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Clearing Permit Decision Report 


1. Application details



1.1. Permit application details

Permit application No.:
110/1

Permit type:
Area Permit

1.2. Proponent details

Proponent’s name:
Hamersley Iron Pty Ltd

Postal address:
G.P.O. Box A42, Perth WA 6837

Contacts:
Phone: 
9327 2327


Fax: 
9327 2008


E-mail: 
peter.royce@hi.riotinto.com.au

1.3. Property details

Property:
AML70/4

Colloquial name:
Tom Price North deposit

1.4. Application

Clearing Area (ha)
No. Trees
Method of Clearing
For the purpose of:

3.2

Mechanical Removal
Mining



2. Site information

2.1. Existing environment and information

2.1.1. Description of the native vegetation under application

Vegetation Description
Clearing Description
Vegetation Condition
Comment

Vegetation Association 82 - Hummock grasslands, low tree steppe; snappy gum over Triodia wiseana.
A flora survey of the area to be cleared identified one Priority 3 flora species (Triumfetta leptacantha).  This species was also identified outside the area to be cleared.  


Excellent: Vegetation structure intact; disturbance affecting individual species, weeds non-aggressive (Keighery 1994)
Assessed from aerial photography.

3. Assessment of application against Clearing Principles

(a)
Native vegetation should not be cleared if it comprises a high level of biological diversity.

Comments
Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle




Area to be cleared is a small proportion of the vegetation association within the Bioregion.



Methodology
IntraGIS


Date: 07-Oct-04
Assessing officer:  Rachel Nelson
TRIM /ref:  

(b) Native vegetation should not be cleared if it comprises the whole or a part of, or is necessary for the maintenance of, a significant habitat for fauna indigenous to Western Australia.

Comments
Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle




Area to be cleared is adjacent to an existing mine site.  There is a low likelihood that the clearing of an additional 3.2ha of vegetation will have a significant impact on any fauna.



Methodology
Permit application




Date: 07-Oct-04
Assessing officer: Rachel Nelson
TRIM /ref: 

(c)
Native vegetation should not be cleared if it includes, or is necessary for the continued existence of, significant flora.

Comments
Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle




A flora survey of the area identified one Priority 3 flora species, Triumfetta leptacantha, in the area to be cleared.  The species was also located within the surrounding area and was located in the vicinity of the Mount Brockman No 2 Detrital Project (CPS 109/1).  The clearing of vegetation within which there was one recorded occurrence of T. leptacantha is unlikely to place the continued existence of the species at risk.



Methodology
Permit application


Date: 07-Oct-04
Assessing officer: Rachel Nelson
TRIM /ref: 

(d)
Native vegetation should not be cleared if it comprises the whole or a part of, or is necessary for the maintenance of a significant ecological community.

Comments
Proposal is not at variance to this Principle




There are no Threatened Ecological Communities in the vicinity of the proposed clearing.



Methodology
IntraGIS


Date: 07-Oct-04
Assessing officer: Rachel Nelson
TRIM /ref: 

(e)
Native vegetation should not be cleared if it is significant as a remnant of native vegetation in an area that has been extensively cleared.

Comments
Proposal is not at variance to this Principle




The vegetation to be cleared is Vegetation Association 82 - Hummock grasslands, low tree steppe; snappy gum over Triodia wiseana.  This vegetation association is documented as covering 2,920,910 ha, which is ~100% of its pre-European extent.



Methodology
Shepherd et al (2001)


Date: 07-Oct-04
Assessing officer: Rachel Nelson
TRIM /ref: 

(f)
Native vegetation should not be cleared if it is growing in, or in association with, an environment associated with a watercourse or wetland.

Comments
Proposal is not at variance to this Principle




The vegetation to be cleared is not associated with a watercourse or wetland.



Methodology
IntraGIS


Date: 07-Oct-04
Assessing officer: Rachel Nelson
TRIM /ref: 

(g)
Native vegetation should not be cleared if the clearing of the vegetation is likely to cause appreciable land degradation.

Comments
Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle




The area to be cleared slopes steeply towards the mine pit and there would be the potential for soil erosion to occur following clearing.  However, the risk will be minimal if the disturbed area is rehabilitated with top soil and rock.



Methodology
LCO DAWA advice


Date: 07-Oct-04
Assessing officer: Rachel Nelson
TRIM /ref: 

(h)
Native vegetation should not be cleared if the clearing of the vegetation is likely to have an impact on the environmental values of any adjacent or nearby conservation area.

Comments
Proposal is not at variance to this Principle




The area to be cleared is located adjacent to a mine pit and is a significant distance from Karijini National Park.



Methodology
Permit application, IntraGIS


Date: 07-Oct-04
Assessing officer: Rachel Nelson
TRIM /ref: 

(i)
Native vegetation should not be cleared if the clearing of the vegetation is likely to cause deterioration in the quality of surface or underground water.

Comments
Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle




The area to be cleared is minimal and ground water management and surface water run-off towards the existing mine pit will be managed as part of the current mining operations.



Methodology
Permit application, IntraGIS


Date: 07-Oct-04
Assessing officer: Rachel Nelson
TRIM /ref: 

(j)
Native vegetation should not be cleared if clearing the vegetation is likely to cause, or exacerbate, the incidence of flooding.

Comments
Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle




The area to be cleared is minimal and unlikely to increase the incidence of flooding.



Methodology
Permit application.




Date: 07-Oct-04
Assessing officer: Rachel Nelson
TRIM /ref: 

4. Assessor’s recommendations

Purpose
Method
Applied 

area (ha)/ trees 
Decision
Comment / recommendation

Mining
Mechanical Removal
3.2

Grant
The clearing of 3.2ha of native vegetation to expand existing mine activities is unlikely to have a siginificant impact on biodiversity, ground and surface water, or land degradation. 
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