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Wild boars in Halife
Urban Space
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Defining the problem ASPECT@@O

A Valuesc Howshouldwe treat the wild boarsin different spaces?

A Economy¢ How much doesit cost? What is the economicvalue of
nature?

A Managementc whichinstitutions and associationsre relatedto the
Issue?

A Politics ¢ Is the issuein the political agenda,and how are decisions
taken?

A Technologyand Science; Whatwe do and don® know?What@the
IssueS§background?
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Values ()

A Differentpersonsc different values

What is the wild
boar<¥alue to
us? How should
betreat them is A Overlapbetween natural habitat and
space? urbanspaces-valueargument

| Animal rights Dpa::)n;egr(teyto
i;%(;ggg;f Anthropocentric

Natural . approach
. Human security
environment
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it s the Economy &5 OO

economic value

to nature?

A Economicfactors are a driving force and influence
s it comparable environmentalpolicy
to the economic A Wild boars damage private and public human
damage made by property.
wild boars In A Economyaffects and is affected by nature ¢ the
urban spaces? governmentinfluencesthoughregulation
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Management

A Theorganizationsresponsiblgor managinghe problem

Work team Nature and Haifa Municipalit

Environmental Parks

organizations, National Public inquiries  City veterinarian

public and Authority ", office (Under the

municipal rep. AR public health
0121 OﬁICE)

) Who do you call when you meet a
wild boar,and what will they do?
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Politics OO

A Publicdebateleadsto politicalagenda

A Politicalagendaeadsto policy

Haifa Municipality (Coalitiony Local laws andegulations

Municipal level

Haifa Municipality (Oppositiorf) suggestion foegendatopics
National Level Ministry of Environment the issue Is undanvasive species
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Technology and Scienc
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Technology and Scienc
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Technology and Scienc

UrbanSprawl ) Habitatfragmentation
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Technology and Science
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Population growth = Food resources Difficulty and fear of
competition for available in city entering the cityg
resources grow spaces descend.Tolerance

towards humans ascend
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Defining the problem

ASPECTS mupzl=fziz{e]=i8S  ANALYSIS

The encounters
between wildlife and
people in urban
spaces, which can
cause damage to
property and sense
of iInsecurity among
some people.
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Public opinion on wild boars

Online survey 224 participants

Questions included:

A Knowledgeaboutwild boars
A Wild boarsimage

A Issuésolutions

A Appreciationfor nature

ASPECTS THE PROBLE

A 50.2% fear wild boars

A 77% dor®@know anybody that was hurt
by a wild boar.

A 429% dor®see them fearful, or fear for
own security

57% dor®find them dirty

49.8% believe they can transmit
diseases
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Solutionsg offered by public survey

"o q)ppc‘qé“m A Responsibility?
e information  Most participants 72.1%) think the
4T of urban e municipality is responsible, not the
. space
Garbage P peopleX
bins
treatment Barrier

Hunt
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ASPECTS THE PROBLE

13 Interviews
(all met a wild boar sometime)
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MP o . Negative Neutral Possitive
Wlld bOarS N phenomengn phenomenon phengmenon

urban spaces
are seen ag Q@

Environmental "
groups:
Their place is In
Natural habitats,not
In built environments

AWild boars go through neighbourhoods mostly at night, and
don®@fear humans.

Challenges: AThey do damage to property

AFeeding, even if unintentionally (street cats feeding)
AThey are seen more at summemaybe because lack of water?
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M C Suggested solutio

Keeping green

corridors
. Densify urban Not to feed
Integratlon.of space
reS|den_ts N dosing
collecting Urban Ecologist in garbage bins
availablefood Erggmgefgl‘g
departmpent L Infrastructure
Explaining Distributing management
situation to Decision makers water or food
people responsibility
SEE S W A
Giving them
. _ - water/food In Reducing
Killing Informing Planning own habitats b o
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Panel of Expert:

ADr. YairWeissc Haifs® municipal
Veterinarian

ADr. DanMalkinson Haifa University

AMaziMangagiMoscovich Nature and
Parks NationalAuthority

A AlexanderEya)] Compassionate
Conservation
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