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7.36  Wallabies (Family Macropodidae) 
Why are they a threat? 
At high densities, wallabies can have significant adverse environmental effects.  These include the 
prevention of regeneration of native bush, depletion of forest under-storey and possible impacts on water 
quality.  Wallabies also damage tall tussock grasslands, including the inter-tussock vegetation that can 
become depleted with a consequent increase in bare ground and increased risk of soil erosion.  
Economic effects include damage to pasture with anecdotal evidence of complete clearance of cover in 
places.  There is evidence of wallabies grazing on green feed crops particularly where these border 
suitable cover.  Wallabies also damage exotic forests, particularly at the establishment stage, with 
damage being more serious in areas bordering native bush or scrub areas. 

Reasons for proposing a Plan 
There are no known populations of wallabies established in Marlborough.  As a result, no impacts are 
currently being felt either economically or environmentally.  However, the threat from illegal liberation is 
real, with numerous instances of carcasses being dumped and/or evidence of young animals being hand 
raised.  

An Exclusion Programme for wallabies within a Plan will highlight the risk of introduction and put in place 
clear penalties for attempts at illegal liberations.  

Why the Plan is more appropriate than relying on voluntary actions 
Without a Plan in place, wallabies could quite easily be seen as a curiosity by members of the community, 
where voluntary actions would sit.  If not profiled as a threat, there would be a far greater chance of 
wallabies being liberated and a population established.  Therefore a Plan is seen as more appropriate.  

7.36.1  Objective 
Over the duration of the Plan, prevent the establishment of wallabies (Family: Macropodidae) in the 
Marlborough district to prevent future impacts on economic wellbeing, the environment and enjoyment of 
the natural environment.  

Intermediate Outcome:  

Exclusion Eradication Progressive 
Containment 

Sustained 
Control Site-led 

 

Principle measures to achieve the objective 
1) Council Inspection and Service Delivery 

Inspection by Council may include staff or contractors: 

a) Delivering a service to respond and investigate sightings of wallabies in Marlborough. 

b) Delivering a service to control wallabies if required, in liaison with the occupier. 

c) Visiting properties or doing surveys to determine whether pests are present. 

d) Monitoring effectiveness of control. 

e) Carry out control using administrative powers of the Biosecurity Act 1993, if necessary.  

2) Requirement to Act 

Land owners and/or occupiers or other persons may be required to act where rules or statutory 
obligations dictate  

a) The presence of pests is to be reported. 
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3) Advocacy and Education 

Council may: 

a) Encourage land owners and/or occupiers and other persons to report any pests they find. 

b) Facilitate or commission research. 

7.36.2  Rules 
Rule 7.36.2.1 
All persons are required to notify Council of any suspected wallabies (Family: Macropodidae) observed 
within 5 working days of the initial observation. 

A breach of this rule will create an offence under section 154N(19) of the Biosecurity Act. 

Rule 7.36.2.2 
No person shall have in their possession or keep in captivity on a place they occupy, any live wallabies 
(Family: Macropodidae).  

Note: This rule does not derogate in any way from the statutory obligation of persons under section 52 
and 53 of the Biosecurity Act 1993.  

A breach of this rule will create an offence under section 154N(19) of the Biosecurity Act. 

Explanation of the rule: 
The purpose of Rule 7.36.2.1 is for the entire community to assist Council with surveillance.  Requiring 
people to notify Council of sightings, in addition to Council’s own surveillance, will assist Council in 
achieving the objective of the programme.  Any animal(s) released or being kept illegally within the district 
can be found and managed appropriately to prevent establishment.  

The purpose of Rule 7.36.2.2 is in accordance with section 73(5)(e) in that the possession of, and 
keeping of wallabies is seen as an activity that can affect measures taken to implement the Plan by 
attempting to introduce new animals to the Marlborough district, or increase the risk of captive animals 
escaping.   

Council as the management agency will administer these rules. 

7.36.3  Analysis of the benefits and costs for wallabies 
Background 
Two species of wallaby are both well known as naturalised in New Zealand.  These are the Dama wallaby 
(Macropus eugenii) and Bennett’s wallaby (Macropus rufogriseus rufogriseus) in the Rotorua and 
Waimate areas of New Zealand respectively.  Other species of wallaby are known to occur on Kawau 
Island in the Hauraki Gulf near Auckland.  Given the proximity of these populations, human mediated 
spread is the most likely way in which any species of wallaby will become established in Marlborough in 
the short term.  

Marlborough has ideal and plentiful habitat for both Dama and Bennett’s wallabies.  The forested 
environment of the Marlborough Sounds is well suited to the Dama and the extensive hill and high 
country of South Marlborough would be equally as receptive to Bennett’s.  Any other species of wallaby 
would also find suitable niches within the region.  
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Current situation in 2017 
There are no known populations of wallabies established in Marlborough.  

In recent years, there has been instances where the threat of establishment has been highlighted through 
the actions of persons exhibited undesirable (or more commonly, ignorant) behaviour.  There has been a 
case where a hand-raised wallaby had escaped enclosure and was observed in the wild.  There have 
also been other cases of wallaby carcasses left on roads within areas conducive to live animals becoming 
established.  

Options to respond to wallabies 
Baseline: No RPMP 
In this scenario no facilitation of sightings or control of wallabies detected is undertaken. 

Control option(s) 
Exclusion Programme: In which the intermediate outcome for the programme is to prevent the 
establishment of the subject that is present in New Zealand but not yet established in an area. 

Level of analysis for wallabies 
Council has determined that a low level of analysis be undertaken for wallabies.  The justification for this 
decision is documented in the supporting information document to this Proposal.  That document also 
contains information about the risks that the objectives will not be reached. 
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Impacts 
Identify impact Quantify impact 

The prevention of wallabies establishing in 
Marlborough that would result in impacts 
on pastoral productivity and forestry. 

Wallabies cause losses in agricultural production from 
competition with sheep and some prevention of 
isolated damage to fodder crops (Warburton 
pers.com.) and impacts to young forestry seedlings 
during establishment.  Wallabies cause losses in 
agricultural production from competition with sheep 
and some prevention of isolated damage to fodder 
crops (Warburton pers.com.) and impacts to young 
forestry seedlings during establishment (Warburton 
198663).  
It is not practical to quantify these sectors other than 
to state that both the pastoral and forestry sector form 
a large part of the primary industry based economy of 
Marlborough.  The impact by way of browsing 
competition and damage to planted forest seedlings 
would be large.  

The prevention of wallabies establishing in 
Marlborough that would result in impacts 
on biodiversity values. 

Given the multiple number of species that could 
establish in Marlborough, and the diverse natural 
ecosystem types across the region, the impacts can 
be framed under two primary facets: 
1. Impacts of ecosystems values held with 

landscapes in South Marlborough. 
2. Impacts of ecosystem values held within the 

forested landscapes of the Marlborough Sounds.  
South Marlborough  
Evidence from studies conducted in the Hunter Hills 
area of South Canterbury did highlight localised 
effects on biodiversity and indigenous vegetation 
communities.  The localised areas (1-5 hectares) 
were predominantly in tall tussock grasslands where 
browsing damage was considerable.  There is 
109,607 hectares of tall tussock grassland in 
Marlborough.  It is within these same ecosystems 
where South Marlborough has been recognised as 
one of five hot spots for endemic biodiversity.  This 
endemism in South Marlborough is heavily weighted 
to plant species which could be at risk from the 
browse pressure from wallabies.  

                                                      

63 Warburton, B. 1986: Wallabies in New Zealand: history, current status, research, and management 
need. FRI Bulletin 114. Forest Research Institute, Christchurch. 29 p. 
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 Marlborough Sounds 
The impact of wallaby browse within forest 
environments are well documented from the Rotorua 
area64 and from Kawau Island65.  Within the 
Marlborough Sounds, the primary land cover types 
(and area for Marlborough as a whole) are: 
• Indigenous forest (212,798 hectares) 
• Manuka/kanuka (103,638 hectares) 
• Broadleaved indigenous hardwoods 

(45,598 hectares) 
• Fernland (1466 hectares) 
While not all these land covers will hold significant 
biodiversity value, if wallabies species that thrive in 
these covers were to establish, the impact would be 
felt across a large area. 

 

The extent to which any persons are likely to benefit from the Plan and the extent 
to which any persons contribute to the creation, continuance or exacerbation of 
the problem 

 Beneficiaries Exacerbators 

Grouping Major Minor Major  Minor 

1 Regional community  Occupiers of 
susceptible land 

  

2 Occupiers of 
susceptible land 

 Occupiers with the 
pest present 

 

3 Occupiers of 
susceptible land 

Regional 
community 

Occupiers with the 
pest present 

 

4 Regional community   Occupiers with 
the pest present 

 

                                                      

64 Clements B 2006. Dama wallaby. Sustainabel Options Animal Control Fact Sheet 16. Environment Bay 
of Plenty, Whakatane.  

65 Auckland Regional Council 2004. Animal Pests of the Auckland Region. Pest Facts 100. Auckland 
Regional Council, Auckland.  
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Benefits of each option 

Benefit 
Option 

No RPMP Exclusion 

The prevention of 
impacts on 
pastoral 
productivity and 
forestry. 

No programme cost The benefit under an Exclusion 
Programme is maximised from the 
outset and kept at that level 
throughout the life of the Plan. 

The prevention of 
impacts on 
biodiversity 
values. 

No programme cost The benefit under an Exclusion 
Programme is maximised from the 
outset and kept at that level 
throughout the life of the Plan. 

The social benefit 
of having an easily 
accessible 
recreational 
hunting resource if 
wallabies were to 
establish. 

The benefit would likely be realised 
through the liberation of animals in 
Marlborough and the establishment of 
a local population that could be 
hunted.   

No benefit to be realised.  

 

Costs of each option 6(2)(d) 

Programme Costs 
Option 

No RPMP 
Annual cost (excl GST) 

Exclusion 
Annual cost (excl GST) 

Council costs 
• Control 
• Surveillance 
• Administration 
• Education/awareness 

- $2,000 

Land occupier costs - - 

Total - $2,000 

Costs of effects on values Low, but increases 
exponentially over time 

Insignificant 

 

Proposed allocation of costs  
The proposed programme costs are to be 100% Council costs, allocated across the various rating 
districts used in Marlborough under the Local Government (Rating) Act 2002.  For further detail, see 
sections 11.3 and 11.4. 

Rationale for the allocation of costs  
For this detail, see sections 11.3 and 11.4. 

Assumptions on which the impacts, benefits and costs are based  
That under a No RPMP scenario, voluntary control will not cause any reduction in the future spread 
and/or impact over time. 
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Risk that each option will not achieve the objective  
The supporting information document to this Proposal contains further information to support this 
analysis.  A summary is outlined below. 

Level of Risk 

Option 

No RPMP Exclusion 

N/A Medium 

Reason  Tools and techniques to detect wallabies at low densities 
are an acknowledged weakness in New Zealand.  Animals 
are predominantly nocturnal and can evade detection 
easily in their ideal habitat of mixed pasture/scrub. 
There is a continued risk of illegal liberations of wallabies 
to create a ‘closer to home’ hunting resource. 

 

Mitigation options  
No mitigation options are assessed as being available to adjust the level of risk of options not achieving 
the objective.  

Most preferred option 
Exclusion Programme 


