monitoring
management effectiveness techniques “Hunter Effort” and Mark
Recapture/Resight
that does not threaten the continued existence of
native flora and fauna
Lines shown  NPCATrap Catch Protocal; Standard field form
0216811
“random®, i Residual
measure management effectiveness and assess Trap Catch
effects of management
NPCA Trap Catch Protocol Standard field form
Tomonitor deer populations following a control  Notspecified Notspecified
operation
Tomonitor deer populations following control  Not specified Notspecified

operation and measure management
effectiveness

that does not threaten the continued existence of

native flora and fauna, and measure management

Apr Notspecified

effectiveness
and other animl 1 14cmradius  Fleury (1980) - see references Standardfield
pests i i
studies nearest neighbour (as per forest service protocol)
Data collectedin 1974 Notmonitored annually
butevery fewyears
1 14cm radius
tohelp. i Hawcroft
(as per
One -two catchments measured annually
1 14cm radius
hunting nearest neighbour (as per forest service protocol)
Lines originally established in 1975-6, resurveyed
n 1984 Notmonitored annually but every few
years
NPCATrap
produced Pestiink 5%bythe
i i Residual Trap Catch,
FBlreport peciesin th
Staao12393 area *folio-browse index” though not specified aerial or
ground
2004
produced Data on random", monitoring
hunterreturnsand  management effectiveness techniques "hunter effort” and mark
map showing recapture/resight
location of ills on
File ANI 007
ubjective*, monitoring Notspecified
produced ANI007 technique "hunter effort”
Operational report
for feral goat control
inthe Motueka Area
2002-2003&
PestLink Op Report
0304MOT03.

Didn'trefer to NPCA Protocol or RTC

produced ANI002B  Stanley Snail Area
Volume 6olio 63 &

PestLink Op Report

0304SND0S.

technique identified only as *trapping"

No sampling design was specified inthe dataset  1999-12 200312
Monitoring update frequency and dataset storage

details not known
Nosampling design was specified inthe dataset  1999-12 200312
Monitoring update frequency and dataset storage

details unknown

Nospatial information (easting or northing) 200111 200111

provided, therefore respective conservancy
locality is shown onthe NZmap Latestsrvey
date unknown Monitoring frequency post-
management Monitoringin spring/summer, Nov
entered Data hunter returns and map with
ocation of kills on File ANI 007

Sample methods not supplied Pestlinkreport  1995-12 1995-12
produced, no reference supplied Monitoring

update frequency and latest date unknown

Dataset storage details unknown Dummy values.

entered

Nospatial information (easting or northing) 200311 200311
provided, therefore respective conservancy

locality is shown onthe NZmap Latestsrvey

date unknown; frequency of monitoring post-

management Monitoring during spring/summer,

Noventered Ref NHT0216 811 Pestlink Report

03046DB12

Monitoring carried out during & post- 1995-12 1995-12
management Latest monitoring date unknown
Pestlink report produce, reference unknown

Nosampling design was specified inthe dataset  1999-12 200312
Monitoring update frequency not known Dataset

storage detals notknown Dummy values

entered

No sampling design was specified inthe dataset  1999-12 200312
Monitoring update frequency and dataset storage
details not known - dummy values entered

Nosampling design was specified inthe dataset  1995-12 1995-12
Pestlink report produced, reference unknown

Monitoring update frequency and latest date.

unknown Dataset storage details unknown

Dummyvalues entered

Nospatial information (easting or northing) 1974-12 1984-12
provided, therefore respective conservancy

locallty is shown onthe NZmap  Multi-habitats.

cluded, not specified Dataset storage details

notknown
Internal report produced - ref NHE-08-17-800  2000-12. 200912
No spatial information (easting or northing) 197412 1984-12

provided, therefore respective conservancy
locality is shown on the NZmap  Internal report
produced-ref PSM802

Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of 2003-06 2003-06
monitoring identified as "post-managemen
monitoring in autumn/winter, June entered No
spatialinformation (easting of northing) provided,
therefore respective conservancy locality is
shown on the NZmap.

Nospatial information (easting or northing) 200111 200111
provided, therefore respective conservancy

localiy s shown onthe NZmap Lateststrvey

date unknown; frequency of monitoring post-

management; Monitoring during spring/summer

November entered

Nospatial information (easting or northing) 1995-08 1995-03
provided, therefore respective conservancy

locality is shown onthe NZmap Latestsrvey

date unknown; frequency of monitoring post-

management; Monitoring during

summer/autumn, March entered

Nospatial information (easting or northing) 199912 200312
provided, therefore respective conservancy

locality is shown onthe NZmap  Frequency of

monitoring post-management Season of

monitoring not specified Technique identified as

“trapping’, entered as Residual Trap Catch

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

26/07/2010

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012




Sampling  NPCA Trap Catch Protocol; Standard field form Nospatial information (easting or northing) 200509 2005-09
produced NHTfile design "randorn’, provided, therefore respective conservancy
Residual Trap Catch locality is shown onthe NZmap Lateststirvey
date unknown; frequency of monitoring post-
effects of management management Monitoring during winter/spring,
September entered

21/06/2012

NPCATIap Nospatial information (easting or northing) 200011 2000-11
produced ANI011F i ithin the “random”, i Residual provided, therefore respective conservancy
Trap Cateh localiy s shown onthe NZmap Lateststrvey
03046DB07 measure management effectiveness and assess date unknown; frequency of monitoring post-
effects of management management Monitoring during spring/summer,
November entered

21/06/2012

ubjective sampling Notspecified Nospatial information (easting or northing) 1999-12 200312 21/06/2012
produced File ANI fort provided, therefore respecive conservancy
007volume 4 & locality is shown onthe NZmap Frequency of
PesiLink Op Report monitoring post-management; Monitoring all
03045ND13 year (Dec entered)
NPCATrap Nospatial information (easting or northing) 1995-10 2003-10 21/06/2012

produced WGNHO- ~ possums of 5%or less baits placed at best possible sites nearby (about
130483 & Pestlink every 20-25m) Trap catch monitoring was

Op Report undertaken Traps were set on raised sets 1 metre
02035ND02 offthe ground Sampling design"Random",
monitoring technique RTC - Residual Trap Catch

provided, therefore respective conservancy
locality is shown onthe NZmap Frequency of
monitoring post-management Monitoring during
Spring (Sept- Nov), October entered

21/06/2012

Notspecified Nospatial information (easting or northing) 1995-02 2003-02
produced File ANI technique identified as *hunter effort" provided, therefore respective conservancy

007Volume 4& locality is shown onthe NZmap  Frequency of

PestLink Op Report mornitoring post-management Monitoring during

0304ND14. summer/autumn, February entered

NPCA Residual Trap RTC Protocol Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1997-12 200412 21/06/2012
produced ANI0002A lessthan 2% inclusion of raised sets, but following the contour other) were provided, and therefore respective

&PestLink Op Report tracks as opposed to a compassine 15 linesof conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

02035ND38. 20 traps were set for three fine nights on randomly Frequency of monitoring post-management

located start points throughout the control block

Monitoring undertaken all year (December
Monitoringtechnique Residual trap catch (RTC) entered)

ubjective”, monitoring Nospatial information (easting northing and any  1995-12 1995-12
produced WGNHO  level technique *hunter effort" other) were provided, and therefore respective

21/06/2012

155405 Goat conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
summ Latest survey date unknown Frequency of
Charts WGNHO monitoring post-management Monitoring allyear
156961 Goat Data (December entered)
Form WGNHO
156230 Goat area
ubjective", monitoring Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1995-12 1995-12 21/06/2012

technique "hunter effort”

produced WGNHO  level; Murchison General other) were provided, and therefore respective:
155405 Goat conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
summaries and Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
IGNHO monitoring post-management Monitoring allyear
156961 Goat Data (December entered)
Form WGNHO
156230 Goat area
21/06/2012

ubjective”, monitoring Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1995-12 1995-12
jurchison Matakitaki/Glenroy - Core & technique "hunter effort* other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

umm; Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
Charts WGNHO monitoring post-management Monitoring allyear
156961 Goat Data (December entered)
Form WGNHO
156230 Goat area

produced WGNHO.
155405 Goat
Sum

ing design "subjective”, monitoring Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1995-12 1995-12 21/06/2012
produced WGNHO lurchison Owen/Matirl (Core &Buffer)  technique "hunter effort" other) were provided, and therefore respective:

155405 Goat conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
summaries and Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
IGNHO monitoring post-management Monitoring allyear
156961 Goat Data (December entered)

156230 Goat area

ubjective”, monitoring Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1995-12 1995-12
produced WGNHO  level technique *hunter effort" other) were provided, and therefore respective

21/06/2012

155405 Goat conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
summ Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
Charts WGNHO monitoring post-management Monitoring allyear
156961 Goat Data (December entered)
Form WGNHO
156230 Goat area
Setsraised irds  NPCATrap Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1995-09. 1996-09 21/06/2012
produced File REH  the. suchasweka b other) were provided, and therefore respective:
15T3A i it Trap Catch conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Frequency of monitoring post-management
Monitoring during winter/spring, september

entered
NPCATrap i Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 2000-11 200011 21/06/2012
produced ANIO11) "random”, other) were provided, and therefore respective:
i 1%RIC,  TrapCatch conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

0304GDB06. measure management effectiveness and assess Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
effects of management mornitoring post-management Monitoring during
spring/summer, November entered




produced ANI0112 ~areatolessthan 2% RTC as part of Rotolt Nature
&PestLink Op Report Recovery Programme
02035TA3S

NPCATrap Catch Protocol; Standard field form

Vol4&PestLink
Op Report
03045ND17

Notspecified
produced NHT-02- *random",
1%RIC,  beyond trapping"
effects of management
2004
produced Data on random”,
hunterreturnsand  management effectiveness technique *hunter effort", secondary monitoring
map showing technique mark recapture/resight
location of kills on
File ANI 007
Aiming for less than 1 Kl/day for ground hunting & Standard field form
produced Exclosure lessthan1 for aerial hunting Also used
Office, DOC, New  control culling operations Too difficult Sampling design
Zealand School of “random", monitoring techniques Hunter Effort
Forestry draft report, andenclosure plots”
26062001 Pestlink
Operational Reports
Residual  Not specified
eradication operation and measure management
effectiveness
ubjective”, monitoring Notspecified

produced ANI007 technique *hunter effort"

0203GDB04.

NPCATrap
produced File Alllines ing design "randor
ANI 002B ol 7folio1Hil, Trap Catch
&PestLink Op Report traps were set for three fine nights NPCA
0304SND08. Residual Trap Catch Protocol with the Inclusion of
raised sets 5 lines of 20 traps were seton raised
sets atrandom start points below 600m and 5
lines of 20 traps were set at random start points
above 600m Alllines followed a compass beafing.
of 0 degrees and the traps were set for three fine.
nights
NPCATrap
weka Pri it ique Residual
trap catch (RTC)
Asperl 700mm  Landcare Trap Catch Protocol; Standard field
produced File REH form
011Q&Pestlink
Op Report Trap Catch

possun

Sampling  NPCATrap Catch Protocol; Standard field form

produced NHT-02-
16808 Pestlink

design "random’;

Report 0405GDB0G  management

Trap Catch

Sampling  NPCATrap Catch Protocol; Standard field form

produced NHT-02-
16808 Pestlink  treatment area reduced to less than 5% RTC,

effects of management

design "random’;
RIC - Residual Trap Catch

NPCANational (used for

effectiveness.

produced DOCDM-

Primary
monitoring technique pelletcounts (entered as
Faecal Pellet Counts)

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
mornitoring post-management Monitoring during
Spring (Sept- Nov), October entered

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
monitoring post-management Monitoring during
Spring/summer, November entered

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
mornitoring post-management Monitoring during
spring/summer, November entered

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
monitoring post-management Monitoring all
year

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Frequency of monitoring post-management No
report produced

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Frequency of monitoring post-management
Monitoring during winter/spring, September
entered

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Frequency of monitoring post-management
Monitoring during Summer (Dec - Febl, January
entered

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Frequency of monitoring identified as post-
management Reference of report produced File
ANI0111 & PestLink Op Report 0203GDB06

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Frequency of monitoring post-management
Monitoring during Autumn (Mar - May), April
entered

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
monitoring pre & post-management Monltoring
during summer/autumn, February entered

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
monitoring pre & post-management Monitoring
during spring/summer, November entered

Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
monitoring on average every & years, inthe last
fewyears annually Monitoring during
summer/autumn, February entered

199510

200311

200111

199112

1990-12

1995-09

1998-01

199512

199804

2004-02

2004-11

199212

196902

199510

200311

200111

200309

200301

1996-12

1999-04

200402

200411

200909

1969-02

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

11/06/2011

21/06/2012




NPCA National Trapt

RTCI to 5% or
effectiveness technique RTC - Residual Trap Catch
Pre and post| Monitoring for this
toplan for National Trap Catch
of control operations Protacol (Version 4) Sampling design “random";
primary monitoring technique RTC - Residual Trap
Catch
P . Py
produced RTC of 5% or National Trap!
effectiveness prefeed paste was used instead of a leg hold trap
Sampling design "random"; Primary monitoring
technique RTC - Residual Trap Catch
ik repor 6linesof 20
produced numbers o 5% RTC or less and measure: traps setfor 2 nights, ground sets. Sampling
design “random’; i
RTC-Residual Trap Catch
ik repor NPCA National Trapt
produced 3nights
NPCA National Trapt
RTC 05% orless and measure management
effectiveness
por Pre and post|
produced toplan for random’;
of control operations technique RTC - Residual Trap Catch
por NPCA National Trap Sampling
produced ity design“random’; i
Trap Catch
density 105% RTC or less and measure stratagy)
management effectiveness
NPCA National Trap Sampling
design“random’; i
Trap Catch
Pelietlines 1 14cm radius
andother form

nearest neighbour (as per forest service protocol)
Data collected in 1983 and 2003

Lure of

level that does not threaten the continued
existence of native flora and fauna

flour and cloves

monitoring

provide a fough measure of population changes
andan indication of whether more in-depth
monitoring s required

monitoring

management provide a rough measure of population changes
and an indication of whether more in-depth
monitoring s required

operations

Torecord feratoxkills Trapper records - dead possums seen while

cleaning up lines

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1996-12 1996-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective:

conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of

monitoring not specified Pestlink Report

produced

199501 200911

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 2002-12 200212
other) were provided, and therefore respective:

conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Completed same year?

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1995-12 1995-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective:

conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Latest survey date unknown; frequency of

monitoring notidentified

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1995-12 1995-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective:

conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Latest survey unknown; frequency of monftoring

not identified

199812 200805

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1997-12 1997-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective

conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

Latest survey date unknown; possibly fi
same year Frequency of monitoring notidentified

1990-12 200911

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1974-12 200312
other) were provided, and therefore respective:

conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Specific habitat type(s) not known - “mult-

habitats" given Monitoring frequency not known

Fullreference for report produced unknown,

reportno PSM 802

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1996-12 200112
other) were provided, and therefore respective:

conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Monitoring update frequency unknown

Reference for nternal report not known

Monitoring update frequency notknown Habitat ~ 1995-12 200212
information not supplied Internal report full
reference not supllied, reportno PSM 0304

Monitoring update frequency notknown Habitat  1995-12. 200212
notspecified  Full reference for nternal report
notgiven,reportno PSM 0304

Sample methods not specified Monitoring update 1999-12 200312
frequency notknown Dataset storage medium
notknown

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1997-12 2000-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective

conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap No.

‘sampling design or mornitoring techniques were

specifiedin the dataset. Habitat not specified

Monitoring update frequency unknown

21/06/2012

11/06/2011

22/07/2010

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

11/06/2011

9/06/2011

21/06/2012

11/06/2011

11/06/2011

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012




operations

operations

operation

operations

operations

operations

operations

control

operations

Hunter

operations (post-intervention management)

National Possum Control Agencies (2002)
Protacolfor Possum Population Monitoring using
the Trap-Catch Method Best Practice Protocol
Wellington National Possum Control Agencies

produced three nights
technique RTC - Residual Trap Catch
ik repor NPCA National Trapt 3linesof 20
produced numbers o 5% RTC or less and measure: trapsrun over 3nights Afurther 2(ines run over 2.
multplier) Sampling design random’; Primary.
monitoring technique RTC - Residual Trap Catch
Pre and post| NPCA National Trapt Sampling
toplan for design "random’;
of control operations RTC-Residual Trap Catch
Thisis i
relation to rapping offeral cats plus rabbits
driving up numbers of harrier hawks which can
impact pateke
NPCA
densities to less than 5% RTC and measure.
management effectiveness
information
control supplied
1987 Allen 1993
plants methods See Alicia Warren - she coordinated
Last setof measurements
produced RTC 05%or 3night
effectiveness ‘The aerial block was only moritored by 2 ines on
Woolsac Spur (13% RTC) butthese were
excluded from the report due to the wet weather
Sampling design "random"; Primary monitoring
technique RTC - Residual Trap Catch
por Sampling
produced design "random’;
management effectiveness RTC-Residual Trap Catch

No sampling design was specified n the dataset
Monitoring update frequency unknown Dataset
storage unknown

No sampling design was specified in the dataset
Monitoring update frequency not known

No sampling design was specified in the dataset
Monitoring update frequency not known

No sampling design was specified in the dataset
Monitoring update frequency unknown

No sampling design was specified in the dataset
Monitoring update frequency not known

No sampling design was specified in the dataset
Monitoring update frequency not known

No sampling design was specified in the dataset
Monitoring update frequency not known

Project startyear not known, 2003 entered as
default (year metadata collected) Monitoring
frequency notspecified No spatialinformation
(easting northing and any other) were provided,
and therefore respective conservancy locality is
shown onthe NZmap Habitat not known

No sampling design was specified n the dataset
Monitoring update frequency not known

No sampling design was specified n the dataset
Monitoring update frequency not known

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latest survey date unknown; unknown completion
year - possibly completed the same year
(identified only as "see 029") Frequency of
monitoring notidentified

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
monitoring notidentified

other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Startyear not known, 2003 entered as default
(vear metadata collected)

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap  Full
reference for internal report not given - PestLink
Operational Report 02036804 Sample method
specified "Permanent plot (5 m x5 m)”

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
monitoring notidentified

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
monitoring notidentified

199912

199912

199912

199912

199912

199912

199912

11112

199912

199912

199512

1997-12

199312

200212

1996-07

111112

200112

199512

199812

200312

200312

200312

200312

200312

200312

200312

11112

200312

200312

199512

200912

201008

200108

11112

200212

199512

1998-12

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

17/05/2010

21/06/2012

11/06/2011

25/11/2010

5/08/2010

21/06/2012

13/08/2010

21/06/2012

21/06/2012




The
residual animals that have been caught after the
main trapping operation have nearly all been
previously caught Two pre-control monitorings
were done and one post-control Pre-controlone
was 3 nights in August, pre-control two was 5
nights in September and the post-control was 5
nights from November to December We willuse
an even distribution of possum and wallaby
trapping lines in a systematic manner

NPCATrap Catch Protocol Standard fietd form

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Monitoring undertaken in December, January and
February eachyear Reference for internal report
notknown No sampling design was specified in
the dataset

Internal reportno FAU 606 02-

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
monitoring notidentified

Monitoring undertaken between Sept and Nov.
PestLink Operational Report & NHE-08-11-02.

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
monitoring not identified

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Project startyear not known, 2004 entered as
default (year metadata collected) Monitoring
undertaken in summer/autumn No sampling
design was specified Additional report- PestLink
Op Report 0304MOT03.

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
monitoring notidentified Startyear not known,
2004 entered as default (year metadata
collected)

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Year of report notknown No method description
supplied_ Monitoring dates not known
(undertaken in spring/ summer)

Project startyear not known, 2004 entered as
default (year metadata collected) Monitoring
dates and frequency unknown No spatial
information (easting northing and any other) were.
provided, and therefore respective conservancy.
localiy s shown onthe NZmap Date of report
notknown

controlforan RIC
ongoing programme
tomaintain
produced
Monitoring of aerfal block was undertaken with 20
traps per line for 3 nights Sampling design
"random’; Primary monitoring technique RTC -
Residual Trap Catch
Pre and post|
toplan for random’;
of control operations technique RTC - Residual Trap Catch
5 pping During
i Protect i i
(Brush-tailed kokako population were caught over 150 iap/nights Protocol
Possum) 1080 cereal followed
baitin BS KAHAROA
FOREST- Pest
animal monitoring
por ground toreduce
produced This
5% RTCI and, in addit
itored individually Blocks 1and 2were
monitored using 3 lines of 33 traps Samling
design “random’; Primary monitoring technique
RTC-Residual Trap Catch
Monitor Hunter
ik repor NPCA National Trapt Sampling
produced design "random’;
trap catch index of § or less) possums per 100 RTC-Residual Trap Catch
trapnights, and measure management
effectiveness
Pre and post| NPCA National Trapt 10trap lines
toplan for
of control operations Sampling design “random"; Primary monitoring
technique RTC - Residual Trap Catch
Hunter
level
Monitor Hunter
less,
immediately following the control operation
por NPCA National Trapt
produced y

UTrap Catch

default (year metadata collected) Habitatnot
specified. No sampling design was specif
the dataset Monitoring dates and frequency not
known

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latest survey date unknown; starting year
unknown; Frequency of monitoring not dentified
Startyear not known, 2004 entered as default
(vear metadata collected)

1990-01

199904

199512

199512

1990-10

199612

11112

111112

199512

200112

111112

111112

111112

1999-01

2003-04

199512

2008-12

1990-10

1996-12

11112

11112

200211

11112

11112

11112

21/06/2012

28/07/2010

21/06/2012

11/06/2011

5/08/2010

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

11/06/2011

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012




toaresidualirap catch rate of less than 5%
immediately following the control operation

acontrol 15lines of 10traps NPCATrap Catch Protocol

requiredto

To monitor toa control 40tnes of NPCATIap
controlis undertaken operation

atApel

Tasman/Canaan to

protectlandsnails

Monitoring, using

standard RTC

methodology, is

toa control ith i 6linesof 10 NPCATrap Catch Protocol
controlis undertaken operation traps Nota fullrap cacth monitor - a sample

atCobb to protect indication of possum numbers
tandsnails, mistletoe

andPittosporum

patulum Monitoring,

using standard RTC

methodology, s

requiredto

a control 181ines of i NPCATrap

atCobbto protect
tandsnails, mistletoe
andPittosporum
patulum Monitoring,
using standard RTC
methodology, s
requiredto

i 1 gos GPS, hunter diary.
monitoring of goat  hunter effort shot by hunters and the actual hunting required to

control success, in shoot those goats

terms of goat

numbers, hunting

effort (actual hunting

hours) s referenced

10 the number of

goats kiled as partof

toa control 161ines of i NPCATrap
controlis undertaken operation

atParapara/Castles

to protect landsnalls

and mistietoe

Monitoring, using

standard RTC

methodology, s

requiredto

a control 151ines of i NPCATrap

atParapara/Castles
to protectlandsnalls
and mistietoe
Monitoring, using
standard RTC
methodology, s
requiredto

Nationally accepted monitoring method for pest
managers Standard field form

ecological status and integrity managers Standard field form

Control of feral goats erial hunting Record goat klls and flying hours

the operation

Judas hu

ing~Kils, flying ime, judas id, Catch per Unit Effort,
Mt Aspiring National Park Eradication goalin Dart Management unit, subunit
Valley

trained toreduce bias

Monitoring possum abundance in relation to Possum RTCI
Mountain cedar browse/dieback

Nospatialinformation (easting northing and any ~ 2008-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Habitatnotspecified Nosampling design was

specified n the dataset Monitoring dates/

frequency notknown

2000-10

2007-09

2006-03

2006-06

2007-03

2007-04

2007-08

199612

Reportreference not known 199112

1995-12
1995-12
1996-12

Habitat not specified No sampling/ monitoring ~ 1111-12

method was specified n the dataset. Monitoring

dates/ frequency notknown Project startyear not

known, 2004 entered as default (year metadata
collected) Reportref not provided

Ongoing. 199512

199612

200112

Reliabl Concerns
aboutreliablily of detection of small-scale
changes atlow density

Datainhard  1998-12

operational effectiveness
DOC operations have ceased
inmangamingi Since 2000

200412

2000-10

2007-09

200603

200606

200703

2007-04

2007-08

1996-12

199112

199512

200908

1996-12

11112

200907

1996-12

200202

200105

21/06/2012

6/08/2010

6/08/2010

6/08/2010

6/08/2010

17/05/2011

6/08/2010

6/08/2010

21/06/2012

9/06/2011

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

9/06/2011

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

21/06/2012

9/06/2011




hare and pi

point-

management

Quantitatively assess populations of deer,

on46 lines (7170 Kaimanawas NZFS 1983 Napier Standard field
plots) in 100, 750 ha in all Kaimanawa Forest Park form

(excl Boyd block), and adjacent private land (incl

Maori Blocks, Bateley Private S R, Waiouru

Military Reserve and Ngamatea) Probably

provides a reasonable account of the baseline.

information, although probably difficult to verify

1979 Fleury

management

Quantitatively assess populations of deer,

inRHA)

1980 Apthorp.

management

Quantitatively assess populations of deer,

and south western Kaimanawas Probably
provides a reasonable account of the baseline.
information, although probably difficultto verity

1983-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Habitat not specified Monitoring dates/

frequency unknown Species of deer not

specified

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1978-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Habitat not specified Monitoring dates/

frequency notknown Species of deer not

specified

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1980-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Habitat not specified Monitoring dates/

frequency notknown Species of deer not

specified

198112

management

Quantitatively assess populations of deer,

1981 Atkinson
baseline information, although probably difficult hare and pi
toverify

1985 Thomas. int-
2 i 146 lines within

management

RHA_Probably provides a reasonable accountof
the baseline information, although probably
difficult to verity

density o 5% RTC or less in Billy and Macfarlane.
catchments and measure management
effectiveness

Quantitatively assess populations of deer,

NPCA National Trap
stratagy)

1986 Speedy point-

management

the Recreational Hunting Area Probably provides
areasonable account of the baseline Information,
although probably difficultto verify

Residual Trap
numbersto 5% RTC or less and measure Catch
management effectiveness

1988 Brabyn int-
management total pellet plots in Kaimanawa Recreational

Hunting Area Pellet disappearance rates from 14
pelletlines in Ruatea Stream Probably provides a
reasonable account of the baseline information,
although probably difficultto verify

produced

3nights Traps

20m mark Sampling design “random"; Primary.
monitoring technique RTC - Residual Trap Catch

Baddely C 1985 i

int abundance FRI Bulletin 106 Standard field form

the transectand 10 following) Dominant (>50%)
ground cover spp recorded Similarly.
experienced observers throughout survey area
Comparisons of faecal pellet densities between
different foresttypes limited Detection rates
probably significantly different due to ground
cover differences

RTC t05% o less and measure management
effectiveness

NPCA National Trap

s Trap-catch

Operations) and measure management
effectiveness

Reliable, standardised protocol (updated to 2002) Standardfield form
methodology Concerns aboutreliablitty of
detection of small-scale changes at low density

frequency unknown Species of deer not
specified

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1985-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

Habitat not specified Monitoring dates/

frequency notknown Species of deer not

specified
1997-02
1986-12
1995-11
Monitoring dates frequency not known 1988-12

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1111-12
other) provided, and therefore respective

conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

Latest survey date unknown; starting year not

stated; project may be completed - data states

only "see 013" Habitat not specified Frequency

of monitoring unknown Start year not known,

2004 entered as default (year metadata

collected)

199312

199310

199312

200212

198312

1980-12

198512

201001

1986-12

200808

1988-12

11112

200212

200910

200212

200212

22/06/2012

22/06/2012

22/06/2012

22/06/2012

22/06/2012

5/08/2010

9/06/2011

11/06/2011

9/06/2011

22/06/2012

10/06/2011

11/06/2011

10/06/2011

10/06/2011




produced

NPCA National Trap 18lines of 20
ground sets.

Residual Trap Catch

Operations)

Reliable
Standardised methodology Concerns about
reliablily of detection of small-scale changesat
lowdensity

i A Trap-catch
protocol (updated to 2002) Standard field form

produced Anon
1996

Primary
Pelletcounts

Operations)

Six
monitoring ines of 20 traps were established
Four ofthe lines were in the larger Orokawa block.
with the remaining two in the Homunga block
Lines were randomly generated

Operations)

Reliable, standardised
methodology Concerns aboutreliablilty of
detection of small-scale changes at low density

Agencies Trap-catch
protocol (updated to 2002) Standard field form

por Notspecified
produced andimplement eradication, as wellas measure *hunter effort"
management effectiveness
Operations)
produced y Trap Catch
management effectiveness
per
Operations) residual trap catch and waxtag methodology
Agenci fes Trap-catch
Reliable, standardised protocol (updated to 2002) Standardfield form
Operations) methodology Concerns aboutreliablilty of
detection of small-scale changes at low density
Agencies Trap-catch
Reliable, standardised protocol (updated to 2002) Standardfield form
Operations) methodology Concerns aboutreliablilty of
detection of small-scale changes at low density
undertaken ata Hunting ground and aerial hunting Amount of time hunting
number of stesin recorded
the Buller Area with
the aim of halting,
ik repor d/ Aerial Inspections. Notspecified
produced hunter effort”
effectiveness
the 1995-1999, NPCA National Trap Catch Protocol Standard
fletd form
trap. Monitoring

undertaken in May and June Protocol observed in
otheryears, blocks were joined up to create areas
01 500ha and 100 traps were run over this site with
some stes only having one line of S traps Results
shown per treatment block are RTC per line This
method gives a relative result only to these areas
sults cannot be compared with other

s

Nospatialinformation (easting northing and any ~ 1111-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of

monitoring notidentified Habitat not specified

Startyear not known, 2004 entered as default

(vear metadata collected)

No primary objective of monitoring identified 199303
Monitoring during summer/autumn March
entered

2000-12

199612

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1995-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

Latest survey date unknown Frequency of

monitoring not identified

2000-12

Nospatial information (easting northing and any  1995-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Latest survey date unknown; Project may be

completed - data states only *see 020°; Habitat
notspecified; Frequency of monitoring not

ntified
200112
199912
199812
Pestlink reports produced annually 199812

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1996-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of

monitoring notidentified

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1995-05.
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Monitoring undertaken in May and June eachyear

Internal reportrefs - PestLink Operational

Reports, and NAPAO-14656

111112

2000-12

1996-03

200112

2000-12

1995-12

2000-12

199512

2006-12

2000-12

199912

1996-12

200305

22/06/2012

10/06/2011

22/06/2012

5/08/2010

5/08/2010

22/06/2012

5/08/2010

10/06/2011

5/08/2010

10/06/2011

10/06/2011

8/07/2010

22/06/2012

22/06/2012




the

1995-1999,

trap catch

and sometime throughtthe area Monitoring
undertaken in May and June Protocol observed in
otheryears, blocks were joined up to create areas
01 500ha and 100 traps were run over this site with
some stes only having one line of 5 traps Results.
shown per treatment block are RTC per line This
method gives a relative result only to these areas
sults cannot be compared with other

1995-1999,

trap catch

and sometimes through the area Monitoring
undertaken in May and June Protocol observed in
otheryears, blocks were joined up to create areas
o 500ha and 100 traps were run over this site with
some stes only having one line of 5 traps Results.
shown per treatment block are RTC per line This
method gives a relative result only to these areas
These results cannot be compared with other
agencies

1995-1999,

trap catch

and sometimes through the area Monitoring
undertaken in May and June Protocol observed in
otheryears, blocks were joined up to create areas
01 500ha and 100 traps were run over this site with
some stes only having one line of 5 traps Results
shown per treatment block are RTC per line This
method gives a relative result only to these areas
sults cannot be compared with other

1995-1999,

trap catch

and sometimes through the area Monitoring
undertaken in May and June Protocol observe
otheryears, blocks were joined up to create areas
o 500ha and 100 traps were run over this st with
some stes only having one line of 5 traps Results.
shown per treatment block are RTC per line This
method gives a relative result only to these areas
These results cannot be compared with other
agencies

1995-1999,

trap catch

and sometimes through the area Monitoring
undertaken in May and June_Protocol observed in
otheryears, blocks were joined up to create areas
01 500ha and 100 traps were run over this site with
some stes only having one line of 5 traps Results.
shown per treatment block are RTC per line This
method gives a relative result only to these areas
sults cannot be compared with other

s

1995-1999,

trap catch

and sometimes through the area Monitoring
undertaken in May and June Protocol observe
otheryears, blocks were Joined up to create areas
o 500ha and 100 traps were run over this site with
some stes only having one line of 5 traps Results.
shown per treatment block are RTC per line This
method gives a relative result only to these areas
These results cannot be compared with other
agencies

1995-1999,

trap catch

and sometimes through the area Monitoring
undertaken in May and June_Protocol observed in
otheryears, blocks were joined up to create areas
01 500ha and 100 traps were run over this site with
some stes only having one line of S traps Results
shown per treatment block are RTC per line This
method gives a relative result only to these areas
sults cannot be compared with other

NPCANational Trap Catch Protocol Standard
field form

NPCA National Trap Cateh Protocol Standard
field form

NPCANational Trap Catch Protocol Standard
field form

NPCA National Trap Cateh Protocol Standard
field form

NPCANational Trap Catch Protocol Standard
field form

NPCA National Trap Cateh Protocol Standard
field form

NPCANational Trap Catch Protocol Standard
field form

Monitoring undertaken in autumn/ winter - month ~ 1995-12
notknown Reports - PestLink Operational
Reports, and NAPAO-14656

Monitoring undertaken in autumn/ winter - month ~ 1995-12
notknown Reports - PestLink Operational
Reports, and NAPAO-14656

Monitoring undertaken in autumn/ winter - month ~ 1995-12
unknown Reports - PestLink Operational
Reports, and NAPAO-14656

Monitoring undertaken in autumn/ winter - month ~ 1995-12
notknown  reports - Pestlink Operational.
Reports, and NAPAO-14656

Monitoring undertaken in autumn/ winter - month ~ 1995-12
notknown Reports - PestLink Operational
Reports, and NAPAO-14656

Monitoring undertaken in autumn/ winter - month ~ 1995-12
notknown Reports - Pestlink Operational
Reports, and NAPAO-14656

Monitoring undertaken in autumn/ winter - month  1995-12
notknown Reports - PestLink Operational
Reports, and NAPAO-14656

200312

200312

200312

200312

200312

200312

200312

18/06/2012

22/06/2012

22/06/2012

22/06/2012

22/06/2012

22/06/2012

22/06/2012




undertaken ata
number of sites in
the Greymouth Area
with the aim of
halting dispersal at

Hunting ‘ground and aerial hunting Amount of time hunting
recorded

targethad been metafter control operation

to plan for future operations and measure success

Pestlink reports produced annually

Habitat not specified Nosampling design was
specified in the dataset. Monitoring dates/
frequency notknown

Land Area between Mountain and Silver Creek in

of control operations
NPCA National Trap Catch Protocol Standard Monitoring carried outin winter (June - August) -
target had been met after control operation fletd form July entered into database PestLink Operational
Reportproduced
undertakenata Hunting ground and aerial hunting Amount of time hunting
number of stesin recorded
the Franz Josef Area
NPCA National Trap Catch Protocol Standard Monitoring undertaken in autumn/ winter - month
population is maintained at less than 5% residual fletd form notknown
trap catch
Hunter Monitoring undertaken in autumn/ winter - month
or desired low numbers of goats has been notknown No sampling design was specified in
reached the dataset
undertaken ata Hunting ‘ground and aerial hunting Amount of time hunting.
number of stesin recorded
the South Westland
goat  Hunter Report - Operational reportfor feral goat control
population after control operation and assess napao-14655
management effectiveness
Hunter No sampling design was specified n the dataset
hadbeenkilled Monitoring dates/ frequency not known Report-
Operational Report NAPAO-14647
NPCA National Trap Catch Protocol Standard Internal report produced - reference not supplied
1995 fieldform Monitoring frequency not known
Aiming for 0 goats after control Nospatial information (easting northing and any
produced Post din ubjective’; i dat other) were provided, and therefore respective
ddii identified as "hunter effort" No outcome conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
1997-98 GOAT Vegetation monitoring Frequency of monitoring identified as "post-
CONTROL 7490 management’ Habitatidentified as"manuka
preparedby B R forest, entered as "green scrub®
Ovenden 29/6/1998;
Hunter Kill Returns
& Hunter No sampling design was spet
population after control operation Monitoring frequency not known
No sampling design was specified n the dataset
target had been met after control operation Monitoring dates frequency notknown Habitat
notspecified
u g toring for
produced Bream i i i Possum
P din  on’scott boards' random’;
i it i idual Trap ratcontrol
Whangarel Area Catch From 2009 Waxtag monitoring for possum
Office WAM files) indexwas undertaken (to NPCA Protocol) August 2000)

produced Post
operational repot

preparedby 8 R
Ovenden 29/6/1998;

inthe dataset

produced Hunter Kill

in
in additc

DME Hamro-31050
Hunter Kill Return
Summary for
Northland

PestLink Op Report

overa 5yr period of sustained management
Hunter hours are not enough to meet all targets
immediately given the number of goats in som
habitats Sampling design "Subjective’; Primary
monitoring technique identified as *hunter effort"

management effectiveness.

produced
Operational Report
for Feral Goat
Control/Eradication
inthe Northland
Conservancy

21720 Hunter Kill
Returns 2000/01

'2000/01 DME Norco-

overa 5yr period of sustained management
Hunter hours are not enoughto meet all targets
immediately given the number of goats in some
habitats Sampling design *subjective’; Primary.
monitoring technique identified as "hunter effort”

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Frequency of monitoring identified as "during
management' Monitoring “all year"

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Frequency of monitoring identified as "during
management’; Monitoring "all year"

No sampling design was specified n the dataset
Monitoring dates frequency notknown Habitat
notspecified Report reference not known
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20mspacing,  NPCATrap. g
produced Traps set for three nights
i 70
for Possum Control ha andthe hillis cone shaped Sampling design
inthe Whangarei *random"; Primary monitoring technique RTC -
Small Habitats ResidualTrap Catch
September -January,
20072001 Hard copy
target had been met after control operation
NPCA National Trap Catch Protocol Standard
the fletd form
the larger area
The NPCANational Trap: Standard
other it fieldform

areas atless than 5-3%

however the trap catch rate on working trap lnes
extending through the areas were used to make
aninformed estimate at the RTC%

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1997-07. 1999-07
other) were provided, and therefore respective:

conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Frequency of monitoring identified as "post-

management' Monitoring during winter (June -

Aug), July entered
No sampling design was specified inthe dataset  2003-12. 200312
Monitoring dates/ frequency notknown Habitat

notspecified

Habitat not specified Monitoring frequencynot  1995-12 1998-12

known Report reference not supplied

Habitatnot specified Monitoring frequency not  1996-12. 200112
known Reportreference not supplied

RTC version4 0 NPCATIap Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1999-07. 2003-07
produced 2121/06 ndto Sept1999 Anauditof it other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Results HAMRO indicated on the topographical map Inthe future Frequency of monitoring identified as "post-
81002 and PestLink the monitorers are going o be required o use a management’ Monitoring during winter (June -
Op Report (GPS tofix their start point to ensure the monitoring Aug), July entered
Uines are accurate. Sampling design "Random’;
Primary monitoring technique RTC - Residual Trap
Standard feld form Monitoring methods & frequency not known 200212 200312
management effectiveness Habitatnot specified Methods not described
Report reference not supplied
(con') rather 200012 2010-03
produced day efforts, block hunted, inthis area
sign, other Hunter Effort i
for Feral Goat species etc. er block design not specified Predator
Control/Eradication are divided by number of Effective Hunter Days  Monitoring
inthe Northland (based on 8 hr day) to get an average being eachyear depending on fuding area
Conservancy Goats/Effective Hunter Day Calculate planned availability
'2000/01 DME Norco- hours i habitats as total hours rather than
21720 (draft); Hunter effective hunting hours Be flexible in use of hours.
Kill Return Summary to gain better overall results by assessing
2000/01 DME situation rather
Hamro-31050;
Hunter Kill Return
Summary for
three  NPCANational Trap. Standard Habitat not specified Monitoring dates/ 1995-12 1995-12
fletd form frequency notknown Reportreference not
ina line but more often around the outside of a supplied
reserve - NPCA protocols observed The RTC
percentages listed beloware calculated on one.
Une offive traps Overall RTC = 16% (95%C1121-
19 1%) See operational report napao-14656 -
NPCA protocols not strctly followed
NPCA National Trap Catch Protocol Standard Monitoring undertaken in autumn/ winter - month ~ 1997-12 1998-12
population is maintained at less than 5% residual fieldform notknown Report reference not known
trap caich
NPCA National Trap Catch Protocol Standard Monitoring undertaken in autumn/ winter - month ~ 1997-12 1998-12
population is maintained at less than 5% residual fletd form notknown
trap catch
Postintervention management o measure Notsupplied Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 2001-12 200212
management effectiveness other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Other missing information habitat, sample/
monitoring methods, monitoring frequency,
method description, reportreference
No sampling design was specified inthe dataset  2003-12 200312
target had been met after control operation Monitoring dates frequency notknown Habitat
notspecified
20-40-traps NPCA National Trap Catch Protocol Standard Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1995-12 200312
it 3nights, i other) were provided, and therefore respective
catch sometimes in a ine but more usually around the. conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
outside The NPCAtrap catch protocol s designed Report reference notknown Habitatnot
forlarge sites, notsmall sites under 500ha The specified. Monitoring frequency not known
protocol recommends a minimum of 100 traps,
randomly located throughout the blocks, with a
line of 5 traps being adequate
Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1996-12 200212
management effectiveness other) were provided, and therefore respective:

conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Missingnformation habitat, sample/ monitoring
methods, monitoring frequency, method
description, report reference
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palatable shrub ter, to help decide on future
management

ungulate
impacts

targethad been metafter control operation

management effectiveness

target had been met after control operation

Tomonitor trends in deer populations

Post-intervention management - o ensure goats

had been reduced to zefo population within Te
Urewera National Park - South East Section

information
supplied

Notsupplied

target had been met after control operation

NPCA National Trap NPCANational

using victor No 1 field form

the operation

The
protocol was followed for checking and recording

NPCANational

field form

Standard

Standard

Monitoring undertaken i spring/ summer - month 2007-12
notknown Latest monitoring date not known

Report reference not supplied Workplan number
notknown (dummy value entered)

No sampling design was specified inthe dataset  2003-12
Monitoring dates/ frequency notknown Habitat
notspecified

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1999-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap No.

sampling design or monitoring technique was

specified in the dataset. Habitat not specified

Monitoring frequency notknown Report

reference notknown

Habitatnotspecified No sampling designwas  2008-12
specifiedin the dataset Monitoring dates/
frequency notknown

Monitoring undertaken annually in spring/ 200612
summer - month notknown Report reference not

supplied Workplan code not known - dummy

value entered

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1999-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

Report reference not supplied Habitatnot

specified. No sampling design or monitoring

method was specified n the dataset. Monitoring

frequency unknown

No sampling design was specified inthe dataset  2003-12.
Habitat not specified Monitoring dates/
frequency notknown

Report reference not supplied Habitatnot 1998-12
specified. Monitoring dates/ frequency not
known

Monitoring undertaken in winter (June - Aug), July  1995-07
entered into database Report reference not

known (PestLink Operational Report) Monitoring
frequency notknown

NPCATrap

Residual Trap Catch Recent

produced HeldatTe in addition, to measur
Paki Operation

Reportfor possum
controlin the Te Paki
reserves 00/01 DME
Hamro-45569.and

of budget

produced File 2121-
04

20VictorNo 1

Motatau held at
WAO Trap catch
data HAMRO-72576
and PestLink

Op Report

were placed on raised Scott boards 20 m apat,
with random start points  Traps outfor 3 nights
There was novariation from the protacol 10traps
on 10Uines, traps 20m apart, elevated 70cm
above ground leve, with lure or 5 1 flour icing
sugar Sampling design “random’; Primary.
monitoring technique RTC - Residual Trap Catch

management effectiveness.

the 2000-04

target had been met after control operation

NPCANational
SR field form

Landcare NPCATrap Catch Protocol; Standard field form

Standard

P National

less, andto

Victor No 1 leg-hold traps placed 20m apart, set
offthe ground on Scott Boards, will be set for 3
nights Primary monitoring technique RTC -
Residual Trap Catch

re-instated but funding is
uncertain n the future

Nospatial information (easting northing and any  1997-01
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

Frequency of monitoring identified as "post-

management’ Monitoring during summer (Dec -
Feb),January entered

No sampling design or monitoring methodwas ~ 1995-12
specified in the dataset. Monitoring dates/
frequency notknown

Monitoring undertaken inwinter (June - Aug) July ~ 2002-07.
enteredinto database Reportreference not
supplied Monitoring requency not known

Nospatialinformation (easting northing etc) ~ 1111-12
provided, and therefore respective conservancy.

locality is shown onthe NZmap Lateststirvey

date unknown; Startyear not known, 2004,

entered as default (year metadata collected) End

date unknown - project could be completed

Frequency of monitoring and season not
identifiedHabitat ot dentified

North Cape

forestand

year

Control

threatenedplantsat plant&animals
North Cape

Reference of report

produced

Operational Report

for Possum controlin

possums to less than 3% RTC, with a trigger level
of5% Sampling design random"; Primary.
monitoring technique RTC - Residual Trap Catch

‘post- 2000-01

bl

Ktreated

(Dec-

peryear

Feb), g

intotal

72)
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Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1978-12

and average deer "usage" of these areas Help

other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

The vegetation plots were established at 200 m

Species of deer surveyed not specified - assumed
red deer Vegetation also surveyed Monitoring
undertaken in summer/ autumn

located within broadly selected forestareas Both
domestic stock and overuse of an area by
trampers can cause forests to be considered
"unhealthy”, so these effects need to be mitigated
foramonitoring program, otherwise the feral
animal aspect may appear more severe than it
actuallyis

P NPCATrap. 200112

supplied g

= .
the Homunga block Lines were randomly
generated Primary monitoringtechnique RTC -
ResidualTrap Catch

3 No spatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1978-12

other) were provided, and therefore respective

£ conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Previous surveys had limited basal area coverage, Monitoring undertaken in summer/ autumn

concerntrating on bigger trees only

Opperations based on 1993 Banks Peninsula  1993-12

Lpossumper fori ptin Possum Control Plan - coversall reserves on
banks Peninsula
100m Traps were runfor 4 consecutive nights -
sites 1-25 Just prior to poisoning and sites 26-50
immediately following poisoning,
to in i ing dentified as "post- 200012
produced dto ongoing management"
i overa 5yr period of sustained management i i [
for Feral Goat Hunter hours are not enough to meet all targets Larege
Control/Eradication immediately given the number of goats in some i Outcome i
inthe Northland habitats The mapping of goat klls and goat sign monitoring s also carried out  hectares
Conservancy should continue in all habitats o enable by measuring vegetation plots
2000/01 DME Norco- assessment of effort and audit The survey method
21720; Hunter Kill of hunting should be dropped until we have access
Return Summary tomore long-term data Primary monitoring
2000/01 DME technique Hunter Effort
Hamro-31050;
Hunter Kill Return
summary for
Northland 1995-
Nospatialinformation (easting northing and any ~ 1990-12
Thar i i other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
No LC9798/38 Habitat defined as "Alpine - tussock / herbield /
determining a relationship between thar and scrub®
vegetation condition are quite limited, the habitat
used by thar has many hazards for measuring so
require many safety precautions including gear
‘which may not be feasible for field operations
random’; Nospatial information (easting northing and any  1999-01
produced RTC Residual Trap Catch Standard feld form other) were provided, and therefore respective
database &Pestlink management effectiveness conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Op Report Frequency of monitoring identified as "Pre & post-
management’; Monitoring during Summer (Dec -
Feb),January entered
‘o 3 Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1983-12
1954, other) were provided, and therefore respective:
i conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Monitoring undertaken in summet/ autumn
management forestwhich causes difficulty with comparing feral
animalissues, e g windthrow, insect and snow
damage
Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1995-12
levels other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Monitoring frequency unknown Report reference
notsupplied (PestLink)
Control Noinformation found for this 200112
project

native species and comply with the statutory
obligations under the RMPS
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nights

vertical metres from river to tussock tops
Trapping took place over 4 consecutive nights
using flour, cinnamon oil baited B M 115 soft-
catchtraps 5 lines running up ridgeline to the
bush line This method differs from NPCA
protocol, this s because consistency and
historical data was deemed more important

Observatic lar-

Methods Plots,

grassland  Each plotis divided into 5m transects
along ts long edge, each of these is divided into
25 1m sections Each 5m transectis meastred
with three types of quadrate 10cm X 10cm, 40cm
X40cmand 1m X 1m The 10cm quadrate
measures herbaceous cover and grasses, the
40cm quadrate seedlings less than 10cm and the
1m quadrate seedlings 10-30cm_ Each transect
hasa series of measurements e g, 25 (10cm X 10
cm), 25 (40cm X 40 cm) and 25 (1m X 1m) Each
5mtransect, in addition to these quadate.
measurements, has all woody plants greater than
30cm counted and measured at breast height
Each exclosure and control plt s divided into
contiguous transects, each of 25 m x5 m, with its
long axis parallel to the forest-grasstand
boundary Transects per plot range from four to
ten Since each transectis mea

grazers

transects along its long edge, each of these is
dividedin 025 1m sections Three types of
quadrat 10x10cm, 40x40cmand 1mx1m 8
plotsinthree pairs, and they variously exclude
different suites of browsers

1973774,

d
ots Probablya

map red deer

Notstated

more modern techniques may showit up
Domestic stock are a problem which may.
confound efforts to establish deer related
Vegetation damage

Noinformation supplied

less.

and average deer "usage" of these areas

for The
vegetation plots were established at 200 m
intervals along alttude transects randomly.
located within broadly selected forestareas Both
domestic stock and overuse of an area by
trampers can cause forests to be considered
"unhealthy”, so these effects need to be mitigated
foramonitoring program, otherwise the feral
animal aspect may appear more severe than it
actuallyis

ndalsoto
present some preliminary results for general
public awarenes

number of deer Killed, age and sexof
deerkilled and locations of hunting blocks
Monitoring quality was dependant on deer being.
seen’shot; otherwise were randomly selected
sites Potentially flawed due to some reliance of
public observations, otherwise should be fobust
based on the methodology

Monitoring undertaken in summer/ autumn 199512
PestLink report reference not supplied

DELETE as thisis nota 199512
monitoring project

DELETE thi i i 199512
amonitorng project

Inaddition to cattle, sheep, hares andred deer  1999-11
impacts were also monitored Some plots located
on private land

Hurunui forest surveys in cluded both NBand SB 1976-01
survey history - NB 1963, 1975 and 2000; SB 1976,
1987, and 2001

£
9

Nospatial information (easting northing and any
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
PestLink report reference not supplied Habitat
notspecified Nosample/monitoring methods
were specified in the dataset Monltoring
frequency unknown

111112

other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Missing information habitat, sample method,
monitoring dates/ frequency, report reference
Startyear not known, 2004 entered as default
(vear metadata collected)

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1978-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Deer species not specified - assumed red d
Monitoring undertaken in summer/ autumn
Frequency unknown

3

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1986-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

Monitoring dates/ frequency unknown
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1978779,

o

‘were missed out, there were insufficient plots in
open burn area to produce statistically significant
comparisons

dalsoto
present some preliminary resuts for general
public awareness

deer seen, number of deer killed, age and sexof
deer killed and location of hunting block

tovarify plots
from 197,

o
Difficult o locate these lines, some were wrongly.
identified and this means comparability of animal
survey data may be flawed

g
Difficultto locate these lines, some were wrongly.
Identified and this means comparability of animal
survey data may be flawed, early surveys also
used slightly different methodology so may lose
comparability

possum densities.

Vegetation was assessed using 2020 m grids
Domestic stock s having significant effect which
is crippling the forest without including deer
effect, this appears difficult o measure

The

and average deer "usage” of these areas.

Vegetation plots were established at200m
intervals along alitude transects randomly.
located within broadly selected forestareas Both
domestic stock and overuse of an area by
trampers can cause forests to be considered
“unhealthy", so these effects need to be mitigated
foramornitoring program, otherwise the feral
animal aspect may appear more severe than it
actuallyls

ity , identify ind 1
and possum
densites D
cause forests to be considered "unheathy”, so
these effects need to be mitigated for a
monitoring program, otherwise the feral animal
aspectmay appear more severe than it actually is
por random’; NPCATrap
produced Trap Catch
effectiveness
management Vegetation was assessed using 20*20 m grids
Both wild animals and domestic stock are able to
accessthe forested areas, so tis difficult to
determine between them at times
ubjective’; Notspecified
produced Op remaining goat populations, andto measure  technique "hunter effort"
Report management effectiveness
Kerikeri/Waipoua
Area Goat Control
1999/2000 DME

Hamro-25079;

Nothing found to enable
validation of this project

Monitoring undertaken in summer/ autumn 198612

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1986-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

198501

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1984-01
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

Monitoring undertaken in summer (Dec -Feb) -

January entered into database

Monitoring undertaken during summer (Dec - Feb) 1978-01
~January entered into database

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1978-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

Species of deer not specified - assumed red deer
Monitoring undertaken in summer/ autumn -
month notknown

199812

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1998-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

Habitat not specified Noinformation on sample

or monitoring methods Monitoring frequency not

known Pestlink report produced - reference not

supplied

South branch Hurunui survey history 1976, 1987  1986-12
and 2001

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1997-07.
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of

monitoring identifed as *post-management*

Monitoring in Winter (June - Aug), Juy entered

197912

Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1999-12
other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Frequency of monitoring identified as "post-

management’, monitoring undertaken all year
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22/06/2012




Nospatial information (easting northing and any

and other) were provided, and therefore respective:
i i conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
management Survey data only provides for sociological Monitoring undertaken in summer (Dec -Feb) -
descriptions of the vegetation, meaning. January entered into database
commenting on trend and condition of the.
vegetation would be subjective
NPCATrap There are several blocks of possum control,
produced North Cape Since 2008, currently treated on a 3year rotation Total
i year i for treatment area approx 3,500 hectares
for Control
the igger level
00/01DME Hamro- of5% Concentrating effortin forest remnants
45569 RTC around Kohuronaki especially areas that contain
database (CITRIX) & Bartlett's rata; coastal forest remnants dominated
PestLink Op Report by pohutukawa Sampling design *random’;
Ratcotnrol for Primary monitoring technique RTC - Residual Trap
protection of Catch
indigenous
landsnails s also
undertaken n some
areawithin Te Pal
1954,
g
and possum densities External factors are having an influence on the
forestwhich causes difficulty with comparing feral
animalissues, e g windthrow, insect and snow
damage
Nothing found to enable
i 22 i valdation of this project
(A3-4yr eatenper
2004) of baits were eaten within the initial phase of
poisoning
NPCATIap Nospatial information (easting northing and any
produced Whatiti , andto it gving"% other) were provided, and therefore respective
take" Followed national trap catch protocol ten conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Report 1998-99 traps placed o raised boards, 20 m apat, Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
(hard copy held at random starting point. Sampling design monitoring identified as "post-management”
Whangarei A) *random"; Primary monitoring technique RTC - Monitoring during Auturnin (Mar - May), Apri
ResidualTrap Catch entered
Notspecified Nospatial information (easting northing and any
produced Post reffort other) were provided, and therefore respective
operational report  management effectiveness conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
1997-98 GOAT Frequency of monitoring identified as "during
CONTROL 7490 management’ Monitoring undertaken allyear
preparedby B R
Ovenden 29/6/1998
stablish 100 Nospatial information (easting northing and any
produced Residual tomonito line, National other) were provided, and therefore respective
trap-catch conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
it Latest survey date unknown; Frequency of
PesiLink Op Report treatment area for three nights Sampling design monitoring identified as "post-management”
*random"; Primary monitoring technique RTC - Monitoring during Winter (June - Aug), July
ResidualTrap Catch entered
random’; s per Protocol for Ongoing Areais under Original project was, not e, for a particular
produced numbersin core area to 19 RTC by January, and  technique RTC - Residual Trap Catch i P i i
3 Desire NPCA  (approx24, Limited
Trapping outcome is protection of Kauri Forest ecosystem Standard feld form P i
L 1080 ops kokako.
Kokako0203 xis, undertaken insome areas  protection
KAUAO-20fauna every Syears, restis ground
ubjective’; Notspecified Nospatial information (easting northing and any
produced Op remaining goat populations, andtomeasure  technique *hunter effort" other) were provided, and therefore respective
Report management effectiveness conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
Kerikeri/Waipoua Frequency of monitoring identified as "post-
Area Goat Control management’ Monitoring during Winter (June
1999/2000 DME Aug), July entered
5079;
Hunters Individual
i ing design "subjective"; ing Not specified Nospatial information (easting northing and any
produced "0p remaining goat populations, and tomeasure  technique "hunter effort” other) were provided, and therefore respective:
Report management effectiveness conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Kerikeri/Waipoua Frequency of monitoring identified as "post-
Area Goat Control management' Monitoring during Summer (Dec -
199912000 DME Feb),January entered
Hamro-25079;
Hunters Individual
S 99/00;
Hunter Kill Return
Northland 1995-
5 permanent No 1&1/2leg-  Notspecified Nospatial information (easting northing and any
below holdtraps other) were provided, and therefore respective:
5% Feb-Jul block of conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
effectiveness of the ground on Scott boards Baited with Frequency of monitoring "twice a year'; season

smudge of white flour with icing sugar (5 1 ratio)
RTC assessment carried out two times a year
Primary monitoring technique RTC - Residual Trap
Catch Sampling design not specified

notspeciied Habitatnot specified

1983.01

2000-10

198312

199912

1996-04

199612

1996-07

2002:01

199907

1999.01

199812

1984-01

201007

2000-12

1996-04

200312

1996-07

200901

200007

200001

200212

22/06/2012

2/08/2010

19/08/2010

18/08/2010

22/06/2012

22/06/2012

22/06/2012

2/08/2010

22/06/2012

22/06/2012

22/06/2012




199912

22 validation of this project other) were provided, and therefore respective:
(A3-4yr eaten pe it conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
2004) of baits were eaten within the nitial phase of Habitat notspecified Nosampling design was
poisoning specified n the dataset. Monitoring frequency not
known PeskLink report reference not supplied
Measure Nospatial information (easting northing and any ~ 1999-12
management effectiveness other) were provided, and therefore respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Habitat notspecified Nonformation on sample
or monitoring methods/ frequency supplied
Measure Goat control i ithi 200112
(conditional on management effectiveness methods com U tand
funding availablilty) management areas (totalling  mustelid control
for ecosystem pprox3,600nectares) within
health Postcontrol the forest complex
monitoring usually (16,000na), 3year rotation of
undertaken, used to control operations.
be RTC, now Waxtag
method used
Outcome monitoring
Vegetation  Hunter i e 200012
bedding  this Reserve undertaken within this area
(shooting) Targetis sites, kil sites, ign etc.
5o Seed
lessthan 1 goatshot Ration index
per effective hunter
day-tokeep
numbers belowa
less Startyear FEEEET)
Postintervention management undertaken The pre resultfor the Whakapohai (vear metadata collected) No spatialinformation
was the 240na that the contractors failed 3 times (easting northing or any other) were provided, and
The money saved on this contract was used to therefore the respective conservancy locality s
treatthis area and adjacent areas, Including along shown on the NZmap Habitat not specified No
the cattle track. monitoring technique was specified Dataset
storage medium unknown PestLink ref
unknown
Aerial survey; Type of Nospatial information (easting northing orany  2000-01
it i mornitoring Inventory other) were provided, and therefore th
sampling Sampling design Subjective respective conservancy locality is shown on the
NZmap Monitoring during Summer (Dec - Feb),
January entered
Notspecified Nospatial information (easting northingorany  2000-12
“coastal - sea’, Mark - other) was provided, and therefore the respective
conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap
“other Species  purposes transects; o establish status and trend Information missing (identified under Abstract)
"Jasus edwardsi" Latestsurvey date unknown No reference of
(Rock Lobster) not reportidentified
avaliable on
database, "maui
Notspecified Monitoring during summer/autumn, February ~ 2000-02
for: entered_ Habitat dentfied as "mult habitats”,
further actions required, to determine counting Tubes need to be covered with coarse entered as Indigenous Hardwoods Latest survey.
date unknown
management effectiveness ants Some transects are permanentand
consistently monitored each time for
comparability Other transects are movedto
ensure search effortis well distributed over area
Sampling design Subjective; Primary monitoring
technique Bait stations.
#NAME? 1998-12
population structure, In order to make threesites Three replicates in each habitat type
management recommendations persite Trapping carried out over 6 weeks per
summer
3 lter Latest survey date unknown Monitoring 1996-12
3 i undertaken allyear, and seasonally (quarterly)
enteredas Subjective A Site monitored 60times  Monitoring technique
Indigenous i fundamental i i notclear entered as “bait ines", though this may
Hardwoods understanding assessing ea litter community stablty notbe correct
Species not entered Experimental and needs to be linked to other leaf
Amphipoda - phenology monitoring techniques
sandhoppers, not
Usted on species list
Inventory; Useful Ongoing Frequency of monitoring "sporadic"; Forest 200212
vegetation plots Additional plots located at key. habitats Species; *Hemideina thoracica", and
tree weta intensive management sites, e g Whirinaki Hemidenia crassidens Artficial weta roosts
of Ecological Management Zone (WEMZ)
projects (including
community and
1999-12
technique or management for population monitoring of Kauri
1999
specified
Considered random
urvey hand search 200501
descriptors. the wider East 135km 3
random start i i Coast Bayof Plenty undertaken in summer Monitoring technique
understanding Increased coastal development  summer "hand search”, entered as

particlarly Tauran

Lactrodectrus atritus is now considered as part of
awider L 'katipo’ complex

2000-12

2010-04

2010-04

11112

200201

2000-12

200002

1996-12

200212

199912

2007-01

22/06/2012

22/06/2012

2/08/2010

2/08/2010

10/06/2011

3/02/2010

10/05/2010

10/06/2011

10/12/2009

9/11/2009

10/06/2011

5/08/2010

12/08/2010




Ngai operties Tolower
are proposingto
convertremnant

beetle habitatinto

dairying with 100%

loss of habitat and

trapping and wooden disc measuring 36 pitfall
trapsin young stands, 200 traps n old stand forest

certain extinction of
ink pit i DDM-24821
reservesinMarch- ecological status and integrity locations 25 Pittall traps at each grid ste Grid=5
April2002 Traps fows X5 columns, with 20 m spacing i e 25 traps.
(paint pails buried ateach site) 10trap nights
flushwith ground)
were baited with
tinned pear No
capturesin 1298 trap
nights were detected
atAtuanui Scenic
Reserve (North
Auckland) No
captures in 1438 trap
to plan for future operations and measure success
of control operations
Megadromus pping To  Not specified
‘omaramae'is establish Status and trend
sparse The only.
known population on
Quailburn Station,
because it specifically calculates detection
probabilties, and can be appled efficiently ona
large spatial scale which isimportant for
Hochstetter's frogs, which are liely to exist as.
metatpopulations.
to plan for future operations and measure success
of control operations
integrity, and to analyse theoretical predictions of
community change
Pre and post|
10 plan for future operations and measure success
of control operations
Standard feld form
ona Hochstetter frog because it specifically calculates detection
population probabiliies, and can be appled efficiently ona
large spatial scale which isimportant for
Hochstetter's frogs which are kely to existas
metatpopulations
Standard feld form
us part 6 Pit i DDM-24821
term) e si groups of
April2002 Traps  orgs (to date veg, rodents, skinks, invertes) inside forestedge Grid =5 rows x5 columns,
(paint pails buried with 20 m spacing (i e 25 traps ateachsite) 10
flushwith ground) trapnights
were baited with
tinned pear No
capturesin 1298 trap
nights were detected
atAtuanui Scenic
Reserve (North
Auckland) No
captures in 1438 trap
streams
Hochstetter's frogsin

management

existin stream selection

Baseline traps,

the Eyrewell Forest

The 200304
beetle and associated native vegetation require:

habitat The situation is now a delicate negotiation

between DOC and Ngai Tahu Properties Ltd for a

100ha reserve

2002-03

199312

Lastsurvey 2003 200811

The technique s also being trialled in Northland ~ 2003-12
Conservancy where stream habitat type is

differenttothat found n the Hunua Range and

Mahurangi Forest -Sample design method listed

as Sublective’ - Simple random sample' selected

~The month entered for First Date' and Latest

Date'isa dummy

199312

d, only Reptile: 199112
Communities'-'Skink Sp 'selected -No habitat

listed - ‘Indigenous Hardwood selected -No

sample design lsted - ‘Simple random sample’

selected -Pittalltraps' listed as monitoring

technique - ‘Catch per unit effort - pitfall traps”

selected

1990-12

Nospatialinformation (easting northingorany ~ 1997-12
other) were provided, and therefore th

respective conservancy localiy is shown on the

NZmap Habitat ot specified. Monitoring

method/ dates frequency not supplied Internal

report- reference not known

1996.01

Hochstetter frogs in
Mahurangi Forests

Nospatialinformation (easting northing orany ~ 1997-12
other) were provided, and therefore the

respective conservancy locality is shown on the.

Nzmap Habitat not specified. Methods not

described_ Monitoring methods/ dates/ frequency
notknown Report reference not supplied

2002-03

Frogis semi aquatic and ives in or near freshwater 2004-12.
streamsin forested habitats

2004-12

200304

200203

200806

200311

200412

200801

2008-12

200911

1997-12

1999-01

1997-12

200203

200412

2009-10

10/06/2011

10/06/2011

11/06/2011

10/06/2011

13/08/2010

22/07/2010

10/06/2011

11/06/2011

10/06/2011

11/06/2011

10/11/2009

10/06/2011

10/06/2011

26/07/2010




Originally in 1996 all 1996-02
Quarantine & researcher for the project established over istand under Treaty of Waitang Treaty settiement
Contingency Planfor subsequent restoration efforts. backs Now ust caught by hand net/hand
istand
Toreporton biodiversity To Increase the Unknown Standard feld form 200112
knowledge base and fundamental understanding
1989-12
knowledge base
Reportis 1990-12
surveyof Karewa  translocation took place. TAUAO-2374,
Island by 2D0C orderto transfer animals to
species rangers Tuhua
revealed 34
dividuals of which
15 were caughtand
morphological
measurements were
taken None of the 34
previously
permanently marked
animals, marked in
s per Standard Data from Auckland region and other areasis held 2002-12
count ize monit fieldform by Dotterel Recovery Group leader
s per Standard Related projects NZ dotterel recovery and 200212
data between years flocking counts fieldform Motuine restoration Annual census results hels
by Dotterel Recovery Group leader
Reporton biodiversity to increase the knowledge  Unknown Standard feld form 200212
base and fundamental understanding Undertake
one off surveys for Hochstetters frog when able to
‘when doing other work in park
Project carried out by KerriL 1997-12
Island + 49 Entomology Group PO Box84, Lincoln University)
species with respectto the differenthabitatson  pittall traps of which 17in permanent transect for QuailIstand Ecological Restoration Trust
Quailistand « line (200m) DOC does not have detailed information about
with both skinks and geckos in Canterbury, this project
requiring extensive effortin the field to
differentiate the species The geckos were also
very unlikely to get caught n the traps which
caused bias towards imited lizard habitation
‘when this was not correct
Toimprove the understanding of the distribution of Unknown Habitat given as Multi habitats'-‘Indigenous ~ 1997-12.
Uzards in Christchurch & s environs hardwoods'selected -No method information
given MADAN Sorry cannotvalidate this project
as| cannot access the reportfor details of the
project Willtake me longer than today to track it
down Noelectronic version avalable
s per Standard Related projects NZ dotterel recovery and 200212
data between years counts fieldform Rangitoto/Motutapu restoration Annual census
undertaken with results held by Dotterel Recovery.
Group leader
Tosearchfor i g i Unknown Location data from this projectis sensitiveand  1994-12

This study.
investigated the
atractiveness of two
Vertebrate pest baits
(nontoxic RS5 and
Pindone-
impregnated
‘AgTech) tocaptive
skinks Leiolopisma
maccanni The trial
was conductedin

understanding of the species

a5 Unknown
day palatability tralThe effect of baittype (RSS,

Pindone), bait size (0 07, 2 0g) and water content

(wet, dry) on attractiveness was assessed by

monitoring izard behaviour using timelapse

Video Following the palatability tral, each lizard's

bait consumption was measured accurately over

a2-day period

Pindone baitsto captive skinks

Pitfallt Unspecified
fence observations withingrid Three pairs of sites

Eachsite with 36 traps in 5m grid One pair of sites

within fence, one pair o sites outside fence and

third pair at some distance away from other two

sites (control site) Study conducted over three

consecutive days every month from 23rd

September 199810 8th January 1999

Assess population size Callcounts

Survey techniques is published by Beauchamp &

Chamber 2000in Notornis Standard field form

the Mt Unspecified
Harper area by undertaking an inventory

of  spotiighting
the NE areas of Banks Peninstla

needs search ilter oniit!

This is nota monitoring project Itis laboratory  2005-12
researchto determine the effects of pest control

baits on native skink Project should be deleted

from st

1998-09

Habitat ‘coastal broadeaf ot listed in database - 1993-12
‘coastal'and indigenous hardwood entered

Sample method not specified. Monitoring latest

date notknown

LOCATION DATA S SENSITIVE AND NEEDS. 2004-12
SEARCH FILTER ON T!

‘There is no reporton this survey just an emailof  2003-12
ings and ARDS cards sentto HERPETOFAUNA
database

200802

200212

200412

200503

201003

201003

200312

1998-01

1998-12

201003

199412

200512

1999-01

1993-12

200412

200312

10/06/2011

10/06/2011

10/06/2011

11/06/2011

13/08/2010

13/08/2010

12/08/2010

6/08/2010

10/06/2011

13/08/2010

11/06/2011

10/06/2011

10/06/2011

12/11/2009

10/06/2011

17/06/2011




factors

Monitoring methods - nesting successandcall  1992-12 1992-12
counts Latest monitoring date not known

Measurement details and some census

information in Notornis in 1996 and 2000 Some

detailsin Weka Recovery Plan o 29 appendices.

Details in the Translocation applications for weka

for Russellin 2002-03

Standard data sheet ecord shouldbe deleted because survey did ~ 2005-03 2005-03
10 good and nothing was written up. No further not go ahead because weather not condusive for
information avalable lizards and no report or further information
available
LOCATION DATA FORTHIS PROJECT IS SENSITIVE 2003-11 2004-03
ipul AND SHOULD HAVE A BLOCKING FILTER PUTON
y &-mspacing)
distribution and of three 400 * 280-mm sheets separated by
species composition ‘wooden spacers; trple-layered corrugated ron
along the entire stack of three 450 x 230-mm and concrete roofing.
length of Kaitorete. tile (390 x 320 mm) Before-After Control-Impact
Spit, Canterbury; to (BACI) design for predator and habitat
developanew manipulation study
sampling method
(artificial retreats)
for Canterbury
geckos
i i Forest birds monitored every 1994-10 2003-10
Rakitu Istand over time. wide whole fsland coverage, 20in open farmiand 10years, 1994, 2003 wtc
areasand 20 bushi/shubland Counts undertaken
in 1994 and 2002
Notebook “Nomonitoring dates supplied- dummyvalues  1999-12 1999-12
establishing population range given (1999-12) -Habitat given as ‘Multihabitat -
“Indigenous hardwoods'selevted Startyear not
known, 2008 entered as default (year metadata
collected)
Counts & culling of pukeko f 200012 2010-06
pateke survival (paddocks) as partof a a defined transcet route. densities get too high (have
Expressed asa density of pukeko per hectare threshold of 0 5 /ha)
Daily tallies from shooting and trapping
Habitatnot  2002:08 2010-08
Daytime counts from a vehicle on road transect specified ifig
nple of it irdsi 12 Nati i i Annual 200212 2010-06
Mar 02:Mar 03 by Y,
Autopsies. dispersal Jamieson Five annual university reserachers to see if
driven by starvation Standard feld form to determine optimal foraging
habitat for teal
this specie: Asample of Related reports Pateke recovery 200112 2010-08
months
Asample of “Multi-habitats' not accepted by database - 1997-12 1999-12
Tohelp year ‘indigenous hardwoodentered Monitoring
with management deci method telemetry' not accepted by database
“Counts'entered as ‘simple counts' Monitoring,
undertaken in spring/ summer Reportreference
not supplied
Monitoring latest date notknown Two 1995-12 1995-12
management decisions and resuts every season Monitored using counts unpublished reports produced by E A Belland ) L
and nesting success Sim (1998) - references not supplied "Nesting
success'notaccepted by database as monitoring,
technique
radigsdigsdl 200012 2000-12
year Notallbirds Monitoring undertaken annually in summer/ 1989-12 1989-12
banded, beaches known to have birds present autumn Latest monitoring date unknown
‘were monitored, nota sample
Monitor Monitoring undertaken on 2 occasions at8sites  2001-12 200312
8Te Paparahi for3 consecutive months 6 time periods of data
groups of by NZForest (the months of Dec 2001, Jan 2002, Feb 2002, Oct
reserves (Atuanui  organisms (incl vegetation, rodents, skinks,  Service and 2 other replacementsites No 2003, Nov 2003, Dec 2003)  Multiple forest bird
ScenicReserve,  Invertebrates) information is available about selection of species sampled using point distance sampling to
Mataitai Scenic. sampling site: provide density estimates 8 commonest species
Reserve andTe were Silvereye, grey warbler, fantall, tui, kereru,
Paparat Kingfisher, kaka, blackbird A small group of
Conservation Area) Bellbirds were present at Rangiwhakaea Bay, Te
in6time periods All Paparahi but not detected in sampling
forest birds detected
were sampled The
species with
sufficient
observations were
Evaluation of population trends Callcounts Colbourne, R &Kleinpaste, R (1984) North istand Related projects - Little Barrier kiwi monitoring, ~ 1992-12. 1992-12

brown kiwi vocalisations and their use in
censusing populations Notornis 31 191-201
Standard feld form

National monitoring scheme  Habitat not
specified Monitoring dates/ frequency not
known Sample method not specified

12/11/2009

13/08/2010

13/08/2010

20/07/2010

10/06/2011

16/08/2010

16/08/2010

16/08/2010

16/08/2010

12/11/2009

12/11/2009

12/11/2009
10/06/2011

13/08/2010

16/11/2009




References White,

density Asrecommended in Recovery Plan

G (1994) and habitat requirements
Ecological research
andmonitoring of the
protected
grasshopper
Brachaspis robustus
inthe MacKenzie
Basin Science and
Research SerlesNo
77 Unpublished
Notebook
understanding
Notebook
understanding
the grasshopper consistency is main challenge
Sigaus minutus.
Notebook
understanding
Todetermine Unknown Allanticipated research has
i rvision, well i i been completed
Brother is heavily
biased towards
males, breeding s
i Search per unit effort (SPUE)
toestablish
genetic coarse changes in abundance and distribution
distinctiveness of
inaicta
Unknown
and management actions required
“Logistically  Not specified
understanding of coarse changes in abundance
and distribution
Noliterature baselin it i hand
specified
relative abundance, and to assess habitat, in
orderto determine if species is extinct
distan:
sampling
Quadrats Two Mark, recap locati
document survival trends sampled over several nights each year conducted by Victoria
population and University
survival trends
Where frogs were at
lowdensity numbers
Evaluation of population trends, to help decide on ~ Call counts Colbourne & Kleinpaste (1984) Lowe etal (1994)
future management Standard feld form
Unknown
ssist othe continues Allwork has been
recruitmentand  wanslocations done by Dr Ben Bellfrom VUW.
good survival in ater
yearswithamean
annual survival rate.
Translocation and monitoring
of completed
monitoring showed
considerable
dispersal of the.
it Completed
population model fo both populations.
thatwould predicta
translocation
speciesis extinct technique, sample design, data collection

guidelines etc

Latest survey 2009 Monitoring during February
Frequency of monitoring annual Habitat Dry,
stony ground Monitoring technique Walked
transects and counts within plot

“Nohabitatinformation given - Indigenous
hardwood'entered -Sample design not given -
'Simple random sample entered -Monitoring
dates unknown Startyear not known, 2008
entered as defaut (year metadata collected)

“Nohabitatinformation given - Indigenous
hardwood'selected -Sample design not given -
'Simple random sample entered -Monitoring
dates unknown

Long term monitoring of grasshopper (20 -+ years)
Surveys continue work of Markus Davis, 1980's
Present surveys conducted by Simon Moris
(contractor) and Twizel area staff

“Nohabitatinformation given - Indigenous
hardwood'selected -Sample design not given -
'Simple random sample entered -Monitoring
dates unknown Startyear not known, 2008
entered as default (year metadata collected)

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring technique
notspecified - entered as "presence absence";
Monitoring during spring/summer (November
entered); Monitoring status andtrend Habitat not
specified Literature references not specified

Nospatialinformation (easting northing)
provided, and therefore the respective:
conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map
Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring during
spring/summer (Nov entered); Monitoring
technique identified as hand search, entered
“presence absence" Habitat not specified

Species not listed - bellbird entered as default
species (needs checking) Habitat not specified
Sample method not specified Monitoring dates/
frequency notknown

Related projects - Kawau Kiwi monitoring &
National monitoring scheme  Habitat not
specified Sample method not specified
Monitoring dates/ frequency not specified

from the department

Latest survey date unknown; Habitat not
specified; NO monitoring technique identitied
(presence/absence entered in order to save);
Monitoring during spring/summer (November
entered); No lterature identified (reference)

1996-11

11112

11112

2004-11

11112

199212

200811

1984/01

2000-11

200111

197512

1983/01

199212

1984/03

1997/05.

1998/09

2004-11

1996-11

11112

11112

200411

11112

200002

200311

1992/12

200011

200111

197512

2010/01

1992-12

2003/03

2002/08

2003/05

200411

10/06/2011

10/06/2011

10/06/2011

10/06/2011

10/06/2011

10/06/2011

10/06/2011

11/06/2011

10/06/2011

10/06/2011

16/11/2009

11/06/2011

16/11/2009

11/06/2011

10/06/2011

11/06/2011

10/06/2011




“direct

spider Pteriegops suterii for the purpose of

searches (e g vegetation  litter) for inventory"

Entered  though may
needtobe updated

Nospatialinformation (easting northing orany ~ 2002-12
other) provided, and therefore the respective

conservancy locality s shown on the NZ map

Latest survey date unknown; frequency, habitat

unknown Monitoring technique not identified

beyond "direct searches” - entered as "casual
observations" - update

Related project - Rat and cat eradication - thisis ~ 2000-12

transect the before eradication data to compare with the
eradication within ¢ 3000 hectares Field instructions in after eradication data (2006, 2007, 2008)
DOCDM 224176 Location of transects DOCDM Annually for 3 years (2000, 2001, 2002) in
224173 Blank field sheet DOCDM 224170 This OctiNov
is the before rodent and cat eradication dataset
Original design in paper files SCR 300-15 vols 1
(Conservation Advisory Scientist Research - Raoul
Island Ecosystem) and in NHS-03-02-20-01
(RaoulIstand forest bird monitoring)
Analysisin ~thisis 200612
transect the after
eradication within ¢ 3000 hectare Field instructionsin done before eradication data (2000, 2001, 2002)
DOCDM 224176 Location of transects DOCDM Annually for 3 years (2008, 2007, 2008) in
224173 Blank field sheet DOCDM 224170 Thisis OctiNov
the after rodent and cat eradication dataset See
file NHS 03-03-20-01 (Raoulforest bird
monitoring AK-1)
ax2km Related project- Ratand cat eradication 200012
of 2parts 3x2km Monitoring plots done once in 2000 and n 20072
unbounded coastal Coastal transects done twice 2000 &2001
transects o getan Monitoring monthes Oct- Nov.
index of abundance
of white terns, grey
ternlets and tropic.
birds 9 Permanent
plots setupto getan
indexof abundance
of burrowing
seabirds breeding in
foresthabitaton
RaoulIstand in Nov
2000 The coastal
Related study - Kapitihihi programme. Habitat  1995-12
management decisions and resuts every summer - follow Hini identified as ‘coastal broadeat forest - entered as
ManagementSOP Monitoring methods - nesting ‘coastal'and indigenous hardwood Monitoring
success, mark - recapture/resight undertaken daily n spring/ summer Latest date
unknown Breeding season reports produced by L
Wilson, ) Taylor, R Stamp, | Fraser, S Jack
Transects 2006105
population of frogs. measured - conspicuousness of frogs is variable
andmust be accounted for
Notebook Although the projectsite is administered by 2007/01
Department of Conservation, the project was run
at y by Victoria University, Wellington Note that start
fundamental understanding yearis 2008 rather than 1994 as stated here:
Related project- Takahe recovery programme  1991-12
management decisions andresults every summer Monitoring methods - Habitat ‘coastal broadleaf noton st - entered
nesting success and mark! recapture ‘coastal' and indigenous hardwood Mornitoring
undertaken daily n spring/ summer Latest date
unknown Reportsby R & B Walter-no
references Monitoring method nesting success'
notonlist
the Capture, Notebook 1995-12
written up. and captivity o Tt Istand which s a mostly.
translocation was forested stand in Cook Strait
monitored by staff
and students from
Victoria University
Overatenyear
period survivalof
Related project- Kokako recovery programme  1997-12
management decisions and resuts every summer Monitoring - nesting Habitat‘coastal broadeaf' noton st - coastal’
success and mark/ recapture and indigenous hardwood entered  Monitoring
method nesting success' noton ist Monitoring
undertaken daily n spring/ summer Latest date
unknown Breeding season reports produced, refs
unknown
monitor outcome. Survey Monitoring method esting success'notonlist  1994-12.
Monitoring Monitoring undertaken daitt during spring/
methods - nesting success and mark/ fecapture summer Latest date unknown End of season
report produced - references not supplied
& Direct These have been surveys with 1999112
noimmediate plansto repeat
newlocations this survey

200212

200212

2008-12

1995-12

2010/05

2010/01

200512

1997-12

1994-12

200602

16/11/2009

10/06/2011

10/06/2011

10/06/2011

11/06/2011

11/06/2011

29/07/2010

16/11/2009

29/07/2010

16/11/2009

16/11/2009

29/07/2010




tohelp  Monitor ident v g

form
recapture
Direct
newlocations found this survey
i & i DOCOM
Transects are 1km
100m
ScenicReserve,  study other group the forestedge Grid stes were randomly
Mataitai Scenic choosen but discarded f they did not meet
Reserve andTe criteria Change in observers each time
Paparahi Multispecies observations increases complexity
Conservation Area) Relative abundance scores used to cope with this
in6time periods All
forest birds detected
were sampled The
Direct Notebook
Monitoring
distribution and
threatstaus of a
Mackenzie Basin
herbfield, scrub”  fundamental understanding
Entered as bestas
possible Reference
of report produced
Fraser, | 1999
Robust Grasshopper
(Brachaspis
Notspecified
bund: s specified
abundance and distribution to determine status
e -
BSMIP
i i 1996 Fivelines  occur
effectiveness (one line per habitat-type) offive groups of four
artifcial weta roostsin the Treatment AreaFour
tines (one line per habitat-type) offive groups of
four artficial weta roosts in the Combined Non-
TreatmentArea Refer to (Christensen 2003)
To monitor pping Notebook
the removal of kiore
To monitor Notebook
removal of kiore and measure management
effectiveness
Trap number,
P gid, set!
Island eachmorning
)
M Ogle, gbao-278 L This self-
statusand trend Observer bias

large numbers of individuals involvedin re-
measuring plots that poor searchers comprise
only a small proportion There s ikely
measurement erfor as weather conditions may.
cause differences n outcome, butthis s
uncontrollable Biggest deficiency in monitoring s
the relatively small number of plots (limited by

occasionally pigs) for fundamental understanding
and to measure management effectiveness

Notebook

species of lizards

Notebook
guide conservation actions for grand and Otago

skinks

Standard feld form

determine population trends and to guide
management

for further a 13x

control operation and general monitor of
population health

Related project- Fairy tern recovery programme  1984-12 1984-12
Monitoring technique mesting success' noton list

Monitoring undertaken daily during spring/

summer, atest date unknown End of season

reports produced - references not supplied

1999/02 200902

Monitoring undertaken on 2 occasions atG sites  2001-12 200312
for 3 consecutive months 6 time periods of data

(the months of Dec 2001, Jan 2002, Feb 2002, Oct

2003, Nov 2003, Dec 2003) Muliple forest bird

species sampled using point distance sampling o
provide density estimates 8 Commonest species
were Silvereye, Grey warbler, Fantai, Kereru, Tt
Chaffinch, Blackbird, Myna

2006-12 2006-12

Forthe last twenty years recorded declinein ~ 1991-12 201002
populations Key sites include [locations

redacted] Managementtype multiple land

owners, DOC selected

Nospatial information (easting northingorany  1999-11 1999-11
other) were provided, and therefore th

respective conservancy localiy is shown on the

NZmap Latest survey date will be the same as

the nitial survey date Monitoring during

spring/summer (November entered) No

monitoring technique identified

Nospatial information (easting northing) 200411 200411
provided, and therefore the respective

conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

Latest survey date unknown; primary parameter

notidentified; Monitoring technique unclear/not

specified Habitat not specified Monitoring during

spring/summer, Nov entered

Nospatial information (easting northingorany  1997-12 1997-12
other) was provided, and therefore the respective

conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

Latest survey date unknown - roject possibly

complete Habitat not specified Cannot enter

primary monitoring technique - Artificial Covers

(no option?)
Project ongoing (lzards), Complete (tuatara)  1992-12 2008-03
Projectongoing (lzards) Complete (tuatara)  1992-12 2008-03
1997-04 2007-10
Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every two  1996-01 1996-01
years; Monitoring from spring-autumn (January
entered); Monitoring occured four times to date
Latestsurvey date unknown; Monitoringnine ~~ 1984-12 1984-12
times to date; Monitoring every three years
2000-03 2008-03
#NAME? 1984-12 1984-12
1996-01 200212
Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every two 2001-12 200112

years; Monitoring occured twice to date

11/06/2011

29/07/2010

28/07/2010

29/07/2010

11/06/2011

11/06/2011

11/06/2011

11/06/2011

2/07/2010

2/07/2010

11/06/2011

11/06/2011

11/06/2011

2/07/2010

17/11/2009

10/12/2009

11/06/2011




s - grid Mair ~Monitoringtechnique given as Pitfalltraps - gid' - 1996-01 200212 17/11/2009

‘Catch per uniteffort - pitfall raps'

o determine distribution trends in pasture versus Unknown Notebook #NAME? 1994-12 1994-12 17/11/2009
tussock habitat o gain fundamental
understanding
Monitor i i i instruction: Monitoring undertaken on 2 occasions atG sites  2001-12 200312
tofieldteam for 3 consecutive months 6 time periods of data
(the months of Dec 2001, Jan 2002, Feb 2002, Oct
(incl vegetation, rodents, skinks, Transects are startand 2003, Nov 2003, Dec 2003) Muliple forest bird
Scenic Reserve, ish are atleast 100m inside the forest edge species sampled using point distance sampling o
Mataitai Scenic provide density estimates 8 commonest species
Reserve andTe were Silvereye, fantail, grey warbler, Tui, Kereru,
Paparahi Kingfisher, chaffinch, blackbird
Conservation Area)
in6time periods All
forest birds detected

28/07/2010

Notebook #NAME? 1984-12 1984-12 17/11/2009
over the eastern range of skink species at
Macraes Flat

17/11/2009

Monitoring undertaken annually in summer/ 1989-12 1989-12
Band combinations identified where possible to autumn - latest date unknown

follow individual survival and range over time.

Monitored using flock counts and site occupancy

Notall birds banded beaches known to have birds

presentwere monitored

Notstated Five minute bird counts Dawson & Bull (1975) Project purpose notstated Nospecies listed - 1987-12 1988-12 24/06/2010
bellbird entered though this needs checking
Monitoring undertaken all year for one year - start

andend dates not known

17/11/2009

Dawson and Bull (1975) Species notlisted - chaffinch enteredthough ~ 1981-07 1981-07
changes In native forest structure and invasion by needs checking Habitats not specified 'multi-

exotic bird species habitats'notlisted, entered indigenous

hardwood Monitoring undertaken un winter (Jun -

Aug)-July entered Datasetformat not known -

lost Data collection reference incomplete

17/11/2009

Dawson and Bull (1975) Species notlisted - bellbird entered, however  1986-12 1987-12
needs checking ‘Mult-habitats'noton st -
“indigenous hardwoodentered Data collection
reference incomplete Monitoring undertaken all
yearfor one year

Reliableif H#NAME? 199412 1994-12 10/12/2009

management sensitive.

Notebook H#NAME? 199312 1993-12 17/11/2009

by
monitoring Jewelled gecko population trends

17/11/2009

To monitor Notebook ~Species given as Multiple species - Lizard 200409 2004-09
species through time; possible site fora species'selected -Latest date not supplied
mammalian predator exclusion fence

t Notebook ANAME? 2005-09 200509 17/11/2009

determine population trends

ANAME? 2005-09 200509 17/11/2009

future managment occupancy used

i Pittalltraps Only good for ~Projectongoing -Habitatnotgiven - ‘indigenous ~ 1985-12 198512 11/06/2011
Determine hardwood'selected -Monitoring technique given
success of ranslocations conditions. asPitfall traps' -'Catch per unit effort - pitfall

traps'selected

Pitfalltraps Only good for ~Project ongoing (latest date unknown) -Habitat  1985-12 1985-12 11/06/2011

notgiven - ‘Indigenous hardwoods' selected

predation Todetermine success of conditions
translocations

Dawson and Bull (1975) Species not isted - bellbird entered butneeds 200201 2002-01
checking Monitoring undertaken in summer (Dec
-Feb) - January entered into database Data
collection reference detalls incomplete. Sample
method not specified

18/05/2011

Pittalltraps Only good for ~Habitat not specified - ndigenous hardwood  1985-12 1985-12
selected -Methodisted as Pitfall traps'- "Catch
predation Determine success of translocations  conditions per uniteffort- pitall traps' selected -Latest date

notspecified (project ongoing)

11/06/2011

q Latest survey date not known, monitoring season  1995-12. 1995-12
M Ogle, gdbao-278 i Every 3years unknown; Monitoring every three years, monitored

controlsites, andto measure management onceto date

effectiveness; as a control for treatment sites

11/06/2011

11/06/2011

time  Transects Notebook 1998-09 200109

probabilities not calculated) No longer used

q 7x Monitoring every twoyears, monitored 2002, 200201 2009-01
M Ogle, docdm- 2005, 2007, 2009, between January and May
492006 hochstetter for possum control operation and
monitoring general health of population, a trigger
for further management

11/06/2011




Monitoring

management effectiveness stopped Sites used were not relevantto
management area
ial wentory
technique
month; i
and hatching Golden Bay Mark/recapture primarily used to
earn about longevity of instars (to learn abott lfe
history); secondary possiblity of usingt o assess
population size
trial inventory
technique
month;
and hatching Golden Bay Markirecapture primarily used to
learn about longevity of instars (to learn about lfe
history); secondary possiblity of using it to assess
population size
nly good for the project
weather conditions
Quadrats Monit i Notebook
onfuture management Were not rigorous enough to interpret results
meaningfully
Quadrats Notebook
onfuture management. ‘were not rigorous enough to interpret results
meaningiully
Apilotstudy forthis  Tomonitor earches for
projectwas indicator Status g
undertakenoverthe  and trend dates of first appearance and hatching Eggsac  spreadsheet
period June 1997 to production s known to be varlable from year to
January 1999 The Year, for unknown reasons; longer-term trends.
present study began may be more useful_An unknown amount of
in2007, 3-monthly potential spider habitat s inaccessible to humans.
intervals The survey andtherefore cannot be surveyed
intervalistobe
reviewed in 2010

pigs; Every year
required; Identifying changes in ecological status
andintegrity
Dawson and Bull (1975)
Notebook
Hochstetter's frogs in Waitekauri
Notebook
measure
discontinued and mark-recapture monitoring and
site occupancy trialled as alternatives
Emergence counts conducted in October 2001,
May 2002, July 2002, November 2002 and March
2003
5 .
1080 aerial possum control operationin 1994;a  100m2 plots Every 3years
trigger for further management
Every 2years
possum control operation beginning in 1994; o
measure management effectiveness Status and
Notebook

monitoring tools

of ACOs andocal population size is unknown

M Ogle, gdbao-278

Operation in 1994 and assess further
management need; a trigger for further
management action

future management

and site occupancy) Not all birds banded,
beaches known to have birds present were
monitored (not a sample)

~Method given as Pitfalltraps'- ‘Catch perunit  1995-12 200012
effort- pitfall traps'selected -Monitoring

frequency not specified -Start date andlatest.

date month information not supplied

Purpose for fundamental understanding (would  1997-12 1999-12
have been used as a population monitori

baseline ifthe technique had worked) Monitoring

occured monthly, alyear Forinventory purposes.

Purpose forfundamental understanding (would  1997-12 1999-12
have been used as a population monitoring.

baseline if the technique had worked) Monitoring

occured monthly, allyear Forinventory purposes.

2003:02 200302
199404 199412
199404 199412

The monitored habitatis a imestone cave, but  2007-12 2009-12

this species s Ukely to occu in other cave-ike

environments

Latestsurvey date unknown; Monitoring done  1997-12 199712

annually

Species notlisted - bellbird entered, though needs 1980-12. 198112

checking Habitat ‘coastal broadleaf not one list -
entered coastal' and indigenous hardwood' Data
collection guideline reference incomplete:

Monitoring undertaken in spring/ summer - month

1994-02 1998-02
200110 2003-03
Latest survey date unknown; Monitoringdone ~ 1995-12 1995-12
every three years, undertaken three timesto date:
Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every two  1993-12 1993-12
years
1998-01 200112
Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring done ~ 1995-12 1995-12
every three years, undertaken four times to date
Location Gouland hutarea, Gouland Downs,
Kahurangi NP (shortened for title)
Related project- NZ dotterel recovery Monitoring 1989-12 1989-12

undertaken annually in summet/ autumn - month
notknown Latest date unknown

11/06/2011

11/06/2011

11/06/2011

11/06/2011

10/12/2009

10/12/2009

11/06/2011

10/12/2009

18/11/2009

10/12/2009

18/08/2010

11/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

18/11/2009




M Ogle, gdbao-278

Surveysfor reptiles
i

targets for
possum control operations; used as a trigger for
further management, andto measure
management effectiveness

Notebook

management

assistwith management decisions

Notebook

Whareorino Forest

(detection probabilites not calculated) Nolonger
used

control Determine.

random start

future management

Band combinations identified where poss to follow
individual survival and range over time Notall
birds banded, beaches known to have birds
presentwere monitored (nota sample)

Monitored using flock counts and site occupancy

population

population estimation and assessment of rends.
of Archey's frogs at both a treatment site (rodents
controlled) and ata non-treatment site (no rodent
control) Two replicates (10mx10m grids)
monitored in treatment and non-treatment sites.

the Archey's

necessary management

conduct mark-recapture type analysis for
population estimation and assessment of
population trends

by Notebook

University (Dr

future management

Band combinations identified where possible to
follow individual survival and range over time Not.
allbirds banded, beaches known to have birds
presentwere monitored (nota sample)
Monitoring involves flock counts and site:
occupancy.

future management

Band combinations identified where possible to
follow individual survival and range over time Not
allbirds banded, beaches known to have birds
presentwere monitored (nota sample)
Monitoring involved flock counts and site
occupancy.

the Archey's

local management

conduct mark-recapture type analysis for
population estimation and assess population
trends

P ivi Notebook

(e g supplementation)

mark frogs)
conducted during night of suitable conditions
(warm and humid/damp)

Notebook

Striped Skinks
Multple locations,
both private and
publicland

time.

Worka mix of distribution (inventory) work and
research into trapping techniques.

M Ogle, gdbao-278

targets for
possum control operations; used as a triger for
further management, andto measure
management effectiveness

15m plot Every 5

of outcome targets for this species of snail
following 1080 possum control operations in 1992

years

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring done ~ 1991-12
annually, five timesto date Species not specified

beyond Landsnails - Powelliphanta; specific one

entered, though needsto be clarified

1998-01
Related project- Bat Recovery Monitoring 1999-12
undertaken weekly throughout the year Latest
date unknown

2000-08

“This project s combined with Evaluating the effect 2000-01
of predator control at Whareorino South (Non-

Treatment) - Project D 563- suggested by the

project owner, Waikato Conservancy, fauna TSO

Related project- NZ Dotterel Recovery Sample  1989-12
method not specified Monitoring undertaken

annually in summer/ autumn Latest date not

known

200511
2007-01
#NAME? 1988-12
Sample method not specified. Monitoring 1989-12
undertaken annually in summer/ autumn - month
notknown, latest date not known
Sample method not specified. Monitoring 1989-12
undertaken annually in summer/ autumn - month
notknown, latest date not known
2007-01
2007-01
2007-06
1994-12

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every two  1995-12
years, done four times to date:

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every five 1996-12
years

200112

1999-12

200009

200001

1989-12

201003

201001

1988-12

1989-12

1989-12

201001

201001

200706

200412

199512

1996-12

21/06/2011

18/05/2011

18/11/2009

18/08/2010

18/08/2010

18/11/2009

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

18/11/2009

19/11/2009

21/06/2011

18/08/2010

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011




research habitat use ‘guidelines of Whitaker, A H (1984) Survey.
methods for izardsEcological Management2 8-

16

M Ogle, gdbao-278

Enhance, protectand
mornitor population
along coastline
between Whanganui
andPatea inknown

i jne achi 1x500m2,
outcome targets for snails following 1080 possum  years.

control operation in 1997, and measure

management effectiveness.

Direct
Office and

persistence of population

M Ogle, gdbao-278

plots = 100m2
establish changes in ecological status and Every 2years
ntegrity for poputation monitoring Status and
trend

outcome targets for snails are being achieved with plots Every 3years
possum management, andto measure
management effectiveness

predation on P lignaria oconnori and population  years
increase/decline dug to possum control or non
control

M Ogle, gdbao-278

Every2
possum management, andto measure years
management effectiveness

identified, no

dto decid

icrohabit s per Whitaker lizardt
stability n different habitats

Toevaluate the effectiveness of management  Telemetry Standard field form

(Rodent Eradication Project)

togain fundamental understanding including - used
defining the habitat of Oligosoma microlepis -
determining local and wider distribution

Conservancy Office

the Sounds; compare with sites where possums
are controlled; changes in ecological status and
integrity

Standard feld form

throughout the Bay of Plenty Conservancy, kiwi
distribution) To Increase the Knowledge Base

M Ogle, gdbao-278

During 1984

and evaluation of predator impacts for
fundamental understanding to establish status
andtrent

achieved for snalls; to monitor One

measure management effectiveness

Monitor Standard feld form

Mana sland
McGregors skink
popualtion Over the
followingyears the
impacts of mice was
documented
(Newman, 1994) and
recovery monitored
after mice were
successfully
eradicated from
Manalsland Since
then monitoring at

this sp:

There has been subsequent studies done atthis
site by external providers eg student masters.
thesis, investigating trapping and identification
techniques.

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every two
years, four times to date

This is a DoC Reserve administered by south
Taranaki District Council

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every two
years, done twice to date

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every
three years, done twice to date

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every two
years

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every two
years, done five timesto date Sampling design
notspecified

Projectfinished same year (one-off) Species not
clear- entered Powelliphanta "Matakitaki"
because of location/area of project May needto
be changed

While this s stated as a Doc project this was in
facta student project, from Massey University;
Doc's role was to provide advice and information

Report of this project s held in Palmerston North
‘Area Office Department of Conservation library

Latest survey 2007; Monitoring every three years,
done three timesto date 8 10mx10m plots, one
of which has not been re-found since inital set-up.
in2002

Exactstart notknown

Habitat, i
19605, Report ref

NHE-08-11-04
Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every two
years, monitored once. Habitat unclear - needs to
be checked
Latest survey date unknown; monitoring every two.
years

Monitoring has become more

adhocsince the popualtion s

large and expanding

2000-12

199612

2001-09

200112

199612

199512

199412

199912

200812

2002:06

199112

200212

1960-12

200112

199612

198412

200803

1996-12

200801

200112

1996-12

199512

199412

1999-12

200503

200303

2007-12

200908

200112

1996-12

200304

30/06/2010

21/06/2011

23/07/2010

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

30/06/2010

12/08/2010

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

2/07/2010

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

28/07/2010




“To monitor

Islandin 1998 and
since thenthe
release site has been

monitoring effort

er person
management search effort (hours/minutes)

Manais signifcant
and the most secure
nationally. In order
tocheck the

standard data sheet
Whitakers skinkis  captive propagation
present at Pukerua
Bay, over the last 2.
decadesithas
declined andis now.
extremely lowand at
fiskof local
extinction at the site
While predator
controlis occuring,
Standard data sheet
population on Mana
Island is important
andis considered
secure because Itis
ona pestree stand
Howeverto monitor
To monitor Notspecified standard data sheet
only recentlybeen  status and integrity
detected on Mana
Island despite
significant lizard
work being
undertaken on Mana
‘The popualtion was
nk  Monitor includi
existing cover
from Stephens lsland and recruitment collect data
toManalstand
Anecdotal
information suggests
several transferred
Standard feld form
Standard feld form
Unknown
on future management
through trend monitoring of bird densities used
Notebook
survival Annual census annually Results are documented within the
annual reference report (Innes and etal )
Notebook
through Robin nesting success and juvenile
survival
productivity and survival with the draft Monitoring Plan Guidelines during
Augustand February on a fortnightly basis
Juvenile dispersal monitoring February throughto
Aprit
throughout the year according to the kiwi BP
mannual Juvenile flegling to exceed 25% Kivi
call counts in accordance with the national
standards
To establish a minimum level of stoat trapping and Call counts Standard feld form
measure management effectiveness
Count ugh outthe year
ntegrity and decide on ongoing management
Count ugh outthe year
ntegrity and decide on ongoing management
Count ugh outthe year
ntegrity and decide on ongoing management
Count

ntegrity and decide on ongoing management

The population has been
expanding for several years
butmonitoring continues on
anadhoc basis

Workis currently in progress

monitoring undertaken every 5

years

ongoing
~Habitat isted as ‘Multi-habitats - Indigenous
hardwoods' selected
“Habltat Uisted as Multi-habitats - Indigenous
hardwoods' selected
~Latest date not given (project ongoing) -Habitat

notspecified -Monitoring technique given as.
‘Index of abundance' - Not on list, Root occupancy.
andindicies of bat activity Automatic bat
detectors'selected -Start date month not
specified

H#NAME?

#NAME?

ANAME?

H#NAME?

~Latest date not given (project ongoing) -Habitat
notspecified ~Sample design not specified -
Monitoring technique given as Telemetry'- Noton
list, Not specified' selected -Start date month
notspecified

“Latest date not gieve (project ongoing) -Sample
design not specified -Start date month not
specified

#NAME?

#NAME?

ANAME?

ANAME?

199812

199812

199312

199312

200812

199812

199712

199612

199612

199112

199904

199612

199612

199101

199101

199101

199101

2009-12

200812

201003

200812

201001

200312

1999-12

1998-12

1996-12

1996-12

199112

1998-12

1999-04

1996-12

1996-12

1991-01

1991-01

1991-01

1991-01

26/07/2010

28/07/2010

28/07/2010

26/07/2010

26/07/2010

26/07/2010

21/06/2011

5/08/2010

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

10/12/2009

10/12/2009

10/12/2009




Count i and
management March
tor number of banded Unknown

juveniles,adutt males/females
Count
management effectiveness correcttime
Count frequently by Unknown
management experienced observers
Deter Standard feld form
measure management effectiveness
Standard feld form
decide on future management
Standard feld form
decide on future management
Tomonitor nesting and effects on vegetationand  Count Notebook
to decide on future management
breeding success, behaviour, plumage variation,  over the years
g shell thinning, toxin accumulation
distributi
irvival rate i Very
reliable at some sites, less so at others
distribution, i i
Performed
annually during spring/summer
distributi
rvival rat i Reliable if
carried out consistently Performed annually
during spring/summer
distribution,
colonisati Reliable if
management carried out consistently Performed annually
during spring/summer
distributi Taiaroa Head,
col rvival rat , banding
spring/summer
inorder Sept find nests,
species, e g predator trapping
100m2
outcome targets for snails are being achieved with plots Every 3years
possum management, andto measure
management effectiveness
Toevaluate the effectiveness of management  Telemetry Standard feld form
(Rodent Eradication Project) To report on
biodiversity and increase the knowledge base
(risk of morepork to secondary poisoning)
outcome targets for snails are belng achieved with 100m2 plots Every 3years
possum management, andto measure
management effectiveness
Notebook
ecological status and integrity to decide onfuture ~(Sept-Nov)
management
M Ogle, gbao-278 ; 10X100m2 Every
outcome targets for snails are being achieved with 3years
possum management, andto measure
management effectiveness
hanges i ing Spring  Notebook

ecological status and integfity to decided on
future management

ANAME?

H#NAME?

~Latest date not given (project ongoing) -
Monitoring technique given as ‘Count - Five
minute bird countselected -Start date and latest
date month not suj

~Monitoring technique given as ‘Count - Five
minute bird count selected -First date and atest
date month not specified

~Latest date not given (project ongoing) -Sample
design not specified -Monitoring technique given
as Territory mapping - Not on list, Total mapping -
marked birds' selected -First date month not
specified -Storage medium not specified

ANAME?

ANAME?

~Start date given as'1980's - '1980'selected -
Latest date not given (project ongoing) -Habitat
notspecified -Monitoring technique given as
“Count - Five minute bird count selected

ANAME?

Sample method and monitoring technique not
specified

~Start date given as 'Approx 1990 - present' -
Latest date not given (project ongoing) -Habitat
notspecitied ~Sample design and monitoring
technique not specified

-Start date given as 'Approx 1990 - present' -
Latest date not given (project ongoing) -Habitat
notspecified -Sample design and monitoring
technique not specified

~Start date given as 'Approx 1990 - present' -
Latest date not given (project ongoing) -Habitat
notspecitied ~Sample design and monitoring
technique not specified

H#NAME?

ANAME?

~Latest date not given (project ongoing)

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every
three years, done three timesto date No
sampling design specified

Related projects - Mokoia Rodent Eradication
Programme No spatialinformation provided,
therefore the respective conservancy locality s
shown onthe map. Habitat not specified Sample
design not specified Monitoring technique
‘telemetry'notin lst Monitoring dates/frequency.
notknown

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every
three years, monitoring done three times to date

Startyear not known, 2003 entered as default
(vear metadata collected) Monitoring dates not
known Storage medium not specified

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every
three years, monitoring done three times to date.
Sampling design not specified

Startyear not known, 2003 entered as default
(year metadata collected) Monitoring dates not
known Storage medium not specified

200310

199312

199812

199612

199312

199812

199812

1980-12

193712

198312

1990-12

1990-12

1990-12

1990-12

198009

199309

199512

199512

2003-09

1997-12

2003-09

200310

2000-12

200412

200112

199312

1998-12

1998-12

1980-12

1937-12

198312

1990-12

1990-12

1990-12

1990-12

1980-09

1993-09

1994-12

1997-12

1995-12

200309

200309

10/12/2009

21/06/2011

20/11/2009

21/06/2011

20/11/2009

20/11/2009

20/11/2009

20/11/2009

23/11/2009

21/06/2011

23/11/2009

23/11/2009

23/11/2009

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

10/12/2009

21/06/2011

26/07/2010

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011




M Ogle, gdbao-278

1x

and outcome monitoring for possum control
operation for Land Snals, andto measure
management effectiveness

(Rodent Eradication Project) Toreporton
biodiversity and increase the knowledge base

hangesi

Every2years

ecological status and integrity to decide onfuture ~ (Sept-Nov)
management

Standard feld form

Notebook

M Ogle, gdbao-278

and outcome monitoring for possum control
operation for Land Snals and to measure
management effectiveness

plot Every 2years

Count

ntegrity to decide on future management

(Rodent Eradication Project) Toreporton
biodiversity and increase the knowledge base

100m2

Notebook

Armstrong, D P ; Perrot, ) K ; Castro, | (2001)
Estimating impacts of poison operations using
mark-recapture analysis hihi (Notiomystis cincta)
onMokoia stand NewZealand Journal of
Ecology.

M Ogle, gdbao-278

Two plots 10X 10m +5m x

requirements for management actions for
Powelliphanta giliesi brunnea

10m Annually

Count

Notebook

Monitor ion and nstit i i q 2x
control if needed; Status and trend; Population  100m2 Every 2years

monitoring of Rhytida greenwoodi webbito

determine changes in ecological status and

integrity

Count

management

Notebook

future management

Spring/Summer

Call counts

Nine.

Every2years
hochstetteri hochstetteri and population

increase/decline due to possum control of non

control

breeding

measure management effectiveness

Murchison Mountains, as an indicator of the value
of the landscape scale stoat control programme

Notebook

M Ogle, gdbao-278

Every 2years
Powelliphanta snails, and to measure
management effectiveness.

Touse pecies for the.

Mountains takahe special area

Notebook

andfor community education

Data analysed and reported to
National Kiwi Hui 2010 Paper
inprep

Completed as Mohua now at
very lowabundance inthe site

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every two
years, monitoringfive times o date Sampling
design not specified Species not specified beyond
“Land Snail- Gastropoda - Slugs & snalls;
Landsnails - Powelliphanta* No specific species
identified, so dummy value entered untilt can be
updated

Nospatial information provided Habitat not
specified Sample design not specified Start
date not known - "1990s" Monitoring dates/
frequency notknown

Startyear not known, 2003 entered as default
(vear metadata collected) Monitoring dates not
known Storage medium not specified

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every two
years, monitoring done four times to date

Startyear not known, 2003 entered as default
(year metadata collected) Monitoring dates not
known Monitoring technique given as Count -
“Five minute bird count selected Storage
medium not specified

Nospatial information provided, therefore the
respective conservancy localiy is shown on the
map Habitat not specified Sample design not
specified. Monitoring dates/ frequency not
known

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring annually;
monitoring done four times to date. Habitat -
Coastal Broadieaf

~Latest date not given (project ongoing) -Habitat
given as Multi-habitat - Noton lst, Indigenous
hardwoods'selected -Monitoring technique given
as'Count - Noton lst, Five minute bird count
selected

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every two
years Sampling design not specified

~Latest date not given (project ongoing) -Habitat
given as mult-habitat - Noton Ust, Indigenous
hardwoods'selected -Monitoring technique given
as'Count - Noton lst, Five minute bird count
selected -Storage medium not specified

Startyear not known, 2003 etnered as default
(vear metadata collected) Monitoring dates not
known Sample design not specified Storage
medium not specified

ANAME?

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every two

years Specific species Powelliphanta
hochstetteri hochstetteri, brown-based form

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Habitat given as Multi-habitat - Not on list,
“Indigenous hardwoods'selected -Sample design
notspecified

Latest survey date unknown; Monitoring every two
years, four times to date Habitat ot specified
Monitoring method (secondary) Direct searches
“casual observations" entered, may need to be
changed

Lastsurvey 2008

199512

1990-12

2003-09

199512

2003-09

199412

199112

199409

200112

199409

199912

200312

199909

2000-12

198109

200312

199112

2002:09

2002-12

199512

200312

200309

199512

200309

199112

1994-09

200112

1994-09

200212

200312

1999-09

2000-12

1981-09

200912

200809

200412

21/06/2011

13/07/2010

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

13/07/2010

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

23/11/2009

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

23/11/2009

21/06/2011

24/11/2009

29/07/2010

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

16/08/2010




over
andfor community education
(e g vege

for Every fouryears
effectiveness
pestmanagement regime Spring/Summer

i i (e g vegetation /it Every
for fundamental understanding fouryears

Measure productivity and chick survival asan  Telemetry Performed all year Notebook
indication of the effects of stoat control along the
valley floor
2 Every
For fundamental understanding; Status and trend _fouryears
Telemetry Notebook
longthe  Spri
valley floor
predator
2 Every
For fundamental understanding; to determine  fouryears
statusand trend
(e g veg Annually
For fortwo counts, ¥
statusand trend
(e g veg Annually
For fortwo counts, ¥
statusand trend
population changes Spring/Summer
population changes during Spring/Summer
wappi Count Notebook
nests
trappingand Telemetry
density Notebook
trend
(e veg Every four
For fundamental understar years
statusand trend
Y Proj for (e veg
Annual Reports i
understanding forest, alpine herbfields and twssock

40x

‘monitored

annually

Latest survey April, 2007; Monitoring every four
years, done twice to date Secondary monitoring
method Directsearches Entered as "casual
observations", may need o be changed Habitat
tobe checked 110mx10m plot established 2003;
15mxsm plot established 2007

project ongoing

Latest survey dates Bald Knob Ridge 2004; Fyfe
2009; Owen 2006; Monitoring nominally every.
fouryears Monitoring method Searchesin 3fixed
plots Entered as"casual observations’”, may need
tobe changed

H#NAME?

H#NAME?

~Latest date not supplied (project ongoing) -
Sample design not specified -Monitoring
technique given as ‘Count - Not on lst, Five
minute bird count selected

~Latest date not supplied (project ongoing) -
Sample design not specified -Monitoring
technique given as Telemetry'- Noton lst, Not
specified selected

“Start date given as'1970's - '1970'selected -
Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Habitat listed as'Multi habitat - Indigenous
hardwood'selected -Sample design not spe

Latestsurvey date unknown Comments
Outcome for RNRP possum control Monitoring
done in autumn/winter (June entered) every four
years Twicetodate Habitat"Alpine
tussock/herbfield/scrub” Needs check
Secondary monitoring method Direct Searches
Entered as "casual observations"

2002-12

200312

2002-12

2004-12

200112

200512

2001-09

1992:09

2006-12

2007-12

2007-12

1992:09

2004-09

198412

199809

1970-09

2007-12

1997-06

1997-12

200412

2007-04

200212

200903

200112

200512

1992-09

2006-12

2007-12

2007-12

1995-12

200409

1998-09

1970-09

2007-12

1997-06

200910

16/08/2010

21/06/2011

16/08/2010

21/06/2011

16/08/2010

29/07/2010

10/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

10/12/2009

24/11/2009

24/11/2009

24/11/2009

21/06/2011

25/11/2009

2/07/2010




density Notebook

decide on future management
density Notebook
management
density Notebook
future management
density Notebook
decide on future management
density Reports/RI
and decide on future management
Reports.
measuring management effectiveness
quadrats (Note Standard field form on iles in Northtand

identified as"quodrats”) 20random holesats  Conservancy.

Yellow flower wasp.

Tomeasure the effects of polson operation and
measure management effectiveness

by
Sampling design Stratified random sample
Design s hambered by learning curves on
invertebrates that cannot be seen

Telemetry Count Reports.

scoliid wa

density and presence
of this population
thatwas near the
Mangawhai
population of yellow
flower wasp The
Walpusite s the

ecological status and integrity

Quadrats (Note-  Standardfieldform Forresearch
identified as "quodrats") 20 random holes at5.

sites of 40 by 10 m plots Monitoring experimental

Sampling design Stratified random sample

Design is hambered by learning curves on

invertebrates that cannot be seen

Standard feld form
(Rodent Eradication Project) To report on
biodiversity and increase the knowledge base
Telemetry ing Sprir Reports.
ongoing management (Sept-Nov)
Standard feld form
throughout the Bay of Plenty Conservancy, blue
duck distribution) To Increase the Knowledge
Base
fesearch Pre-impactof Quadrats (Note  Standardfieldform For research
identified as "quodrats") 22 random holes at5.
ecological status and integrity sites of 40 by 10m Monitoring experimental
Sampling design Stratified random sample
Design is hambered by learning curves on
invertebrates that cannot be seen
Quadrats (Note  Standardfieldform For research

identified as "quodrats") 23 random holes at5.
sites of 40 by 10m Monitoring experimental
Sampling design Stratified random sample
Design s hambered by learning curves on
invertebrates that cannot be seen

Monitoring for the present of
the population annually via
male beetle carcasses on the
dune system

Startyear notknown, 2003 entered as default 200812
(year metadata collected) Monitoring dates not

known Habitat given as ‘Multi-habitats' - Not on

st Indigenous hardwoods'selected Sample

designnot specified

Startyear notknown, 2003 entered as default 200812
(year metadata collected) Monitoring dates not

known Habitat given as ‘Multi-habitat - Noton

Ust, Indigenous hardwood selected Sample

method not specified

Startyear notknown, 2003 entered as default 200812
(year metadata collected) Monitoring dates not

known Habitat isted as Multi-habitat - Not on

Ust, Indigenous hardwood'selected Sample

method not specified

Startyear notknown, 2003 entered as default 200812
(year metadata collected) Monitoring dates not

known Latest date not specified (project

ongoing) Habitat given as Multi-habitats'- Noton

list, ‘Indigenous hardwood selected Sample

design not specified -Storage medium not

specified

Startyear notknown, 2003 entered as default 200812
(year metadata collected) Monitoring dates not

known Habitat given as ‘Multi-habitats' - Noton

Ust, Indigenous hardwood selected Sample

design not specified Storage medium not

specified

Startyear notknown, 2003 entered as default 200812
(year metadata collected) Monitoring dates not

known Habitat given as ‘Multi-habitat - Noton

Ust, Indigenous hardwood'selected Sample

design not specified Storage medium not

specified

isi5 a probable new speciesthat looks ke P 2003-03
truncatus but the horn shape is different Itislikely

to be described in future and the known

distribution s from Waikato North and in the Bay

of Plenty

Startyear notknown, 2003 entered as default 200312
(vear metadata collected) Monitoring dates not

known Sample design not specified Monitoring

technique given as Telemetry Count'-Noton

Ust, Not specified’selected Storage medium not

specified

2003-03

Startyear 1990-12
unknown -*1990s" Habitat not specified

Sample design not specified Monitoring dates/

frequency unknown

Startyear notknown, 2003 entered as default 200309,
(year metadata collected) Monitoring dates not

known Habitat given as ‘Multi-habitats' - Not on

Ust, Indigenous hardwood'selected Sample

design not specified Monitoring technique given

as Telemetry' - Noton list, Not specified”

selected Storage medium not specified

thereforethe  1960-12

Periodic checks of the sites
indicate that Scollid wasps are
not present

respective conservancy localiy is shown on the
map Habitat not specified-*Freshwater"
entered, needs checking Sample design not
specified. Monitoring undertaken in spring/
summer Datesand frequency notknown Report
ref NHE-08-11-04

2003-03

2004-01

2007-12

200312

200312

200312

200312

200312

200503

200312

200505

1990-12

200309

1960-12

200503

200502

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

2/08/2010

13/07/2010

21/06/2011

2/07/2010

2/08/2010

2/08/2010




Pre-impactof
scoliidwasp To determine and identify changes in
ecological status and integrity

5,

perplot

scoliidwasp To determine and identify changes in
ecological status and integrity

Quadrats (Note
identified as "quodrats") 25 random holes at5.
sites of 40 by 10m Monitoring experimental
Sampling design Stratified random sample
Design is hambered by learning curves on
invertebrates that cannot be seen

For research

Standard field form For research

throughout the Bay of Plenty Conservancy,
kokako distribution) To Increase the knowledge
base

for research
Comments twoin central
time avallable
throughout the Bay of Plenty Conservancy,
dabchick distribution) To increase the knowledge
base
Monitor Telemetry Notebook
effectiveness
Notebook
management effectiveness
Notebook
management effectiveness
survey for Dawson and Bull (1975)
Notebook
management effectiveness
survey for 3 Dawson and Bull (1975)
relationships between vegetation/habitat and
irds
Notebook
management effectiveness
i Notebook
sufficientto protect tieke
Tomonitor populations and decide onfuture  Callcounts Notebook
management
density Notebook
decreasing or stable but fluctuating) years
Notebook
bycatch and decide on future management
Notebook
island modification Spring/Summer
Notebook
management
Four Forresearch

Comments.

weather Monitored monthy.

Completed, although will

Nospatial information provided, therefore the

map Habitat/
sample design/ monitoring dates/ monitoring
frequency not specified Reportref NHE-08-11-
04

therefore th

Completed

Bayof

This work continues as and
‘when resources, ransportand
expertise becomes avallable
for this remote and

Fieldwork completed and
publication of all information
pending

map

ecosystem entered) Sample design/ habitat/
monitoring dates & frequency! feport full
reference not specified Reportref NHE-08-11-
04

Startyear not known, 2003 entered as default
(year metadata collected) Monitoring dates not
known Latest date not specified (project

ongoing)-Sample design not specified Monitoring

technique given as Telemetry' Notonlist, Not
specified selected

Startyear not known, 2003 entered as default
(vear metadata collected) Monitoring dates not
known Latest date not specified (project
ongoing) Sample design not specified Storage
medium not specified

Startyear not known, 2003 entered as default
(vear metadata collected) Monitoring dates not
known Latest date not specified (project
ongoing) Sample design not specified Storage
medium not specified

Data collection guidelines - ful eference not
supplied Sample design not specified
Monitoring undertaken n spring/ summer - exact
date(s) notknown

Startyear not known, 2003 entered as default
(year metadata collected) Monitoring dates not
known Sample design not specifiedStorage
medium not specified

Startyear not known, 2003 entered as default
(vear metadata collected) Monitoring dates not
known Sample design not specified Storage
medium not specified

Startyear not known, 2003 entered as default
(year metadata collected) Monitoring dates not
known Latest date not specified (project
ongoing) Sample design not specified Storage
medium not specified

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Habitat not specified -Sample design not
specified_-Storage medium not specified

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Habitatnot specified -Sample design not
specified_-Storage medium not specified

“Start date given as'1970's - '1970'selected -
Habitat not specified -Sample design not
specified -Storage medium not specified

~Start date given as 'Mid 1990's - '1995' selected -

Habitatnot specified -Sample design not
specified_-Storage medium not specified

2004-05

2004-01

1960-12

2004-03

1960-12

200812

200312

200312

197512

200812

2000-12

200312

200812

198412

2000-12

199212

197012

199512

2004-03

200405

200502

200906

201007

2001-12

200312

200312

200312

200312

2000-12

200312

200312

198412

200812

1992-12

1970-12

199512

200504

2/08/2010

21/06/2011

2/07/2010

21/06/2011

410712010

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

9/08/2010

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

25/11/2009

16/08/2010

25/11/2009

26/11/2009

26/11/2009

2/08/2010




bycatch

Monitor impact of

nd pitfall

trapping
transectlines Observations of nocturnal

Notebook ~Start date given as 'Mid 1990's - '1995' selected -

Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Habitatnot specified -Sample design not
specified -Storage medium not specified

‘The raw data is missing but the data has been
analysed and report was published NZ Journal of

consumption) For research Resultedina Ecology, 2000and 2002
published report invertebrate consumption of baits Capture of
bats for captivity study immediately post-1080
Notebook ~Start date given as ‘Early 1990 -'1990°
selected -Latest date not specified (project
ongoing) -Habitat not specified -Sample design
notspecified -Storage medium not specified
Notebook This project started i the late 1980, exact date
management unknown Monitoring dates notknown Habitat
notspecified Sample design not specified
Storage medium not specified
Monitor P marchantiin  Li (contd) ~adjacent uncontrolled area established
response to sustained possum control transects 39
established at 100m intervals along 7transect Ve transects Plots to be remeasuredin 2014
In1999 Allsnails.
(live and dead) measured for max shell diameter
Dead shells recorded whether intact or damaged
and agent of damage (rat, possum, bird,
unknown) determined Weather conditions and
search effort (pers/hrs) recorded Standard
RECCE plot description made for encompassing
20x20m quadrat 325x 10m plots inan
Notebook “Start date given as 'Mid 1990's'-'1995' selected -

Decide on future management

management

Baseline measurement information on

Mainmethod Line transects; Secondary method

distributi

Subjective A

density ste Shell diameter and predation
recorded Plotremeasuredin 1997 In 1998
expanded search, identification of high density
site 20x25m permanent plot established

identification of predator damage to dead shells
may be less so (especially rats/possums)

monitoring For
Status and trend
Searchand size data good Confident
density
management

bycatch aswell as changes in ecological status
andintegrity

Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Habitat not specified -Sample design not
specified -Storage medium not specified

Notebook -Start date given as'Mid 1990 - '1995' selected -

Latest date not specified_-Habitat not speci
Sample design not specified -Storage medium
notspecified

Notebook -Start date given as'Mid 1990 - '1995' selected -

Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Habitat not specified -Sample design not
specified -Storage medium not specified

Notebook “Start date given as 'Late 1990's'-'1998' selected
~Latest date not specified -Sample design not
specified -Habitat not specified -Storage
medium not specified

reportor iterature
identif

References
Jamieson,C D
1999 Distribution
and abundance of
Sigaus childi,a
Central Otago.
endemic
grasshopper
Science for
Conservation 110,

Subjective Pitfalls 10m apartin
i class 3

research

grids;
differentsites on terrace in the 3 different years
Weather variables not measured

ecological status and integrity

research Nospatial information (easting northing or any
other) were provided, and therefore the
respective conservancy locality is shown on the.
NZmap Monitoring during spring/summer
(Noverber entered) Monitoring done three
times

Notebook Startyear not known, 2003 entered as default
(year metadata collected) Monitoring dates not
known Habitat not specified Sample design not
specified_ Storage medium not specified

andtrend

Stratified
random sample Species specific/ relies on good
speciesID Reliableif carried correctly and
shortcomings/limitations allowed for Data

variable, temperature dependant

managment

Nospatial information (easting northing or any

wend other) were provided, and therefore the.

respective conservancy locality is shown on the.
NZmap  Latest survey date unknown Monitoring
done annually Habitat to be checked

Notebook Startyear not known, 2003 entered as default
(year metadata collected) Monitoring dates not
known Habitat not specified Sample design not
specified_ Storage medium not specified

199512

1997-09

1990-12

198812

199912

199512

199512

199512

199812

200111

200812

2000-12

200812

199512

1990-12

1988-12

200912

1995-12

1995-12

1998-12

1995-12

1998-12

200311

200312

2000-12

200312

26/11/2009

21/06/2011

26/11/2009

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

26/11/2009

26/11/2009

21/06/2011

26/11/2009

26/11/2009

10/12/2009

21/06/2011

10/12/2009

21/06/2011




References

Jamieson, C wrend
1999 Distribution ~ and integrity
and abundance of in30mx30mgrid Species specific/ relies on
Sigaus childi,a good speciesID Reliable if carried correctly and
Central Otago shortcomings/limitations allowed for Data
endemic variable, temperature dependant
grasshopper
Sciencefor
Conservation 110,
density Notebook
management
Traps -pit-fall Notspecified To determine status and trend
beetles pping In
andurend Conducted about every 3years since 1996
Reference BarrettB hafer “annual,
etalPopulation i substrate, depth, vegetation" trend
Monitoring of order
d integrity, to identif it ity "Species
(sic) specific,reliable method, competent staff, but
labour ntensive*
;Secondary  Standardfield form To determine status and
andliterature of Thyme cover sampling  trend
Jamieson,C D ident i i design Monitoring
1999 Distribution
and abundance of 30 grid; 6 grids (control and treatment at 3 sites
Sigaus childi,a of different densities) ground cover %, species.
Central Otago cover classes Species specific / relies on good
endemic speciesID Reliable if carried cortectly and
grasshopper shortcomings/limitations allowed for Data
Science for variable, temperature dependant
Conservation 110,
DOC, Wellington,
NZ Jamieson, C J
Grasshopper survey
for
Island for y Istand Tusked
Research
conducted by M Mcintyre (Victoria University)
Notebook
management
Post
€ g todetermine the need for further vegetation liter) Sampling design Systematic  release monitoring
translocation
Notebook
management
Notebook
management
Notebook
management
Notebook
managment
d Notebook
decide on future management
Notebook
management

and determine best method for monitoring tomtit
survival

"l
seasonal use of different forest habitats by birds

Telemetry
decide on future management year
counts and determine future management

Telemetry

Kiwi whole year

Latest survey date unknown No spatial 200012
information (easting northing or any other) were

provided, and therefore the respective

conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

Monitoring done annually

~Start date given as ‘Mid 1990's'-'1995' entered - 1995-12
Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -

Habitatnot specified -Sample design not
specified_-Storage medium not specified

Latest survey date unknown No spatial 1986-12
information (easting northing or any other) were

provided, and therefore the respective

conservancy locality s shown on the NZmap

Monitoring every three years Latest date

unknown, though monitoring every three years

since 1996

Nospatial information (easting northingorany  2001-12
other) were provided, and therefore the

respective conservancy localiy is shown on the

NZmap Latest survey date unknown Monitoring

done annually

Nospatial information (easting northing orany  2008-12
other) were provided, and therefore the

respective conservancy locality is shown on the.

NZmap  Latest survey date unknown Monitoring

done annually Monitoring techniques to be

checked

199101

~Start date given as ‘Mid 1990's'-'1995' selected - 1995-12
Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -

Habitatnot specified -Sample design not
specified_-Storage medium not specified

2001-04

~Start date given as ‘Mid 1990's'-'1995' selected - 1995-12
Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -

Habitat not specified - -Sample design not

specified -Storage medium not specified

ANAME? 197612
H#NAME? 197612

~Start date given as ‘Mid 1990's'-'1995' selected - 1995-12
Latest date not specified_-Habitat not specified -

Sample design not specified -Storage medium
notspecified

“Start date given as 'Late 1990's'-'1998' selected  1998-12
~Habitat not specified -Sample design not
specified_-Storage medium not specified

~Start date given as ‘Late 1990's'- '1998' selected  1998-12
“Habitat not specified -Sample design not
specified -Storage medium not specified

2001-04
Sample design not specified Monitoring datesnot 1982-12
known

1990-01

1990-12

199712

2000-12

199512

1986-12

2001-12

200312

1994-01

199512

200605

199512

197612

199512

200512

200512

200106

198312

200905

200812

201005

10/12/2009

21/06/2011

10/12/2009

10/12/2009

21/06/2011

17/08/2010

26/11/2009

17/08/2010

26/11/2009

3/11/2010

26/11/2009

26/11/2009

26/11/2009

21/06/2011

30/07/2010

2/07/2010

30/07/2010

30/07/2010

21/06/2011




References Sherley

(1994) and Thurley wrend
(2001,2002) population size in order to determine status and
Reports of Sherley  trend
(1994) and Thurley
(2001, 2002)
MacKenzie (2003)
Assessingsite
occupancy.
modelling as atool
Telemetry Notebook
survival
Notspecified
reportor ierature. Hundreds of
provided techniques. iz
effectiveness, approx 1ha area Source population also
identified as. monitored
artificial covers’ -
enteredas
"presence/absence”
asnooption
predator control
measured From 2004 onwards five walkthrough
surveys rather than two
g veg tain
management e g need for further translocation  burrows Generally annual, observation of all
weta found
measure management effectiveness
pring
Forest
Y
their artificial refuge stes on tree trunks
Experience with weta size /instar characteristics
needed o allow assessment of population age
class Counts in small artificial weta refuges
reliable as weta can be seen quite clearly
indicator species in response to management
(aerial 1080)
and note number of chicks Visual surveys of
dabchick abundance undertaken from boats once
inwinter and once during summer Could be some.
error associated with different observers but
unlikely to alter conclusions of descriptive
analysis.
Trapping
Securly Site to contribute to the protection of Blue year
Duck
Torecord y
protection of iwi year
Couldbe
structure and distribution some error associated with different observers
butunlikely to alter conclusions of descriptive:
analysis.
Transferred
management e g need for further translocation populations of beetles on KorapukiIsland and
twice ayear In their artficial refuge sites on tre
trunks Beetle counts not absole as the refuge.
design means that when more than 3- 4 beetles.
present some may be obscured Refuge designis
‘go0d for the beetles but not 50 good for counting
all occupants.
HAMRO-75485

References Report

management g need for further translocation

vegetation/ liter Searching through gorse while
AL

Amwasto

onfile

detect presence of weta, particularly juveniles,
rather than estimate population size:

Notebook

protection of iwi

2004-03

1997-12

Nospatial information (easting northing orany ~ 1996-12
other) were provided, and therefore the

respective conservancy locality is shown on the.

NZmap Nohabitatidentified Species identified

only as*Hemiandrus spp® Auckland tree weta

(Hemideina thoracica) entered Needs to be

checked

1990-12

2003-04

Regular

2010 The monitoring will
continue for the next two

years

Sample design not specified Monitoring 1997-12
undertaken Dec-Feb Reportreference
incomplete.

1997-12

200112

200112

2007-12
2006-01

Nospatialinformation provided, therefore the  1984-12
respective conservancy locality is shown on the

map Startyear not specified, though reportitte

suggests study ran from 198410 2003 Monitoring
undertaken in summer (Dec- Feb)

2000-12

2003-03

2007-01

200903

200112

1996-12

201003

200804

2000-12

201003

200112

200112

201005

200601

200312

200312

200403

2007-01

17/08/2010

21/06/2011

12/08/2010

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

9/08/2010

25/03/2011

27/11/2009

17/08/2010

2/08/2010

12/08/2010

18/08/2011

5/08/2010

21/06/2011

17/08/2010

17/08/2010

5/08/2010




References
Raeburn, E (2002)

rates) and compare pre/post aerial 1080
operation for effects on bird populations

Standard datasheetused Data transferred to
excel

y
Kahuterawa
Catchment,

€
vegetation/ ltter), with minimum disturbance to
forestfloor

tomanagement

entered)

andto directamonitoring
programme

Sampling  trend
monitor change through time with regard to design Suratified. Quadrats on transects every
. = G h
status and integrity quadrat detail habitat type and structure and
abundance of adult female spiders If sample size
large enough move onto change through time in
permanentplots Spider sample sizes very low so
development of permenent plots not possible
Work revealed patchy natre of spider distribution
andlow densities of animals
dtomtits tomtit
through distance sampling
Reference ]
Hawcroft, A (2003) Subjective wrend
Monitoring as
Programmesat  topossum control sample sizes were too low and 1 plot per year too
Ruahine Corner low Plotsreducedin size (to 10mx10m) and more
Unpublished report, plotsto be sampled at 3year sampling periods
Wanganui Initial monitoring methods highlighted problems
Conservancy and method since adapted
References
Stratford and Subjective wrend
9 size cl
Several Stratford file and integrity very time consuming i extremely dificult
reports Clarkson & country Useful for surveillance butdifficult o pick
caskey 2001, 2002 up population trends
References Advice future q 5
3 gement,
(e g veg
Subjective. 1510¢10m plots
carriedout2004-  occupancy. Work carried out and analysediinitially by UCOL,
reporton Palmerston then collected by IPC, then DOC

NorthAO and
Wanganuifiles

Not specified For inventory

Sinclair, L} (2002) vegetation ltter) Subjective.
conservation Notoreas Taranaki’ Fundamental understanding
requirementsof  and inventory
Notoreassp ,an
unnamedgeometrid
Alsofulfling
Kokako Recovery Plan objectives (quarterty)
Monitoring of
Notoreas Taranaki'  mostefficient and benefial tothe moth vegetation ltter)
populations 3
this species Asthe
mothis species
specific and only
found on Pimelea
prostratavar
unvilleana weeding
Alsofulfling
Kokako Recovery Plan objectives (quarterty)
Alsofulfling
Kokako Recovery Plan objectives

Call counts 5x2hr

Assess the effectiveness of predator controlon
Kiwi chick survival to 1000 g and then to breeding
age Changes In relative abundance of kiwi
population through time

annually
Call counts

nesting success and survival of fantails.

Standard feld form

Standard feld form

abundance andfledgli
Toassessthe effectiveness of dotterel
management

To

ongoing project

i N
ppr
was stopped, severalother  Zealand's endangered widow spider by J A

projectusing Artficial Cover Objects in 2008

Additionally to purpose To determine changesin
ecological status and integrityfor status and
trend  Monitoring every three years (9 times to
date), during summer/autumn (March entered)
Habitat *Forestand Tussock"

Latest survey date unknown Monitoring every five
yearsthree timestodate) Habitat "Shrubland -

(Continued from Purpose to determine changes
in ecological status and integrity and status and
trend) Latest survey date unknown Monitoring
every three years, during summer/autumn (March
entered) Secondary method “direct searches"
entered as casual observations

Multiple sites, both public and private, along the
south-west Taranaki coastline Habitat s coastal
pimelia herbfield

H#NAME?

Mulitiple locations on both public and private land
along the Taranaki coastline south of New
Plymouth

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Habitat not specified

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Habitat not specified

H#NAME?

H#NAME?

ANAME?

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Sample design not specified -Monitoring
technique given as ‘Nesting success'- Noton list,
"Not specified"selected

1997-02

2002:03

200112

2002:03

2003-09

199403

199612

2003-03

1996-01

199501

2003-02

199101

198912

199504

200112

200112

198512

1998-03

200312

201003

200912

2010-04

201003

1996-12

201008

1997-01

1995-01

1991-01

1989-12

1995-04

2001-12

200112

198512

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

5/08/2010

30/06/2010

5/08/2010

23/07/2010

10/12/2009

30/06/2010

21/06/2011

271172009

21/06/2011

271172009

271172009

21/06/2011

27/11/2009

27/11/2009

27/11/2009




¥ Not specified
wellas
guide future management

Toassessthe effectiveness of predator control on Telemetry. Various
Kiwi chick survival to 1000 g and then to breeding

age Monitor changes n relative abundance of

Kiwi population through time

To Telemetry,
report on biodiversity (Kiwi distribution throughout

the East Coast Bay of Plenty Conservancy) and

increase the knowledge base

of Kokako
Managementfolder

into standard excel spreadsheet

To monitor March) Nest

future management monitoring (proportion of successful nests)
Fledgling monitoring (percentage of fledglings.
monitored that survive to 1 year) Fledgling
dispersal from managed area

March)

Count Taylor, BRU,  Notebook

cultural harvesting

species on Cuvier Istand over time.

To determine success of translocation and Count Notebook
measure management effectiveness

time  Count Notebook
tide Number of birds of each species noted

time  Count Notebook
tide Number of birds of each species noted

time  Count Notebook
tide Number of birds of each species noted

changesto pest control regime

~Latest date not specified ( project ongoing) -
Monitoring technique given as flock count - Not
onlist, Five minute bird count selected

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Habitat not specified -Monitoring technique given
as Telemetry' - Noton list, Not specified”
selected

Relates o pateke projects at Aotea and
imiwhangata Linked to Moehau Kiwi Sanctuary.
programme

ANAME?

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Habitat not specified -Sample design not
specified -Monitoring technique given as Nesting
success'-Noton list, Not specified selected

~Latest date not specified (ongoing)

H#NAME?

H#NAME?

~Start date given as'1980's (Restarted 1997) -
1980 selected -Latest date not specified (project
ongoing) -Habitat not specified

“Habitat not specified -Sample design not
specified -Monitoring technique given as ‘Count -
Noton list'Not specified selected_-Storage
medium not specified

~Species given as Wadersiwaterfowt - Default
specles used -Start date given as '1980's'-'1980"
selected -Latest date not specified (project
ongoing) -Storage medium not specified

~Species given as Wadersiwaterfow! - Default
specles used -Start date given as '1980's'-'1980"
selected -Latest date not specified (project
ongoing) -Storage medium not specified

~Species given as Waders/waterfowl - Default
specles used -Start date given as '1980's'-'1980"
selected -Latest date not specified (project
ongoing) -Habitat not specified -Monitoring
technique given as ‘Count - Not on lst, Five
minute bird count’ -Storage medium not
specified

H#NAME?

pestcontrol i torin
sampling along fixed transects every 2years. discontinued in 2002
during Summer (Dec-Feb)

1080 drop to guide future management method into standard excel spreadsheet

tailed bats and determine whether numbers are
changing over time.

Notebook

adjacentland use Spring (Sep-Nov)

it i Preand post Notebook
possums) management Performed during Autumn/Winter

onbirds

H#NAME?

H#NAME?

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Latestdate not specified (project ongoing)
~Habitat not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Habitat not specified_ -Storage medium
notspecified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Storage medium not specified

~Species listed as Forest birds'- Default species.
used

198512

199612

200312

2004-12

2002-06

199512

200210

1996-10

2003-07

1980-12

2000-12

1980-12

1980-12

1980-12

2003-12

200312

199812

199112

199909

1983.03

198312

198512

1996-12

200312

201008

200208

1995-12

2002-10

1996-10

200307

1980-12

200312

1980-12

1980-12

1980-12

200312

200202

200312

200312

199911

1983-03

198312

10/12/2009

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

9/08/2010

30/11/2009

30/11/2009

10/12/2009

30/11/2009

30/11/2009

18/08/2011

30/11/2009

30/11/2009

30/11/2009

30/11/2009

30/11/2009

21/06/2011

30/11/2009

21/06/2011

30/11/2009

30/11/2009

30/11/2009

21/06/2011




(e & Whio Protection Trial) To reporton
biodiversity (location of whio throughout the
Whirinaki Forest Park) and increase the.
knowledge base

onbirds

on birds for fundamental knowledge and to seed
future research

Fieldcards and current electronic format (SPSS)

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used

~Species given as Forest birds' - Default species
used
~Species given as Forest birds' - Default species
used

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Latest date not specified (project ongoing)

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Latestdate not specified (project ongoing)

~Species given as Forest birds' - Default species
ssed

us
~Species given as Waders/Waterfowt - Default
species used -Latest date not specified (project
ongoing)

Habitat not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Habitat given as ‘Multi-habitats' - Not on
Ust, Indigenious hardwoods' selected -Storage
medium not specified

~Latest date not specif
#NAME?

Madan please address This project should be site
lednot speciesled Once thiss corrected please
addthe following species to the Taxon page NI
Tomtit, NZ pigeon and tu (allwith atribute =
Density)

Madan please address This project should be site
lednot speciesled Once thiss corrected please
addthe following species to the Taxon page NI
Tomtit, NZ pigeon and tu (allwith atribute =
Density)

Fieldcards
~May)
Fieldcards
ment, duri - May)

Notebook
whichis intended as a control)

Notspecified
whichis intended as a control)

d Notspecified

Notspecified
wetland ata minimum level
To monitor d monitor Notspecified
transfer of robins

d Notspecified
overtime
predator controlat
Waipapa Ecological Area survival andfind nests Nests monitoredto.
determine nesting and feldging success

Unknown
time Spring/Summer
optimum periodicity of predator control
programmes
determine optimum periodicity of predator control
programmes

Ongoingfor
sixyears

determine optimum periodicity of predator control
programmes

Notspecified Ongoing

uccess of i
predator management Measuring fledging success annually during
Spring/Summer ata sample of nests
Notebook
guideline:
(Dec- Feb)

targeted for control (although non target kills
‘would be achieved with the possum bait,
Broadificoum)

Notebook

possum control and decide on future
management

Has been running for 7-8years

possum control esp re 1080 and accidental kil

st inSep, Drive along 17km strech of

lednot speciesled Once this s corrected please
addthe following species to the Taxon page NI
Tomtit, NZ pigeon and tu (allwith atribute =
Density)

~Species listed as Forest birds'- Default species.
used -Latestdate not specified -Start date given
as'1983 and repeat in 1994'- 1983 selected

This study was a student’s thesis Massey.
University undertook the moni
WithDOC Rat numbers increased after
Broadificoum use was halted in DOC and robin
numbers subsequently declined

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Tthis project started in the 19905, exact
date unknown -Latest date not specified (project
ongoing) -Habitat not specified -Storage
medium not specfied

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Latest date not specified (project ongoing)
“Habltat not specified -Storage medium not
specified

ANAME?

2008-12

198312

197812

1995-03

1995-03

2002:09

2002-09

1996-01

2000-01

199712

1992-01

2004-09

2004-09

1999.09

1998-06

2006-09

2006-09

2007-09

2005-09

198312

199912

1990-12

199412

199109

200812

198312

198112

1997-05

1997-05

200209

200209

1998-12

200001

200312

199312

200809

200409

1999-09

1998-06

200909

200909

200909

200909

198312

201003

1990-12

1994-12




o
and position

order mapped ial pai

of predator

behaviour survival Mark - recapturelresight performed

monthly throughout the year

most remaining birds were located

Notebook
attempts, to determine success / failure of
population establishment programme
Countcalls
viewto potential management
Countcalls
surveyinvarious  management
sitesin the
Analysing population trend and to inform Callcounts
management Nationwide Call Monitoring Autumn/Winter
Scheme at selected sites - monitoring change in
relative abundance through time
before, directly after,
and1year afterthe  over mass mortalityof birds post 1080 drop
2002 aerial 1080
operation at Egmont
Count
postoperation
staff
station, so that points were roughly 40m apart
This created a circuit of 30 sampling points Birds
were scored in distance categories Method
failed
future management 4observationsites 10 minutes x5 ateach
control search for nests each year during breediong
season
To monitor Kiwi Callcounts In 1994,
management conducted ofall 5000ha survey as per protocol
Limited survey, just one point captures a large
chunk of the Ekuatea headwaters The Blue Slip
area chosen for continued survey since most birds
heardthere in 1994
Notspecified
year
Tomonitor long-term trends, and Count ing of river however
translocation Performed annually during Spring/Summer
Survey for 5
model of the habitat ~ vegetation/habitat and birds, investigating
Kereruand tuiin
urban and rural
fragmented
landscapesfroma
seasonal survey of
patch occupancy by
themand
information avalable
inthe GIS and LCDB
Notspecified
long term trends Autumn (Mar-May)
i i Field cards.
long term trends during Autumn (Mar-May)
To monitor d Fieldcards
identity areas with particular wildlife values
To monitor Notebook
of population status Spring/Summer
of
pairs on eachriver biennial surveys planned with dog intargeted

catchments

200301

1980-01

Startyear notknown, 2003 entered as default 200312
(vear metadata collected) Monitoring dates not

known Latest date give as finished to be

replaced by more targeted monitoring to answer
mangement questions'- Defaultvalue used

H#NAME? 199901

Projectbegan ¢ 1990 as and when time and 1990-12
money permitted More targeted survey effort
beganin 2003

2003-04

~Start date given as '96/97, 2002, Next 2006/07'-  1996-04.
'1996'selected

2002-06

writien up ner (variety of forest types - 2002-06
Noton list, Indigenous hardwoods' selected
s work was discontinued after finding area of ~ 2002-12
study was notsufficientl large enough (only.
100na) to provide meaningful data
~Latest date not specified (projectongoing) - 1996-01
Monitoring technique given as ‘Display dives'- Not
onlist, ‘Not specified selected
#NAME? 1999-12
~Latest date not specified (projectongoing) - 1994-12
Habitat not specified -Storage medium not
specified
~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1999-01
used
1990-12
Three year project run from 200301

National Office.

~Species given as Forest Birds'- Default species  1994-03
used -Habitat given as ‘Multi-habitats'- Noton
list, 'Indigenous hardwoods' selected

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species 199403
used -Habitat given as Multi-habitats'- Noton
list, ‘Indigenous hardwood selected

~Species given as Forest birds' - Default species  1987-12
used

Startyear notknown, 2003 entered as project  2003-09.
endedin2003 Monitoring dates not known
Storage medium not specified

Project ongoing; now targeting the 4 catchments  2003-09.
within a predator control area (projectis called Te

Potae O Awarua) on biennial basis and preferably

with a dog

201005

1990-12

200312

1999-01

1990-12

1996-04

200312

2002-10

200312

1996-01

199912

199412

1999-01

200212

200301

1996-05

1996-05

1997-12

200312

200911

21/06/2011

10/12/2009

21/06/2011

10/12/2009

21/06/2011

30/07/2010

3/02/2010

12/07/2010

12/07/2010

21/06/2011

2/12/2009

2/12/2009

3/12/2009

3/12/2009

10/12/2009

30/07/2010

3/12/2009

411212009

411212009

21/06/2011

30/06/2010




sites, one of which

Notebook

productivity Predator

involvesa Predator
community trustand  success of not of control control outcomes also recorded as trap catch
the Taranaki Traps checked fortnightly over summer and
Regional Council monthly durring winter
Notspecified
kokakoin Taranaki
-
Toincrease the knowledge base
it i Notspecified
trendsand therefore bag lmits
Toevaluate the effectiveness of management  Count
(activity changes over time to assess effect of
controlinWEMZ Core (A)) Toreporton
biodiversity (location of bats within the Whirinaki
Forest)
Evaluate the effectiveness of management Count
(activity changes over time to assess effect of
controlinWEMZ Core (A)) Toreporton
biodiversity (location of bats within Whirinaki &
Kaingaroa Forests)
Standard feld form
eradication and comparing results with baseline
counts conducted when rats present
Telemetry,
(impact of aerial 1080 possum control on kaka
andkereru)
To evaluate the effectiveness of managemente g~ Call counts
(impact of aerial 1080 possum control on
Fernbirds)
Telemetry,
measure the impacts of aerial 1080 possum
control on Kaka and Kereru by capturing, radio
tagging and monitoring mortality and nesting
success
survey within
Monitoring population changes following rat Callcounts Notspecified
eradication
Monitor time Count
in relation to changes invisitor regime November each year, 1994-96 and 1999 onwards
Standard form
survey within Tuwatawata Ecological Area)
Notspecified
reintroduction
Notspecified
transloction monitoring & breeding success
To evaluate the effectiveness of management (NI _Call counts Notebook transcribed to standard field form
brown Kiwi survey within Tuwatawata Ecological
‘Area pre-post aerial 1080 poison application) To
increase the knowledge base
Notspecified
breeding success. used
smallwetlandarea  reintroduction these are banded to estimate teh popualtionand  session
and during 2000 longevity
captive reared brown
tealwere released
The popualtion was
expected to remain
small although it
was hoped that the
population may
migrate to other
protected wetland
areasonten
adjacent mainiand

To evaluate the effectiveness of management (NI

brown Kivi survey within Tuwatawata Ecological
‘Area pre-post aerial 1080 poison application) To
increase the knowledge base

Call counts Notebook transcribed to standard field form

within Kaingaora Forest)

thesis

Variable Oystercatchers and other bird species
(including migratories) also observed

H#NAME?

Startyear notknown, 2004 entered as defaut
(vear metadata collected) Species givenas.
"Waterfowl/waders'- Default species used
Storage medium not specified

Nospatial information provided, therefore the
respective conservancy locality is shown on the.
map Monitoring undertaken in spring/ summer
(dates not known)

Nospatial information provided, therefore the
respective conservancy locality is shown on the.
map Monitoring dates/ frequency not known

Nospatial information provided, therefore the
respective conservancy locality is shown on the.
map Monitoring dates/ frequency not known
Monitoring method *Telemetry” not on st

Nospatial information provided, therefore the
respective conservancy locality is shown on the.
map Monitoring dates/ frequency not known,
‘telemetry’noton techniques list

“Start date given as'1960's - '1980'selected -
Latest date not specified (project ongoing)

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing)

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Monitoring technique given as Territory mapping! -
Noton list, Not specified selected -Storage
medium not specified

ANAME?

Nospatial information provided, therefore the
respective conservancy localiy is shown on the
map Monitoring dates/ frequency not known

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Habitat not specified -Storage medium not
specified

Nospatial information provided, therefore the
respective conservancy locality is shown on the.
map Monitoring dates/ frequency not known

2003-09

200112

2004-12

199712

199712

199112

199912

2000-12

199912

200112

1980-12

1994-11

200112

199412

199612

199612

1990-12

2000-12

199712

2004-12

201008

198112

2001-12

200412

2001-12

2001-12

200212

200212

200212

2000-12

200212

2001-12

1980-12

1994-11

2001-12

1994-12

1996-12

1996-12

1990-12

2008-12

1997-12

2007-12

21/06/2011

3/02/2010

9/08/2010

21/06/2011

411212009

411212009

10/12/2009

10/12/2009

411212009

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

9/08/2010

411212009

10/12/2009

21/06/2011

411212009

411212009

21/06/2011

411212009

26/07/2010

21/06/2011

9/08/2010




breeding success

Not specified

introduced to Mana.
Islandin2000anda
small popualtion has
established in the
wetlands on the
istnad Monitoringis

reintroduction

birds are banded f required

(Rodent Eradication Project) Toreporton
biodiversity Toincrease the knowledge base

reintroduction

density Notspecified
V/month June-December

reintroduction

density Nig Notebook
Umonth June-December

Standard feld form

& update of
threatened and key indicator species
information)

Toincrease the knowledge base (e g update of
threatened and key indicator species
information)

Call counts

ongoing

popualtion of NI
robinwas transferred
t0 Manalstand from
Kapitisland The
population was
monitoredintensly
byastudent, and
thereafter abanded
popualtion
maintained and
monitored at least
annually The

reintroduction

methods used Annual survey and banding of
fledglings by OSNZin March

Notebook

colony of sooty
shearwater has
survivied on Mana
Isind throughits
human occupation

population

breeding status Annual survey and banding of
chicks by OSNZin March

revegatation
programme beganin
1984 and rats were
eradicatedin 1989
This dramatic change
inmanagementis
predicted to change

secure nest boxes,
andtake
supplimentary food
inordertoincrease
their chancesof
establishing a
Predator control
beganin Pukaha
forestin 2003t0
protectforest bird
species including
reintroduced species
suchaskaka, kokako
andkiwi Other

managementaction

management

and consistent team

reintroduction

band  Notspecified
combinations Mark - recapture/resight

future management

Good
standard technique and consistent team

following reintroduction

Unknown
birds atfeed stations Tx birds tracked monthly or

more often during breeding season Brteeding

outcome monitored for birds n nest boxes

pestcontrol

Unknown
throughout the year

the project

because the population has
become stable (the natural
between year fluctionations
had lso been determined)

in progress

This is a long-term monitoring
programme to monitor
changes in bird numbers and

composition

Monitoring intensity has
decreased due teh sccess of
popualtion establishment and
growth

Ongoing.

reintroducedto
Puakha/MtBruce
forestin2003 Pest
controls targetedto
protect his species
although

expected other
passurines will
benefit Kokakowere
transferred from two

same dialect could

reintroduction

distribution andterritory establishment. Now.
birds are banded to allow monitoring of
survivorship, pairs. Breeding outputis measre by
monitoring nesting sucess and banding chicksto
monitor survival (and eventual recruitment)

inthe establishment phase.

and monitori
activity

isstillayearly

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Habitat not specified -Storage medium not
specified

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Habitat not specified
~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Habitat not specified

~Species not given - Default species used -Start
year not known, 2003 entered as default (year
metadata collected) -Latest date not specified
(projectongoing) -Habitat not specified -
Storage medium not specified

Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Habitat not specified -Storage medium not
secified

“Startyear not known, 2003 entered as default
(vear metadata collected) -Monitoring dates not
known -Latest date not specified (project
ongoing) -Habitat not specified -Storage
medium not specified

199912

2000-12

200112

1997-06

2003-06

2000-12

200112

2002-12

199603

199603

2002-12

200312

200312

200312

1995-01

2003-07

1999-12

2008-12

200212

1997-06

200308

2001-12

200212

200212

2008-12

1996-03

2009-12

200312

200312

200312

1995-01

2010-04

411212009

26/07/2010

9/08/2010

411212009

411212009

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

11/08/2010

28/07/2010

28/07/2010

28/07/2010

21/06/2011

711212009

21/06/2011

28/07/2010

28/07/2010

28/07/2010




Monitor Notebook
intensive pest control recapture/resight used Site contains entire
known population
Unknown
years, compared to baseline data from early
19905 Site contains core population
at Unknown
fixed dates in relation to breeding cycles of 3
species Sites contain core population of all3
species
at Unknown
population fixed dates in relation to breeding cycles of 3
species Sites contain core population of all3
species
i i at Unknown
population fixed dates inrelation to breeding cycles of 3
species Sites contain core population of all 3
species
To monitor Unknown
breeding success.
NOREMARK survey form
Was stoppedin 1998 management NOREMARK  From spring 2010, will be using
and distance territory counts instead
sampling has since
beenusedto
estimate population
size Estimates
indicate the
Unknown
Monitoring of To monitor Unknown
breedingpalrsand  response to management recapture/resight methods used
productivity of
it Methodology
on Mangere Island
it Methodology
ratios in Forbes' and provided by Forbes' Parakeet Recovery Group
red-crowned
reintroduction Methodology provided by Black Robin Recovery.
Monitoring of To monitor Unknown
breeding pairsand  reintroduction Methodology provided by Store Plover Recovery
productivity on Group
, OSNZ. Unknown
Unknown
throughoutthe year
Notspecified
onbirds
survey for e off Notspecified
Spring/Summer
One oftive mir Notspecified
research
i monitor the Notspecified
sanctuary
Notspecified
during Summer (Dec-Feb)
To monitor baselin Notspecified
measurement throughout the year
Notspecified
birds in council reserves during Autumn (Mar-May)
Notspecified

effectiveness

during Autumn (Mar-May)

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -Start 1987-12
date month not specified -Habitat not specified -
Storage medium not specified

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -Start 1995-12
date month not specified -Habitat not specified -
Monitoring technique given as Vantage point

surveys'- Notonlist, ‘Not specified selected -

Storage medium not specified

~Species given as Seabirds' - Defaultspecies  1996-12
used -Startdate month not specified -Latest

date not specified -Habitatnot specified -

Storage medium not specified

~Species given as Seabirds - Defaultspecies  1996-12
used -Startdate month not specified -Latest

date not specified (project ongoing) -Habitatnot

specified -Storage medium not specified

~Species given as Seabirds - Defaultspecies  1996-12
used -Latest date not specified (project ongoing)

~Start date month not specified -Habitat not

specified -Storage medium not specified

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -Start 1995-12
date month not specified -Habitat not specified -

Sample design not specified -Storage medium
notspecified

1998-10

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -Start 1970-12
date month not specified -Sample design not
specified_-Storage medium not specified

198911

1996-10

2002-10

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -Start 2002-12
date month not specified -Habitat not specified -

Sample design not specified -Storage medium
notspecified

2000-12

~Habitatgiven as Multi-habitats'- Noton list, Not  1987-01
specifiedselected -Sample design not specified

H#NAME? 199901

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1995-12
used -Start date given as ‘mid 1990's - '1995'

selected -Latest date not specified (project

ongoing) -Habitat not specified -Sample design
notspecified

~Species given as Forest birds' - Default species  1988-09.
used -Habitat given as ‘Multi-habitats'- Noton
list, 'Not specifiedselected

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1982-03
used -Sample design not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1995-01
used -Habitat given as Multi-habitats'- Noton

list, Not specfied selected -Sample design not

specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1995-12
used -Sample design not specified

~Species gven as Forest birds'- Default species 198901
used -Habitat given as ‘Multi-habitats' - ot on

Uist, Not specified’selected -Sample design not

specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  2001-03,
used -Latestdate not specified (project ongoing)
~Sample design not spe

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  2002-03
used -Latest date not specified (project ongoing)

~Sample design not specified -Storage medium
notspecified

1995-12

1996-12

1996-12

1996-12

199512

200910

1970-12

201007

2009-10

2007-10

200212

201003

199312

2001-12

1995-12

1988-12

1982-03

200512

1999-02

200103

200203

711212009

711212009

22/07/2010

711212009

711212009

8/12/2009

21/06/2011

8/12/2009

21/06/2011

22/07/2010

21/07/2010

8/12/2009

21/07/2010

8/12/2009

21/06/2011

9/12/2009

10/12/2009

9/12/2009

9/12/2009

9/12/2009

9/12/2009

9/12/2009

9/12/2009




Toincrease the knowledge base (e g updateof  Call counts
threatened and key indicator species
information)

distribution

effectiveness during Autumn (Mar-May)

effectiveness during Autumn (Mar-May)

g update of
threatened and key indicator species information
blue duck distribution)

To evaluate the effectiveness of managementand Call counts
increase the knowledge base (e g update of
threatened and key indicator species

information)
management during Autumn (Mar-May)
management during Autumn (Mar-May)

Toevaluate the effectiveness of management To Call counts
increase the knowledge base.

Standard datasheets

Notspecified

Notspecified

Notspecified

Standard feld form

Standard feld form

Notspecified

Notspecified

Notebook transcribed to standard field form

Notspecified
management during Autumn (Mar-May)
Notspecified
management during Autumn (Mar-May)
o Notspecified
o (Dec-Feb)
vegetation/habitat and birds, investigating
seasonal use of ifferent habitat ypes and birds
determine Notspecified
future management throughout the year
One off Notspecified
for future comparisons Spring/Summer
Notspecified
Investigating y
seasonal use of different forest habitats by birds,
looking at altitude differences
. look Notspecified
time
to secure species
o determine when kiwi are introuble & when  Callcounts Standard feld form
management wil be essential to secure species
To evaluate the effectiveness of managementand Call counts Standard feld form
increase the knowledge base
Notebook
measuring adult survival, chick survival &
recruitment
To monitor Notebook
Standard feld form

decline)

2002-12

Nospatialinformation provided, therefore the ~ 1991-12
respective conservancy localiy is shown on the
map Monitoring dates/ frequency not known

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  2004-03
used -Latest date not specified (project onging) -

Sample design not specified -Storage medium
notspecified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species 200303,
used -Sample design not specified_-Storage
medium not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  2005-03
used -Sample design not specified_-Storage
medium not specified

200112

2005-12

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  2006-03.
used -Latestdate not specified (project ongoing)

~Sample design not specified -Storage medium
notspecified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species 200603
used -Sample design not specified_-Storage
medium not specified

Nospatialinformation provided, therefore the  1996-12
respective conservancy localiy is shown on the

map Monitoring undertaken in summer/ autumn -

dates and frequency not known

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  2008-03,
used -Latestdate not specified (project ongoing)

~Sample design not specified -Storage medium
notspecified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species 200903
used -Latest date not specified (project ongoing)
~Sample design not specified -Storage medium
notspecified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1996-12
used -Sample design not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1984-01
used -Sample design not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1983-09.
used -Sample design not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species 197501
used -Sample design not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1989-01
used -Sample design not specified

Startyear notknown, 2004 entered as default  2004-12
(vear metadata collected) Monitoring dates not

known Latest date not specified (project

ongoing) Sample design not specified

~Latest date not specified (projectongoing) - 1994-12
Sample design not specified
~Latest date not specified (projectongoing) - 1994-12
Sample design not specified

Nospatialinformation provided, therefore the ~ 1999-12
respective conservancy localiy is shown on the

map Some confusion over monitoring ti
frequency given as"quarterly”, time of year given
as"summer/autumn” Latest date not known
Annual WEMZ report-ref notgiven

~Monitoringtechnique ghven as Telemetryand  1991-12
video monitoring - Noton st Not specified

selected

~Latest date not specified (projectongoing) - 2001-12
Sample design not specified -Monitoring

technique given as Nesting success'- Notonlist,

Not specified selected

~Start date given as ‘mid 1980's - '1985'selected - 1985-12
Latest date given as'1980's'- '1969' selected -
Sample design not specified

200212

199112

200403

200303

200503

201003

200512

200603

200603

1996-12

200803

200903

1999-02

198512

1983-09

198512

1990-12

200412

199412

199412

199912

2000-12

2001-12

1989-12




Not specified

Standard feld form performed every three years

management
To monitor the
waitor five years
survey for
during summer
population trends during Summer (Dec-Feb) Data unlikleyto be
representative as monitoring was not timed to
occur when kereru are nesting Additionally,
without an experimental design, cannot determine.
the impact of pests and pest control
Unknown
trends
Unknown
trends
management during Spring/Summer
recruitment summer/Autumn
Kiwiin Notebook
management decisions Spring/Summer
inform management count, then for 1year every 5 years
trends Winter/Spring Monitoring s representative of one
colony notentire population
d Notspecified
d Notspecified
Notspecified
birds, and investigate the count technique used
7timesayear Not specified
birds, and investigate the count technique used
Notspecified
birds, and investigate the counttechnique used
Notspecified
birds, and investigate the count technique used
One-off Fieldcards
beech management planning Autumn (Mar - May)
Field cards.

with particular wildife values, investigating
relationships between vegetation / habitat and
birds

(Dec-Feb)

1997-12

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) 199912

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1999-12
used -Sample design not specified

~Habitatgiven as Multi-habitats'- Noton list, Not 2000-12
specifiedselected -Sample design not specified

~Latest date not specified (projectongoing) - 1980-12
Habitat not specified -Monitoring technique given
as'Count - Noton lst, 'Simple counts - Ground

based selected -Storage medium not specified

~Latest date not specified (projectongoing) - 1981-12
Habitat not specified -Monitoring technique given
as'Count - Not on lst, 'Simple counts - ground

based selected -Sample design not specified

~Latest date not specified (projectongoing) - 1985-12
Habitatnot specified -Sample design not

specified

~Latest date not specified (projectongoing) - 1991-12

Sample design not specified -Monitoring
technique given as Telemetry'- Noton lst, Not
specified selected

~Latest date not specified (projectongoing) - 2001-12
Sample design not specified -Monitoring

technique given as Nesting success'- Notonlist,

Not specified selected

~Start date given as 1990 (nest success) &1994  1990-09.
(marking birds) both to present -'1990' selected -

Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -

Habitat not specified -Monitoring technique given
as'Counts'- Noton list,‘Simple counts - ground

based selected

“Start date given as'1997-99 basline countsin  1997-12
summer, 2000-02 baseline counts in autumn'-
'1997'selected -Latest date not specified

(projectongoing) -Habitat not specified -

Sample design not specified

This project started inthe late 1970s, exactdate ~ 1978-06
notknown  Latest date not specified (project
ongoing)

~Latest date not specified (projectongoing) - 200512
Monitoring technique given as ‘Count - Not on lst,
‘simple counts - ground based' selected

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species 199109
given -Latest date not specified (project

ongoing) -Habitat not specified -Sample design
notspecified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  2001-09.
ghven -Habitatnot specified -Sample design not
specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1974-12
used -Startdate month and latest date month not

supplied - Defaultused -Sample design not

specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1974-12
used -Start date month and latest date month not

supplied - Defaultused -Sample design not

specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1974-12
used -Startdate month and latest date month not

supplied - Defaultused -Sample design not

specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1974-12
used -Start date month and latest date month not.

supplied - Defaultused -Sample design not

specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1994-03
used -Storage medium not specified -Sample
design not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1983-12
used -Habitat given as Mulihabitats'- Noton

list, Not specified’selected -Sample design not

specified

199912

1999-12

200502

200602

1980-12

198512

2001-12

1990-09

1997-12

1978-06

200512

200312

1976-12

1976-12

1994-05

1986-02

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

10/12/2009

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

11/12/2009

11/12/2009

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

11/12/2009

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

11/12/2009

11/12/2009

22/12/2009

22/12/2009

22/12/2009

22/12/2009

22/12/2009

23/12/2009




Not specified ~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1983-12 1986-02 2371212009
(Dec- Feb) used -Habitat given as Mulihabitats'- Noton
with particular wildife values, investigating list, Not specified’selected -Sample design not
relationships between vegetation / habitat and specified
birds
Notspecified ~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1983-12 1986-02 2371212009
(Dec- Feb) used -Habitat given as Multihabitats'- Noton
with particular wildife values, investigating list, Not specified’selected -Sample design not
relationships between vegetation / habitat and specified
birds
Fieldsheets ~Species given as Forestbirds - Defaultused - 198312 1986-02 2371212009
(Dec- Feb) Habitat given as Ml habitats' - Not on list, Not
with particular wildife values, investigating specifiedselected -Sample design not specified
relationships between vegetation / habitat and
birds
Fieldsheets ~Species given as Forestbirds - Defaultused - 198312 1986-02 2371212009
(Dec- Feb) Habitat given as Ml habitats' - Not on list, Not
with particular wildife values, investigating specifiedselected -Sample design not specified
relationships between vegetation / habitat and
birds
Fieldsheets ~Species given as Forestbirds - Defaultused - 198312 1986-02 2371212009
management on birds, survey to dentify areas Habitat given as Ml habitats' - Not on list, Not
with particular wildife values, investigating specifiedselected -Sample design not specified
relationships between vegetation / habitat and
birds
Fieldsheets ~Species given as Forestbirds - Defaultused - 198312 1986-02 2371212009
management on birds, survey to dentify areas Habitat given as Ml habitats' - Not on list, Not
with particular wildife values, investigating specifiedselected -Sample design not specified
relationships between vegetation / habitat and
birds
Notspecified ~Species given as Forestbirds - Defaultused - 198312 1986-02 2371212009
(Dec- Feb) Habitat given as Ml habitats' - Not on list, Not
with particular wildife values, investigating specifiedselected -Sample design not specified
relationships between vegetation / habitat and
birds
Notspecified ~Species given as Forestbirds - Defaultused - 198312 1986-02 2371212009
(Dec- Feb) Habitat given as Ml habitats' - Not on list, Not
with particular wildife values, investigating specifiedselected -Sample design not specified
relationships between vegetation / habitat and
birds
Notspecified ~Species given as Forestbirds - Defaultused - 198312 1986-02 2371212009
(Dec- Feb) Habitat given as Ml habitats' - Not on list, Not
with particular wildife values, investigating specifiedselected -Sample design not specified
relationships between vegetation / habitat and
birds
Notspecified ~Species given as Forestbirds - Defaultused - 198312 1986-02 2371212009
(Dec- Feb) Habitat given as Ml habitats' - Not on list, Not
with particular wildife values, investigating specifiedselected -Sample design not specified
relationships between vegetation / habitat and
birds
Not specified ~Species given as Forestbirds - Defaultused - 198312 1986-02 2371212009
(Dec- Feb) Habitat given as Ml habitats' - Not on list, Not
with particular wildife values, investigating specifiedselected -Sample design not specified
relationships between vegetation / habitat and
birds
Notspecified ~Species given as Forestbirds - Defaultused - 198312 1986-02 2371212009
(Dec- Feb) Habitat given as Ml habitats' - Not on list, Not
with particular wildife values, investigating specifiedselected -Sample design not specified
relationships between vegetation / habitat and
birds
Notspecified ~Species given as Forestbirds - Defaultused - 198312 1986-02 2371212009
(Dec- Feb) Habitat given as Ml habitats' - Not on list, Not
with particular wildife values, investigating specifiedselected -Sample design not specified
relationships between vegetation / habitat and
birds
Notspecified ~Species given as Forestbirds'- Defaultused - 1984-01 1986-12 21/06/2011
L Sample design not specified
of forest by birds.
Notspecified ~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1986-01 200312 2371212009
management on birds throughoutthe year used -Sample design not specified
Notspecified ~Species given as Forest birds - Defaultused - 197709 1978-12 2371212009
Sample design not specified
investigating relationships.
between vegetation/habitat and birds
on Notebook ~Species given as Forest birds - Defaultused - 198205 1982:08 2371212009
management on birds Winter (June - Aug) Sample design not specified
One-off Notspecified ~Species given as Forest birds - Defaultused - 1978-12 1978-12 2371212009
(Dec-Feb) Habitat given as Mult-habitats'- Not onlst, 'Not
between vegetation/habitat and birds specifiedselected -Sample design not specified
One-of i Notspecified ~Species given as Forestbirds - Defaultused - 199512 1995-12 2371212009
Summer (Dec-Feb) Sample design not specified
Tomonitor effects of pest control One-oft five minute bird count performed during ot specified ~Species given as Forestbirds - Defaultused - 199509 200511 21/06/2011

Spring (Sept- Nov) Sample design not specified




Tomonitor effects of pest control

One-off five minute bird count performed during
Summer (Dec- Feb)

One-off

measure management effectiveness

Summer (Dec- Feb)

One-off

Not specified

Notspecified

Notspecified

Notspecified

Counts at 500m intervals along road Counts start

1080 around 2200 hours
morepork presence
andrelative
abundance in Haast
Valley 1080
treatmentsite and
Jackson Valley non
treatmentsite The
mean number of
v
management during Autumn (Mar - May)
management years during Autumn (Mar - May)
Notebook
success of management Winter/Spring/Summer
Callcounts Initial 3year 1year
decide on future management every 5years Performed during Autumn (Mar -
May)
Electronic
tor Notebook
T Wil "
increasing the poptation DOC Monitoring during breeding season
intensified in 1991, population banded from 1990
ghing accurate post-breeding sightings Mark -
recapture/resight techniques used throughout the
year, annually
tor Notebook
T Wil "
increasing the poputation DOC Monitoring during breeding season
intensified in 1991, population banded from 1990
ghing accurate post-breeding sightings Mark -
recapturelresight techniques used throughout the
year, annually
survivorship
ax2hr
study areas moon phase in May/June
From October 2003 T Notebook
2004, ffteen fantail
nestsand three
tomiit nests were
mornitored of which
72%fledged and
28 failed Rat
numbers were
reducedto 17%
Residual Tracking
October 2003 after
poison (diphacinone
and Feratox) was laid
flock trend Thisisa
cause of death complex programme of telemetry, dog surveys
andflock counts
intensive pest control
species at Trounson with ts sustained and
intensive pest control
realtive abundance
Monitor i t Unknown
control, specifically predator trapping.
Unknown
habitat suitability during Summer/Autumn
Unknown

Breeding
ible Mark-

recapture of birds on surface.

Completed

~Species given as Forest birds - Default used -
Sample design not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default used -
Sample design not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default used -
Sample design not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default used -
Sample design not specified

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Sample design not specified

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Sample design not specified

H#NAME?

H#NAME?

H#NAME?

H#NAME?

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing)

~Species supplied as Forest birds'- Default
species used -Latest date not specified - Default
date used -Sample design not specified

ANAME?

~Sample design not specified -Monitoring
technique supplied as Vantage point surveys'-
Noton list, Simple count - aerial'selected

#NAME?
~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -

Sample design not specified -Storage medium
notspecified

199412

199412

199509

199509

200111

2001-03

200103

2002-06

199309

2001-03

199612

198312

198312

199512

1995-05.

2003-10

199612

1994-09

199512

199612

199612

198912

2000-03

1995-02

1995-02

1998-02

199511

200112

200103

200103

200208

1993-09

200103

1996-12

198312

198312

1995-12

1995-05

200401

1996-12

1994-09

200212

200212

200212

1989-12

201003

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

22/07/2010

4/08/2010

4/08/2010

4/08/2010

5/01/2010

21/06/2011

5/01/2010

28/01/2010

28/01/2010

28/01/2010

28/01/2010

21/07/2010

29/01/2010

29/01/2010

29/01/2010

29/01/2010

21/06/2011

29/01/2010

2/07/2010




Not ongoing
maintand Observations recorded on an ad hoc basis
determine Unknown
success of breeding Spring/Summer
eggs/no chicks Frequency-  Unknown
monthly/weekly basis depending on site Counts
performed annually during Summer
eggs/no chicks Frequency - Unknown
monthly/weekly basis depending on site Counts
performed annually during Summer
eggs/no chicks Frequency-  Unknown
monthly/weekly basis depending on site Counts
performed annually during Summer
T Unknown
trends Summer/Autumn
Unknown
Summer/Autumn
T Unknown
trends Summer/Autumn
Unknown
Summer/Autumn
Unknown
Summer/Autumn
Unknown
o
pestmanagement during Spring/Summer
Unknown
Pi
pestmanagement during Spring/Summer
Unknown
birds modification by R Pierce, performed annually
during Spring/Summer
Unknown
control
logging activity determine survival and dispersal of birds
Notspecified
future management during Spring/Summer
Notspecified
future management during Spring/Summer
Notspecified
the (Dec- Feb)
Notspecified
the (Dec- Feb)
Unknown
the. (Dec-Feb)
andassigned during Autumn/Winter
detection distances
inthree point surveys
between May and
October 2003 Most
(96 2%) of sightings
were solo birds and
the clusters were all
pairs Datawas
analysed using point

sample DISTANCE

Monitoring of population at
this site will be ongoing

Completed distance sampling
forkukupa ina partof
Trounson Mainland Island

~Latest date not specified (OSNZ - not DOC.
(ongoing)) -Sample design not specified -
Monitoring technique supplied as ‘Surveillance' -
Noton list, Simple counts'selected -Storage
medium not specified

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Sample design not specified -Storage medium
notspecified

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Sample design not specified -Storage medium
notspecified

~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) -
Sample design not specified -Dataset storage
medium not specified

Monitoring related to NZ dotterel recovery plan -
Latest date not specified - project ongoing (OSNZ -
n0tDOC) -Sample design not specified -
Storage medium not specified

Monitoring related to NZ dotterel recovery plan -
Latest date not specified - project ongoing (OSNZ -
notDOC) -Sample design not specified -
Storage medium not specified

Monitoring related to NZ dotterel recovery plan -
Latest date not specified - project ongoing (OSNZ -
notDOC) -Sample design not specified -
Storage medium not specified

Monitoring related to NZ dotterel recovery plan -
Latest date not specified - project ongoing (OSNZ -
notDOC) -Sample design not specified -
Storage medium not specified

Monitoring related to NZ dotterel recovery plan -
Latest date not specified - project ongoing (OSNZ -
notDOC) -Sample design not specified -
Storage medium not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Latest date not specified (project ongoing)
~Sample design not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Latest date not specified (project ongoing)
~Sample design not spe

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Latestdate not specified -Sample design
notspecified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Latestdate not specified (project ongoing)
~Sample design not spe

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Latest date not specified (project ongoing)
~Sample design not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Latestdate not specified (project ongoing)
~Sample design not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Sample design not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Sample design not specified

~Species given as Forest birds - Default species
used -Sample design not specified

2000-12

199312

£
9

199512

199612

199312

199412

199512

199512

199712

1991-09

199309

199309

2001-01

1991-09

199312

199312

199312

2003-03

2000-12

1993-12

199412

1995-12

1996-12

199312

1994-12

1995-12

1995-12

1997-12

1993-09

1993-09

199412

201005

1994-09

1993-12

199312

1994-02

200305

21/06/2011

21/06/2011

1/02/2010

/0212010

1/02/2010

21/06/2011

/0212010

/0212010

/0212010

/0212010

2/02/2010

2/02/2010

2/02/2010

2/02/2010

2/07/2010

2/02/2010

2/02/2010

2/02/2010

21/06/2011

3/02/2010

21/06/2011




Unknown i i i 2004-09 2004-09 2/08/2010
habitat suitability during Spring/ Summer onitand has not had a forest bird translocation for
over 20years | gatherthe hihi may have been put
there 20 or more years ago but they have gone
longago The little spotted kiwi was put on there:
butthat projectls already in the metadata

Notebook ~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1996-12 1996-12 3/0212010
during Summer used -Latest date not specified
Notebook ~Habitat supplied as Multi-habitats' - Noton lst,  1999-01 200312 3/0212010
throughout the year Not specified selected
Unknown ~Latest date not specified (projectongoing) - 199909 1999-09 3/0212010
future management summer Monitoring technique supplied as Burrow

techniques'- Not on list, Not specified’ selected

Systematic, s 200612 2010-05 21/06/2011
base (e g update of threatened and key indicator
speciesinformation)

ystemati Unknown H#NAME? 199212 1992-12 21/06/2011
effectivenessand increase the knowledge base

ystemati Datasheets 200312 200312 21/06/2011
i update of
threatened and key indicator species
information)
To Systematic, s i imati Startyear notknown, 2008 entered as default  2008-12 2008-12 21/06/2011
Plenty (year metadata collected) Monitoring dates not
Conservancy - NZ dotterel distribution survey and known Latest date not specified (project
breeding success) ongoing) Data sourced primarly from OSNZ
Transect ~Latest date not specified (project ongoing) 1999-09 1999-09 21/06/2011
establish bat recovery Performed pre-management during Spring/
summer
Notebook ~Latest date not specified (projectongoing) - 2007-01 2007-01 21/06/2011
ONE the year Sample design not specified -Workplan code not
specified - default used
Notebook ~Latest date not specified (projectongoing) - 2006-01 2006-01 21/06/2011
ONE the year Sample design not specified -Workplan code not
specified - default used
forest bird i i Allbirds seen or heard on countstations are. 200611 200911 7/09/2010
to0lbox counted
distance sampling ~ density distance sampling (then abandoned
focused on tomit,
Kereru, kaka, and
bellbird Latter two
y 5 Fieldcards ~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1983-01 1985-12 21/06/2011
relationships between veg/habitat and birds. used -Sample design not specified -Habitat
given as Multi-habitat - Not on lst, 'Not specif
selected
L 200112 200112 16/08/2010
have no knowledge of range to inform future:
management decisions
i i Unknown 200112 200112 16/08/2010
the removal of stoats
Unknown 1999-12 1999-12 21/06/2011
the removal of stoats
i One-off set of five mi Notebook ~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1979-12 1979-12 26/0212010
presentto decide on future management used -Latestdate not specified (project ongoing)
~Sample design not specified -Habitat not
specified_ -Storage medium not specified
One-off five mi Fieldsheets ~Species given as Forest birds - Default species  1984-12 1985-02 21/06/2011
interest Summer (Dec- Feb) used -Sample design not specified
Fieldcards 200412 200412 16/08/2010
investigating relationships between
vegetation/habitat and birds, investigating
seasonaluse of different forest habitats by birds
2006-09 2009-09 21/06/2011
determine optimum periodicity of predator control
programmes
Ongoing for at least another 2007-09 2009-09 21/06/2011
i sixyears
determine optimum periodicity of predator control
programmes
2006-09 2009-09 21/06/2011
optimum periodicity of predator control
programmes
Monitor Foliar Browse Index 19 Plots established to date 2009-02 2009-02 21/06/2011
Kelly, D &Ladley, ) J (2006) Design ofa Projectreference Pheno3ss 1996-02 2010-05 2710512011
Conservation sec February, March, AprilandMay The seedis  monitoring network for seeding and fruiting in N2
rain monitoring i i plants Reportfor OBl on i
projectwith a total of of Thisis forl
16 stations atthe extrapolated to provide a seed rainfall densityof  Conservation
Hawdon Valley seed per metre squared

Monitoring began in
1995 and i carried




Kelly, D &Ladley, ) }(2006) Design of a

Conservation sec
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
20stations atthe
Poulter Valley
Monitoring beganin
2005 andis carried

February, March, April and May

monitoring network for seeding and fruiting in NZ
plants Reportfor OBI on “Ecosystem Resilence"
for Landcare Research and the Department of

Conservation

Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
16 stations atthe
South Branch of the
Hurunui River
Monitoring began n

Kelly, D &Ladley, J J (2006 Design of a

February, March, April and May monitoring network for seeding and fruiting

plants Reportfor OBl on "Ecosystem Resilence"
for Landcare Research and the Department of

Conservation

Kelly, D &Ladley, ) J (2006) Design ofa

Conservation sec
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
8 stationsat the
North Branch of the
Hurunui River
Monitoring beganin

February, March, April and May
plants Reportfor OBI on "Ecosystem R

for Landcare Research and the Department of

Conservation

Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectatLittle
BarrierIsland Seed

increasing)

production

Conservation
vegetation
monitoring projectat
Kawau, Warkworth
Monitoring began in
1992andis carried

Setupfor a specific purpose which was not o doa
detailed phenology study Trees monitored have
had o change over time

Conservation
vegetation

monitoring network for seeding and fruiting in NZ.

Project reference Pheno 356 2003-02

Projectreference Pheno3s? 1996-03

199603

Project reference Phenol 1998-01

Projectreference Pheno2 Update reference  1992-01

Pheno3 199801

foli Broome, K G 1995

thicks

Waikato

b c He

Little Barrier Istand,
Auckland Monitoring
beganin 1998 and
undertaken annually
Species monitored
northern rata

comparison) Prone to observer variation (reduce
by using experienced, calibrated observers),
flowering/fruiting may increase difficutty of
assessing foliage thickness

No leaves, bulbs longest), Beadel, S M (1982)

rain monitoring
projectatthe
Unsworth Property
near Ohineteraraku

capsles Whakatane Field Centre District Wildiand
Consutants Ltd Report

Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectat
Whakarewarewa
thermal area,

of flowers, etc

f plants, number

flowering season

Conservation
vegetation
monitoring projectat
Te Kopia Scenic
Reserve Monitoring
beganin 1998 andis
twice peryear, in
autumn/ winter
Species monitored

within cages

Measured at mostsites twice yearly - flowering  minutes
(March-April, seed set (August-Sept) Current

process s to cage all known plants and moritoring

them, therefore essentially a census Monitoring

dates have varied slighlty over the years, plus

caging regimes have changed for some plants

Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of

Monitoring began in
2003 and i carried

Conservation seed
rain mornitoring
projectatthe Blue
Mountains,

correlate with mohua success.

Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectat Pukerimu
Ecological Area
Monitoring began in
1990 and i carried
outtwice peryear, in
autumn/ winter

within cages

Dactylanthus taylorii Recovery Group Measured  minutes
atmostsites twice yearly - flowering (March-

April), seed set (August-Sept) Current processis

1o cage all known plants and monitoring them,

therefore essentially a census Monitoring dates.

have varied

Conservation
vegetation
monitoring projectat
Wiaone Frost Flats.
Monitoring beganin
2000andis carried
outtwice peryear,

possum control area

minutes

(March-April, seed set (August-Sept) Current
process s to cage all known plants and monitoring
them, therefore essentially a census Monitoring
dates have varied

Conservation
vegetation
monitoring projectat
Taumai

Monitoring began in

flowering, etc

ceased

Project started in early 19805,
precise year not known

Setupinthe 19905 Initial
monitoring probably within the.
first couple of years, butnone
since then

reference information (example of good to
excellent population score distribution, natural
environmental fluctuation) Unpublished reports
held atWaikato Conservancy & on DME

Project reference Phenod 1992-01

Projectreference Phenos 1980-01

Project reference Phenos 1998-03

Projectreference Pheno360 Thissite s 200401
recreation and hunting area (Public protected
area)

Project reference Pheno176 1990-01

Projectreference Pheno? 1990-02

Projectreference Phenos 2000-03

Projectreference Phenod Update reference  1990-01

201005

201005

201005

1998-01

200301

1998-01

1995-05

200301

200308

201005

1990-01

200308

200308

200301

27/05/2011

27/05/2011

31/05/2011

2/05/2011

9/08/2011

9/08/2011

2/05/2011

2/05/2011

9/08/2011

14/06/2011

2/05/2011

2/05/2011

9/08/2011

9/08/2011




i Burrows, L E & Allen, R B (1991) Silver beech

for y 1) Oerst) seedfall
it i uth stand, N

projectatLake Eyles, Mountains andTe Anau basin Creek inthe Takitimu Mountains Seedfall Zealand NZJ Botany 29 361-365

Murchison samples for April, May and June were collected

Mountains Atotal of annually This sample site has been discontinued

8 stations, monitored dueto expense of access

annuallyin

autumn/winter (April,

May and June), from

i Burrows, L E &Allen, R B (1991) Silver beech

for tLake Eyl 1) Oerst) seedfall
it i uth stand, N

projectwith a total of Mountains andTe Anau basin Creek inthe Takitimu Mountains Seedfall Zealand NZJ Botany 29 361-365

8 stationsat Takahe
Valley, Murchison
Mountains
Monitored annually
(March, Apriland
May) from 1679
Species monitored

samples for March, April and May are collected
annually This sample site has been discontinued
due to expense of access Now collected as per
‘guidelines in"Operation Ark - minimum site:
specifications"

Burrows, L E &Allen, R B (1991) Silver b

ch
1) Oerst ) seedfall
uth stand, New

Monitored annually
(March, Apriland
May), rom 1970

i this ran until 1987 Since  Zealand NZ ) Botany 29 361-365
1989 a smaller number of trays (n=8) have been

continued with Seedfall samples for March, Aprit

andMay are collected annually Data collected

as per *Operation Ark - minimum site:

Conservation sec
rain mornitoring
projectwith a total of
8 stationsat Clinton
Valley, Southland
Monitored annually

Conservation see
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
24stations atthe
following locations
Walker Creek (8),
KnobsFlat (8) and
Department of
Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
90stations at the
followinglocations
Waltutu, Lake

Notsupplied

Conservation
vegetation

population and also whether an additional

Mayor Island
(Tuhua), Bay of

Conservation
Vegetation project at
Northern Kai

Otawa, Oripi
Monitored annually.

specifications
1l
It Burrows, L E &Allen, R B (1991) Silver beech
atWalker 1) Oerst) seedfall
Plato Creek patterns i the Takitimu Range, South Istand, New
Zealand NZJ Botany 29 361-365
capture (University of Canterbury)
fplants.
flowering, etc
Foliar Browse Index Panton etal (1999) Foliar Browse Index a
method for monitoring possum (Trichosurus.
Vulpecula) damage to plant species and forest
communities ManaakiWhenua - Lancare
Research, Lincoln
fplants.

Conservation
vegetation
monitoring projectat
MayorIstand

flowering, etc

project at Whirinaki
ForestPark
Monitored from 1990
102001 for

methodology

Numata, M (1998) Effects of possum control on
leaf tter under northern rata (Metrosideros
robusta) in the Whirinaki Forest Park, North
Island, New Zealand

Conservation
vegetation
monitoring project at
Blue Lake Campi
Ground, Bay of
Plenty Monitored

i

2001 onwar

compare with

health From 2001

incorporating existing photopoints Non-treatment
site for Tiktiapu possum control

Conservation
vegetation
monitoring project at
Tikitapu Scenic.
Reserve, East Coast

ruitment

possum control

monitor

radius from plot centre tree, all trees with
mistletoe present tagged and no of mistletoes
counted

Conservation
vegetation
monitoring projectat
various locations

onwards), Ngawaro

hotopoints, recrultment  Group
plots (10m radius from plot centre tree, all trees

with mistletoe present tagged and number of

mistletoes counted), presence/absence counts of

plants (fleld descriptions and GPS refs for

locations)

Project reference Pheno180 Samples
predominantly ilver

Projectreference Pheno182 Samples
predominantly mountain beech seedfall The
monitoring site is special protected area

Projectreference Pheno183 Samples
predominantly silver beech seedfall

Project reference Pheno363 Operation Ark site

Projectreference Pheno178 Samples
predominantly red beech seedfall

Species monitored Nothofagus menziesii, N
solandrivar cliffortioides, Dacrydium
cupressinum, Prumnopitys ferruginea,

G

Metrosideros umbellata

Project references Pheno10 &Phenod1 Update
reference

Project references Pheno11-27

Project references Phenod2 &Phenoé1 Update
reference

Projectreferences Pheno29 &Pheno68 Burns
(1997) contains estimates of Northern Rata
dieback from aerial photograph comparisons.
Hosking and Foulds (1994) outlines the protocol
forusing leat liter fall traps

Projectreferences Pheno31and Pheno 32
Linked to seed rain monitoring at Tikitapu Scenic
Reserve Update reference

Projectreferences Phenoddand Phenod4
Linked to seed rain monitoring project at Blue
Lake Camping Ground Update reference

Projectreferences Pheno31,32,33,34,35,40,
51852

197904

197904

1970-04

2003-02

198804

2007-02

1990-01

199801

2000-01

1990-01

1997-12

200812

1990-12

201105

201105

201005

201005

2010-10

200301

200301

200301

200101

200312

200312

200312

10/05/2011

19/08/2011

19/08/2011

18/05/2011

2/06/2011

14/06/2011

9/08/2011

9/08/2011

9/08/2011

2/05/2011

9/08/2011

9/08/2011

9/08/2011




Conservation
aquatic plant
monitoring project at
the following
locations Lake
Rotohokahoka,

of % cover of the ephemeral lake inwhich it
occurs

Conservation
aquatic plant
monitoring project at
the following
locations Lake
Rotohokahoka,

of % cover of the ephemeral lake inwhich it
occurs

Conservation
aquatic plant
monitoring project at
the following
locations Lake
Rotohokahoka,

of % cover of the ephemeral lake inwhich it
occurs

Conservation health of

vegetation
monitoring project at
Kawera, Tauranga,
Bay of Plenty

of plants
Conservation present et

vegetation the population on the istand)

monitoring project at

Rurima Rocks

(Moutok), Bay of

monitoring projectat management
Awalt & Bregmans

WHMR, Rangitiki

Departmentof Notsupplied
Conservation seed

rain monitoring

projectwith a total of

20stations at

number of fertile fronds Clump dimensions
recorded

Trees and branchlets tagged annually.

identified

rain monitoring
projectat Codfish
Island, Southland,

Kakapo.

Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
8stationsat Chalky.
Island Monitored

3-5yearly 2x50m transects at eachsite, 2m
i and

i

projectat Lake Eyles, Mountains andTe Anau basin Samples
Murchison predominantly slver beech
Mountains

and counted Representative sampling - Seed fall
traps placed under female rimu ata variety of
locations on the istand

Burrows, L E &Allen, R B (1991) Silver beech
(Nothofagus menziesi (Hook f ) Oerst ) seedfall
patterns in the Takitimu Range, South Istand, New
Zealand NZ) Botany 29 361-365

projectwith atotal of Mountains and Te Anau basin
100 stations at
Takahe Valley,

monitored mountain

Allen,R B
monitoring change in indigenous forests Allen, R
B (1992) RECCE aninventory method for

ing NZ vegetation

monitoring projectat
the followin
locations Forest Hil,

Assess animal pestimpacts

monitoring project at
StewartIsland and

browse, every twoyears

Foliar Browse Index rom aerial photographs.
‘erial photos and canopy density established
1980 (not re-measured), FBI established in 2002

Project references Phenod?, Phenod7 &
Pheno4s Update reference

Projectreferences Phenod?, Phenod7 &
Pheno4s Update reference

Projectreferences Phenod?, Phenod7 &
Pheno4s Update reference

Project reference Pheno28 Reference needs
updating,

Projectreference Pheno30 Update reference

Projectreference Pheno36 Update reference

Projectreference Pheno191

Project reference Pheno186 Dried seeds have

been stored from each year

Project references Pheno184 &Pheno187

Startyear uncertain

Projectreference Pheno11 Monitoring dates not
supplied Thisisa Landcare Project- Bill Lee - BK.

Project reference Phenol8s

1980 notremeasured, FBI established 2002
Projectreference Pheno193 Monitoring dates
not supplied

Rance, B &Rance,C Pheno188 Methods and
mistletoe in the Eglinton Valley, Fiordland monitoring dates not supplied
Ecological Management 4 41-49
projectatthe improve knowledge of mistletoe ecology
following locations
Knobs Flat, Deer
flowering, Pheno189
Conservation seed  tuiand kereru fruiting and leat development notsupplied Contact person needs checking
rain monitoring
projectatthe
following Southland
locations - Forest
Hil, Otatara, Bluff
Hill, Thomson Bush,
Anderson Park,
Setup prior 1998 Plantore- Landcare Pheno190

Conservation

vegetation control
monitoring projectat
Pembroke,

Southland

Monitored twice per

Research Ltd

location needs checking - grid ref entered for
Mount Pembroke, Fiordland National Park (north
of Milford Sound) but not sure i this is correct
Monitoring dates and contact name need
checking

2000-01

2000-01

2000-01

1990-01

199401

1992.01

1995-06

1996.01

2002:02

199801

1973-01

1996.01

1980-01

1989-01

2002:01

199901

200301

200301

200301

200301

1996-01

1992-01

200807

201001

200202

200301

201101

1996-01

1980-01

201101

200501

1999-01

9/08/2011

9/08/2011

9/08/2011

9/08/2011

9/08/2011

9/08/2011

2/05/2011

11/08/2011

2/05/2011

9/08/2011

9/08/2011

9/08/2011

9/08/2011

10/05/2011

10/05/2011

9/08/2011




To monitor the rate of i i i Lee (1993)
Conservation

vegetation -measured y
monitoring projectat seedrate annually in January

Takahe Valley,
Murchison

Monitored annually

Chiononchloa paltens, C crassiuscula, C
teretifolia and C rigida ssp amara (informally
called C flavescens nthe past)

Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
26 stations atthe
Catins (Thisbe
Stream -8 silver
beech, and Hunters.
10silver beech

Conservation sec
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
48 stations atthe
following locations In
the Dartand Capes
Valley Sywan
(monitored since

Conservation
vegetation
monitoring projectat
Tahakopa Bay,

Annual, photopoints, maps, walk through survey.
harvest

Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
16 stations atthe
followinglocations
Landsborough River,
Toetoe Flatand

Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
20stations atthe
following locations
South Okarito,

i toguide Jan-May eachyear during  Standard seed rain collection references (Dave
predator management seedfall Kelly for rimu seedfall papers & Graeme Elott)

Conservation see
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
20stations atthe
following locations
Atfred River, Rough

purposes

Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
28 stations atthe
following locations
OpararaRiver and
UglyRiver Monitored
annually in the

Research

i

41 stations at Mount
Misery, Nelson
Lakes Monitored
annuallyin
December - February
(Mount Misery since
1974, RNRP since
1997 and Big Bush
from 1997 to 2001)
Species monitored
Department of
Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
27 stations at Duck
Pond Stream
Departmentof
Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectat Pelorus
Bridge, Marlborough
Sounds, with a total
of 55 stations

the 19805 Only 1996 s missing from data series
Seed collected from 0 28 sqm funnel, sorted to
beech species, counted and tested for viability
Also seed s collected by 21 raps in Rotoiti Nature
Recovery Project 1997 to present Tussock
grassland - countinflorencence of tussock 100
one square metre plots

Noinformation supplied

Notsupplied

Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
8stationsat
Wangapeka Track,
Motueka Monitored

projectwith a total of
8stations at Flora
Stream, Motueka
Monitored annually

‘manaegment Asper
OLDDM-561771

Project reference Pheno192 197301

Projectreference Pheno3s9 Monitoring dates/  1996-01
frequency and monitoring technique require
checking

Projectreference Phenod64 Monitoringdates  1999-01
and techniques require checking

Projectreference Pheno175 Monitoring dates  1997-01
andlocation grid reference/status require.
checking Update reference

Projectreference Pheno315 &Pheno3ss 1996-05
Monitoring technique and dates require checking

Fulltitleof the projectis Seed rain monitoring,
Landsborough Valley, West Coast - Landsborough
River,Toetoe Flat & Haast Valley, West Coast-

Haast River, Patsy Creek

Project reference Pheno318 Monitoring 200101
technique and dates need checking

200502
Project reference Pheno361 Monitoring 200501
methods/dates require checking
Projectreferences Pheno70, Pheno71& 1974-01
Phenol11 Monitoringtechniques and dates
require checking

1990-01

contact person, location grid ref

Some information missing - purpose, methods  2004-01
Monitoring dates require checking

Monitoring technique and dates require checking ~ 2007-05.

Monitoring methods & dates, dataset detailsneed 200901
checking This projectisjointly run by local

community - Fiends of Flora, and Department of
Conservation

200301

201101

201101

1997-01

201005

201105

201002

201105

201101

200001

201101

201105

201001

9/08/2011

13/06/2011

19/08/2011

9/08/2011

2/06/2011

19/08/2011

19/08/2011

2/06/2011

17/05/2011

17/05/2011

11/08/2011

2/06/2011

14/06/2011




Department of

Conservation sec
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
22stations at
Department of
Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
19stationsat
Department of
Conservation see

rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
Department of
Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
3stations at

rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
16 stationsat
Southern Ruapehu
Monitored sixtimes

rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
8stationsat

Notsupplied Seedfall measured in February, March, Apritand
May each year

Not supplied Seedfall measured n January, May and
September each year

Notsuj

Notsupplied Datals collected monthly from September to May
everyyear

Notsupplied

Notsupplied

April, Jun

T August,

projectwith a total of
73 seedfall traps at
Walpapa, Walkato
Monitored several
Department of
Conservation seed
rain monitoring
project with a total of
Departmentof
Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
85 stations at
Otamatuna, Te
Urewera Monitored

ecosystem resilience

Notsupplied Seedfall measured in February, May, August and
November

Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of

Department of
Conservation see
rain monitoring
projectat Lilourn,
southland, witha
Departmentof
Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectat Rowallan,
Alton, Southland,

Reference
seeding and fruiting in NZ plants 2006 Kelly, D &
Ladley, ) J Reportfor OBI on "Ecosystem
Resilence" for Landcare Research and the
Department of Conservation

Notsupplied

Notsupplied

1965)

regeneration of
podocarpsat
Pureora to provide a
basis for assessing
the prospects for
management of
podocarp/tawa
forestasa
permanent resource
of indigenous
Landcare Research
Lidseedrain
monitoring projectat
Craigieburn,
Canterbury Lines A,
Band C monitored
from 1965 to present
(40 statiosn each)
Landcare Research
Ltd seed ain
monitoring project at
Mount Th

rain mornitoring
projectwith a total of
35 stations at Lake

Notsupplied

Notsupplied

Notsupplied

Some missing information - purpose, methods

Some missing information - purpose, methods

Some missing information - purpose, methods

Some missing information - purpose, methods

Some missing details - purpose, methods
Monitoring dates require checking

dates, dataset details, contact name

The seed/fruitallen of eight native plants were.
monitored including Dacrydium cupressinum,
Dacrycarpus dacrydiodes and Podocarpus totara
The rest offive species are Usted n Species
section

pury ethod:

monitoring dates, contact person, dataset details.

Missing nformation methods, purpose Seed
It fallen of seven species were monitored Five
species are mentioned in Species section, and the
restof two speciesare Podocarpus hall
Hall'st6tara) and Ixerba brexioides (i e Tawari)

Missing information methods Seed funnel
collections, Seed Rain collected monthly.

‘method:

purpose Need checking location management
status, contact person

thod:

purpose Need checking location management
status, contact person

project are stored at Department of Conservation,
this was formulated and run by Forest Research
Institute, NZ.

information methods, monitoring dates,
purpose Need checking contact person

Missing information methods, monitoring dates,
purpose Need checking contact person

‘method:

purpose Need checking location management
status, contact person

196802

201101

2002:03

2009-02

197501

2009-03

1965-01

2009-03

2009-03

1965-01

1964-01

196101

196501

1966-01

197001

201105

201105

201101

200907

200908

1979-01

201103

1968-01

201008

200908

1969-01

1982-01

201001

201001

1980-01

2/06/2011

17/05/2011

17/05/2011

27/0/2011

17/05/2011

10/05/2011

27/05/2011

10/05/2011

13/06/2011

19/08/2011

10/05/2011

9/05/2011

14/06/2011

9/05/2011

10/05/2011

10/05/2011




largestand most

Swampis seen by
travellers on State
Highway 1andis
being restored by
Fish and Game with
assistance from
DOC Thereis strong
wiinterestin this
project This project
Departmentof
Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectat Wanganui,

rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
astations at Lake
Department of
Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
12 stations at Mount
Department of
Conservation sec

rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
astations at Garveys
Department of
Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
8 stations at Rahu,
West Coast
Department of
Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectwith a total of
4stations at Stony.

Notsupplied

Notsupplied

Notsupplied

Notsupplied

Notsupplied

Notsupplied

Not provided For plant and bird net-fyke was not used rather
observation was carried out

1986 thod:
purpose Need checking location management
status, contact person

6 Missingi method:
purpose Need checking contact person

1976 thod:
purpose Needs checking contact person

o method: .
purpose Need checking contact person

198: thod:
purpose Need checking contact person

1976 thod:
purpose Need checking contact person

condition, size of Projectreference Pheno174 Monitoring

rain monitoring
projectatbeach sites
atthe following,
locations Otago

marram

of seedheads. techniques and dates need checking.

Conservation
vegetation
monitoring project at
Awahokomo Bluffs
Department of
Conservation seed
rain monitoring
projectat Hurunui
Maintand Istand
Monitored annually

Head,N J i i i Phenos2

i
threats, including disturbance, spray and site

manipulation trials

Notsupplied

bund; Unpublished Location management status, grid reference,
habitat, methods & monitoring dates

Stations 25 m apartin a permanently marked line. Phenoss
Each station consists of a funnel with a collecting for: nd 2001/02 locati

surface areaof 0 5sq m 8 stationsinNorthand 8 onwardsforNorth Branch  methods and monitoring dates
inSouth branch Collection in March, April and

May

their size, Phenos7
bre and fruit monoitoring techniques & dates, contact person

rain monitoring

annually, from 1997
until 2002, for

abundance, dieback and condition Annualfixed
site surveys for mistletoe recruitmentas
described in'Best practice for survey and

‘monitoring of Loranthaceous mistletoe

notes Numata, M Phenosg

ndidentify

ForestPark
Monitored monthly.

leaf ltter under Northern Rata (Metrosideros need checking
robusta) in Whirinaki Forest Park, North Island
NewZealand Unpublished report

bothspecies  CowanP E C (1990) i Pheno199

rain mornitoring
projectat Tongarito
Conservation Area
Monitored annually
(February - June)
from 2002

possum control

and current contact need checking
byintroduced

Trichosaurus

placed beneath trees between Feb-Juneand  vulpecula ZEBU 28
checked at regular intervals during peak fruiting

Seeds counted, and damaged fruit classified by

agent Annual monitoring planned

1997-12

195401

197101

1971-01

197101

1964-01

1971-01

199501

2001-09

1995-03

1997-01

2000-01

2002-02

1999-12

1986-01

1976-01

1976-01

1976-01

1982-01

1976-01

1995-01

200109

1995-03

200201

200201

200202

13/05/2011

10/05/2011

10/05/2011

12/05/2011

10/05/2011

10/05/2011

10/05/2011

12/05/2011

9/08/2011

22/06/2012

13/05/2011

20/05/2011

20/05/2011




