/\} Department of Environment Clearing Permit Decision Report

‘%& Government of Western Austratia

1.4, Permit application details
Parmit appiication No. ; '1(}5,« A
Permit type: “Area Permits

1.2. Proponentdetails R
Proponent's name: ShirsofShark' Bay: i e

1.3. Property detalls
Property: B
Locat Government Area: f':'Shjre of Shark Ba'
Colloguial name:

1.4. Application
Clearing Area (ha) No. Trees Method of Clearing For the purpose of:
0.07 Mechanical Removal Road construction or maintenance

2. SiteInformation.

2.1. Existing environment and information
2.1.1. Description of the nafive vegetation under application

Vegetation Bescription Clearing Description Yegetation Condition Comment

Beard vegetation The area under application  Degraded: Structure The description of the vegetation under application was
association 1101: consists of 0.07ha of severely disturbed; obtained from photographs provided by the proponent as
Shrublands; Acacia ligulatz  roadside vegetationin a regeneration to good supporting documentation (Dol TRIM No. Git112) and

x rostellifera thicket. linear tract along the road condition requires from z consuitant's report conducted on the Denham
(Hopkins et al. 2001, verge. The vegetation is infensive management  Townsite (ATA Environmential).

Shepherd et al. 20013 dominated by Acacia {Keighery 1884)

ligutata x rostetiifera thicket
{Shepherd ef al, 2007}
There was little or no weed
invasion within the area
under application from the
photoaraphs provided (DoE
TRIM No. GH 12}

Native vegetation shouid not be cleared if it comprises a high level of biological diversity.

%ﬁ}. ..

Comments Fropesal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle
The vegetation under application is 0.07ha of roadside vegetation. There is little or no weed invasion within the
area under application (DoE TRIM No. GI112), The vegetation under application is dominated by Acacia
rostellifers (Shepherd et al, 2001) and is surrounded by Unaliccated Crown Land, which is alf remnant
bushland. I is therefore unlikely that the roadside vegetation Is of higher biodiversity significance than the
vegetation in the local area. This proposat is therefore not likely to be at variance with this Principle.

Methodology  Shepherd et af (2001)
Site photographs (Dol TRIM No. GI112)
GIS Databases:
- Interim Biogeographic Regionalisation of Australia - EA 18/10/00.

(b) Native vegetation should not be cleared if it comprises the whole or a part of, or i neaessary for i:he"_“
‘maintenance of, a significant habitat for fauna indigenous to Western Australia, = Hal R

Comments Proposal is not tikely to be at variance to this Principle
The area under application consists of 0.07ha of degraded roadside vegetation dominated by Acacia rostelliifers
in a linear tract. Given the level of disturbance within the roadside vegetation and the pristine habitat provided
by the adjacent Unaliocated Crown Land, i is unlikely that the area under application provides a significant
habitat for fauna. The proposed clearing Is therefore unlikely to be at variance with this Principle.

Methodoiogy  Site photographs (DoF TRIM No. GI112)
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gfe::% Hative %ﬁ@g@éﬁ&mr ghmﬁﬁ mﬁé ?%% ﬁégﬁ%ﬁ i zmﬁ%g;@@eg;;@ﬁﬁ is necessary for the continued existence of,
- rare flora: : S T s e v

Comments Froposal is not likely to be 8t variance fo this Princisle
Mo Declared Rare or Priority Flora species were identified within 2 10km radius of the area under application. In
addition the roadside vegetation has been substantially degraded fimdting i3 potential conservation value, s
uniikely that the proposed clearing will impact on sigrificant flora and s therefore not likely fo be at vanance
with this Principle.

Methodology  Site photographs (DoE TRIM No. GI112)
GiS Databases:
- Declared Rare and Priority Flora list - CALM 01/07/05
- Clearing Ragutations - Environmentally Sensitive Areas - Dok 30/05/05

.(Q}

Native vegetation should not be cleared if it compnses the'whoiﬁ m' a part- f, 'or is neces
. maintenance of a threatened eceiog:cal community. it Hi

Comments Proposal is not at variance to this Principle
The Threaiened Ecological Community (TEC) database did not highlight any TEC's within the area under
appiication or within 10km of the proposal. Therefore, this proposal is not at variance with this Principle,

Methodology  GIS Databases:
- Threatened Ecological Communiiies - CALM 12/04/05

{e) Native vegetatlon shotild not be. cieared if it is sngmficant as a remnant ‘of native vegetatlon"’n an area

i ._'that has been extensively cleared.:

Comments Proposal is not at variance to this Principie
The Carnarven Bioregion and Beard Vegetation Association 1101 both have greater than 50% of native vegetation
remaining, making them of least concern by conservation status standards. The proposed clearing is therefore not
at variance o this Principle.

Methodology  GIS Databases:
- Interim Biogeographic Regionalisation of Australia - £A 18/10/00
- Pre-Eurcpean Vegetation - DA 01/01
Shepherd et al, 2001.
Depariment of Natural Resources and Environment, 2002

' 'Natwe vegetahon should not be cleared if st §s gmwmg m m' m assumatn}n w:th an el
. associated with a watercourse or wetland. : i S

Commants Proposal is not at variance to this Primipée
No watercourses exist within the area under application. The proposed clearing is therefore, not at variance o
this Principle,

Bethodology  GIS Databases:
- Hydrography, inear - Dok 01/02/04
- Hydrographic Caichments - Catchments - Dok 23/03/05

{g) Native vegetation should not be ¢ eaﬁgkgsi if the clearing of the vegetation is likely to cause appreciable
shiiland degradation. RS I L e

Comments Proposal is not at variance to this Principle
The vegetation proposed {¢ be cleared consists of a small area (0.07 heciares) that experiences average
rainfall of 300mm and does not cocur within a2 salinity risk or acid sulphate soil risk area. The soils within the
area under application consist of coastal calcareous sands, which are porous and allow good infiliration. The
sandy soil may be suscepiible o wind erosion, however given the small area under application it is unlikely that
this proposal will cause appreciable land degradation and is therefore not at variance with this Principle.

Methodology  GIS Databases:
- Rainfall, Mean Annual - BOM 30/08/01
- Salinity Risk LM 25m - DOLA 00
- Acid Sulphate Soll risk map, SCP DOE 064/11/04
- Soile, Statewide - DA 11/88
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{%s} ‘HNative veg&%aﬁm’a should not be cleared if the tlearing of the mg@%&imﬁ gg i;@a&% o %’mvﬁ a gmgmi s:m :
#he environmental vatues of any adiacent.or nearby conservation aren. 0 T S

Comments Proposal & not tikely to be at varlance to this Principle
The area under application Hee within the Peron-Nanga arse and the Shark Bay area, which is registersd as
Maticnat Tstate with the Department of Environment and Heritage, The Shark Bay Marine Park is also located
700 east of the area under apolication. In addition Beard Vegetation Type 1101 is well represented on
conservation reserves, with 82.7% in secure tenure (Shepherd et al, 2001}, Given the small area under
application and the little, if any, impact this proposal will have on the surrounding conservation areas, this
proposal is not Hkely to be at variance with this Principie.

Methodology  Shepherd et al, 2001,
GIS Databases:
- CALM Regional Parks - CALM 12/04/02
- CALM Managed Lands & Waters - CALM 01/07/05
- Proposed National Parks FMP-CALM 18/03/03
- Register of National Estate - EA 28/01/03

':Native vegetation should not be cieared if the. ctearmg of the ve" etatlon _us hkel':' -'to*cause detenoratfon
“in the quality of surface or underground water. AL S

Comments Proposal is not at variance to this Principle
The area under application has an average annual rainfall of 300mm and the soils consist of coastal calcareous
sands. Given the low average rainfall and the small arez (0.07ha) under application # is uniikely that this
proposal will cause deterioration in the quality of surface or undarground water. This propesat is therefore not at
variance with this Principle.

Methodology  GIS Databases:
- Current WIN dafa sets
- PDWSA Protection Zones - DOE 07/01/04
- Public Drinking Water Scurces (PDWSAs) - DOE 08/08/05
- Hydrographic Catchments - Catchmenis - DOE 23/03/05
- Hydrography, linear - DoE 01/02/04
- Rainfall, Mean Annual - BOM 30/08/01

{} - Native’ vegetation shouid not be. cieareci zf c§e~armg the vegexataon is likely fo cause,
incidence orintensity of flooding. g SR

Comments Propousal is not at variance fo this Principle
The area under application consists of coastal calcareous sands. Given the small size of the area under
application and the transmissive nature of the sands at the site, clearing is unltikely to cause or exacerbate the
incidence of flooding. This proposal is therefore not at variance with this principle.

Fethodology  GIS Databases:
- Rainfall, Mean Annual - BOM 30/08/01
- Topographic Contours, Statewide - DOLA 12/08/02
- Soile, Statewide - DA 11/08

Planning instrument, Native Title, Previous EPA decision or other matier.

Comments
k} The Shire of Shark Bay has not indicated that there are any planning reguirements or approvals that wouid
affect the clearing.

There is no further requirement for a RIW!L Act Licence, Works Approval or EP Act Licence for the area under
application.

The proposed clearing is within a road that is not vested with the Shire of Shark Bay, however the Departmeant
for Planning and Infrastructure has provided consent for the Shire to undertake the works. The Department of
FPlanning and infrastructure have advised that Odene Road is a dedicated road document number 1243646,
registered on 23 September 2002, on Deposited Plan 28788 Crown Land Title Volume 3125 Folio 679 as lot
118. As the Shire has authorisation and are exercising their powsr under Section 3.52 of the Local Government
Act 18995 to undertake these works, the graniing of a clearing permit constitutes a secondary approval and is
not a future act under the Native Title Act 1993,

An Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) was conducted over the area under application as part of the Shire
of Shark Bay Town Planning Scheme No 3. The Scheme was not assessed with the level of assessment set on
the 12 May 20056 and therefore does not have any impact on this proposal.

The area under application consists of 0.07ha of roadside vegetation in a linear tract and Is required in order to
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mairiain the ine of gight on & dangerous secton of road.

fethotoiogy

Purpose  Method Applied Uecision Comment / reconmendaibon

ares (hay trees
Road Mechanicet  0.07 Grant The assessable criteria have been addressed and no objections were raised. The
construction oRemoval assessing officer therefore recommends that the permif shouid be granted.
maintenance

5.

ATA Environmental {2005} Denham residential subdivision flora and vegetation survey. Dok TRIM ref WRD 208.

Department of Natural Resources and Environment (2002) Biodiversity Action Planning. Action planning for native biodiversity
at muitinle scales; catchment bicregional, landscape, local. Department of Natural Resources and Environment,
Victoria.

Keighery, B.J. (1994} Bushiand Plant Survey: A Guide to Plant Community Survey for the Community. Widfiower Society of
WA (Inc). Nediands, Western Austraiia.

Shepherd, D.P., Beeston, G.R. and Hopkins, A.J.M. (2001) Native Vegetation in Wastern Australia, Extent, Type and Status.
Resource Management Technical Report 248, Depariment of Agriculture, Western Australia.

5. Glossary

Term Meaning

CALM Department of Conservation and Land Management
DAWA Department of Agriculture

DEP Department of Environmental Protection {now Dok)
Dok Department of Environment

BolR Department of Industry and Resources

DRF Declared Rare Flora

EPP Emvironmental Protection Policy

GIS Geopgraphical Information System

ha Hectare {10,000 square meflres)

TEC Threatened Ecological Community

WRC Water and Rivers Commission {now DoE)
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