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1. Application details

1.1. Permit application details
Permit application No.: 1136/1

Permit type: Area Permit

1.2. Proponent details
Proponent’s name: EDL NGD (WA} Pty Ltd

1.3. Property details

Property: PART LOT 4 ON PLAN 207047 ( HALLS CREEK 6770)
Local Government Area: Shire Of Halls Creek

Coiioquial name:

1.4. Application
Clearing Area {ha) No. Trees Method of Clearing For the purpose of:
38 Mechanical Removal Building or Structure

2 Site Information

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

Vegetation Description Clearing Description Vegetation Condition Comment
Beard Vegetation Association 871  The vegetation of the site contains  Excellent: Vegetation structure  The description of the vegetation
Mosaic. Grasstands. curly spinfex, @7 understorey of grasses gnd an intact. disturbance affecting under application was obtained
iow tree savanna: Eucalyplus over storey of Eucalypts Site mdwidual species. weeds non-  from a consultant's report
brevifoha (snappy gum: over PhOtOS show previous impacts from aggressive (Keighery 1994) contamning ste photos and aerial
Trodia bitextura (curly spinifex) / fire, and aenal images indicate twe photos (DoE TRIM Ref
Humimock arasslands orass tracks dissect the application area. KNI1452),
steppe Triodia wiseana (hard Overall. disturbance is quite

minimal

spinifex; (Hopkins et al 2001;

3 Assessment of application against clearing principies

(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
The vegetation at the site is compnsed of a single. relatively uniform community. represented by Beard
Vegetation Asscciatton 871 (Hopkins et ai, 2001) Species likely to be preseni include Eucalyptus brevifolia
{snappy gum) over Triodia bitextura (curly spinifex) or Triodia wiseana (hard spinifex) (Hopkins et al. 2001)
This community type 1s illustrated by site photos of the area under application (EDL NDG (WA) Pty Ltd. 2006)
The area has experienced minor degradation from vehicle tracks and fire damage.

This Vegetation Association is representative of the undeveloped area adjacent to the proposal site in the
north. east and south. and degrading pressures are similar to that within the application area. The loss of
vegetation within the application area is therefore not likely to significantly reduce the biodiversity of the local
area, so the proposal is not likely 10 be at variance to this principle

Methcdology  Hopkins &t al (2001);
EDL NDG (WA) Pty Ltd {20086}

Page 1




{b] Native vegetation should not be cleared if it comprises the whole or a part of, or 1s necessary for the
maintenance of, a significant habitat for fauna indigenous to Western Australia.

Comments

Methodology

Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principie
A desktop survey found there were no known Thieatened Fauna within the area proposed to be cleared

& desktop survey indicated the possibility of the following Threatened Fauna existing within a 10 km radius of
the proposal area
+ Erythrurua gouldiae (Golden Finch) Endangered - preferred habnat of grassy fiats and trees near water.
tall vegetation along watercourses. drier woodlands and scrublands in the wet season (Pizzey, 2003)
« Rostratula Australis (Painted Snipe) Vulnerable - preferred habitat of fringes of swamps. dams. marshy
areas with grass cover {Pizzey. 2003}
« Dasyurus hallucatus (Northern Quoll) Endangered - preferred habnat of rocky eucalypt woodlands
{Menkhorst & Kmight, 2004)
« Macrotis fagofis (Greater Bilby) Vulnerable - preferred habitat of acacia shrublands with hummock
grasslands (Menkhorst & Knight. 2004).
These species are all listed under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999.

The proposed clearing is not likely to impact upon these species of conservation significance. as the type of
vegetation to be cieared is not the preferred habitat of these prionty listed fauna.

The clearing of 3.6 hectares of vegetation is not likely to significantly impact the fauna of the area, priority or
otherwise due to the small area proposed to be cleared. Additionally, areas surrounding the site are well
vegetated and undisturbed which will provide habitat for any fauna displaced during the clearing process.

Therefore, this proposal is not likely to be at variance to this principle.

It is also recognised that the proponent will implement a Flora and Fauna Management Procedure Procedures
include fencing the construction area to prevent fauna movement into the site and immediately contacting local
wildiife rescue services should any fauna pe injured (EDL NDG {WA) Pty Ltd. 2006}.

www . deh gov.au;

Pizzey (2003);

Menkhorst & Knight (2004):

EOL NDG (WA) Pty Ltd (20086):

GIS Database

- Threatened Fauna - CALM 30/8/05

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

Comments

Methodology

Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle
A deskiop survey found there were no Declared Rare ar Priority Flora within the area proposed tc be cleared
(EDL NDG (WA) Pty Ltd 2008). nor within a 50km radius of the area

Therefore the proposal i1s not likety t6 be at vanance to this pnnciple
EDL NDG (WA) Pty Ltd (2008).

GIS Database:
- Declared Rare and Prionty Flora List - CALM 01/07/05

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

Comments

Methodology

Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle
A desktop survey found there were no known Threatened Ecological Communities within the area proposed 10
be cleared (EDL NDG (WA) Pty Ltd. 2006). nor within a 50km radius of the area.

Therefore the proposal is not likely to be at variance to this principle.
EDL NDG (WA) Pty Ltd (2006).

(IS Database:
- Threatened Ecological Communities - CALM 12/4/05
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(e) Native vegetation should not be cleared if it 1s significant as a remnant of native vegetation in an area
that has been extensively cleared.

Zomments

Methodology

Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle

The area aooled to ciear 1 a component o1 Beard vegetation Associatior 377 'Hopkins et al 200" ~one of
thrs Associator 1s located withn any IUCN Class -1V Reserves (Shepherd et al. 2001; There s 246.091
hectares of this Association remaining approximately 98% of the pre-European extent {Shepherd et al 2001
which indicates 1t I1s well represented in the naturat environment Therefore. this Association 1s of ieast concern
for biediversity conservation (Department of Natural Resources and Environment. 2002)

Clearing of 3 6 hectares of vegetation will not significantly reduce the remaining extenl of this Assocciation
therefore the proposal is not likely to be at vanance 1o this principle

Hopkins et ai (2001):

Shepherd et al (2001);

Depariment of Natural Resources and Environment (2002).
GIiS Database:

- Pre-European Vegetation - DA 01/01

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

Comments

Methodology

Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle

The Elvire River 1s located 1km north of the area proposed tc be cleared. and meanders around the town to
1km east of the site. Due to the size of the proposed clearing, the distance to the river and the location of the
town site between the river and the proposal area. it is unlikely that the clearing will impact upon the river.
Therefore this proposal is not likely to be at varance to this principle.

It is noted that the praponent will implement a Surface Water Management Plan which involves the installation
of a site drainage system to prevent uncontrolled. off-site water movement in relation 1o the construction and
ongoing processes of the proposed power station (EDL NDG (WA, Pty Ltd, 2006).

EDL NDG (WaA) Pty Lid (2006):

GIS Databases:

- Hydrography. linear (hierarchy) - DOW
- RAMSAR . Wetlands - CALM 14/02/03
- ANCA. Wetlands - CALM 08/01

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

Comments

Methodology

Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle

The clearing s likely to be blade down. resulting in the removal of ali root systems thal currently stabilise soils
and prevent erosion The main landform within the application area 1s rocky ndges of metamorphic rocks. with
virtuaily no soil or some shaliow dense loamy soils (Northcote et al, 1960-68). This soil type has a low potential
for erosion (Schoknecht. 2002) Therefore the proposed clearing is not likely 10 cause appreciable land
degradation.

it is noted that the proponent will iImplement a Soii Erosion Management Plan which involves the installation of
a site drainage system 1o prevent erosion in relation o the construction and ongoing processes of the
proposed power station (EDL NDG (WA) Pty Ltd. 2006)

Northcote et al (1960-68)
Schoknecht (2002).

EDL NDG (WA) Pty Lid {2006)
GIS Database:

- Soiis. Statewide - DA 11/99
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(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.

Commenrs Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle
A desktop survey did not locate any conservaucn reserves within the area proposed 10 be clearen (EDL NLG
(WA, Ply Lid. 2006} nor within a 50km radius of the area

Therefore the proposal is not likely to be at variance to this principie

Methodology  EDL NDG (WA) Pty Ltd (20086}
GIS Database
- CALM Managed Lands and Waters - CALM 1/07/05

{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 proposal is located within the Canning-Kimberley Groundwater Area proclaimed under the Rights in Water
and Imgation Act 1974. The Eivire River is located 1km narth of the propesai site. and meanders around the
town to 1km east of the site. The Public Drinking VWater Source Protection Area, consisting of P1. P2 and P3
protection zones. lies approximately 700m east of the area.

Due to the size of the proposed clearing. the distances to the river and Public Drinking Water Source
Protection Area and that the town site and airport are located between the proposal area and these two
features, it is not likely the clearing will cause deterioration in the guality of surface or underground water.

It is also noted that the proponent will implement a Surface Water Management Plan which involves the
installation of a site drainage system to prevent uncontroiled, off-site water movement in relation to the
construction and ongoing processes of the proposed power station (EDL NDG (WA) Pty Lid. 2006).

Methodology EDL NDG (WA) Pty Ltd {(2006):
GIS Databases
- RV Act. Groundwater Areas - WRC 13/06/00
- Public Drinking Water Source Areas {PDWSAs) - DOE 07/02/06
- Hydrography. linear (ruerarchy) - DOW

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

Comments Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principie
Floading occurs seascnally over the December to March period. where flood height and duration are lengthy
and extreme The clearing of 3 6 hectares of vegetation is not likely to increase the incidence or intensity  of
these naturally occurring flood events

Therefore the proposal is not fikely to be at variance to this principle

Methodology (IS Database
-Rainfall. Mean Annual - BOM 30/09/01

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

Comments
No objections were lodged against the clearing proposal.

Western Power owns the land and sub-leases 1t to EDL NDG (WA} Pty. The land is zoned for Airport and
Power Station uses and is consistent with the current Town Planning Scheme

There are no Native Title claims over the area under application

There are no recorded Sites of Aboriginal Significance over the area under application.

Water is no! required for the construction of the power station however is reguired for ablution facilities and
emergency showers. This water will be sourced from the main town supply, therefore a Water Licence issued
under the Rights in Water and lmmigation Act 1986 is not required.

A Works Approval covering the same area under application has been issued for the construction of the power

station. A Licence will be required prior to operation of the power station. issued under the Environmental
Protection Act 1986
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Tne areg Jnoel applicauor nas peer supject 10 three referrgis o the Zovnonmental Zratertior t\nﬂ'r(’)ﬂ'{y e
of these ceferrals 1s nol elated to the prooosal under assessment "he other two reterrals apply tc the powe!
stauor nowever notn referrale were nol assesseq (CRN 2 1072 TRN IBGTIB: The pubhe adwice 1ssued
noted that the commitments made n the eferral document shoiild be adhered to by the oroponent “hose
commitments relevant to the clearing process include
~ Acquire a native vegetation clearing permit from the Department of Environment (now Department of
Environment and Conservation) as applcabie.
* incorporale permit requirements and guidelines inta the Construction EMP. to minimise impacts of Clearing
activities on site
* As part of the Construction EMP prepare and implement procedures for
i) prevention of disturbance to flora and fauna outside the site: and
ii) reporting and investigation of any disturbance incidents
The proponent has adhered to these commiments and the assessment of this clearing applcation has
included the review of the Construction EMP. Therefore the proposal is not at variance to the Environmentat
Protection Authority's advice Additionalty. other commitments contained within the Construction EMP have
been assessed during the processing of the Works Approval.

Methodology  GIS Databases
- Native Titie Clams - DLI 7/11/05
- Aboriginal Sites of Significance - DIA
- Envirpnmental Impact Assessments - DOE 24/02/06

4. Assessor's recommendations

Purpose Method Applied Decision Comment / recommendation

area (ha)/ trees
Building or  Mechanicai 3 6 Grant Assessable critena have been addressed and no objections were raised
Stucture  Removal The proposal was found not likely to be at variance to ail principles,

supported by the proposed implementation of the following internal
management plans:

= Flora and Fauna Management Plan

s Scil and Groundwater Management Plan

s Surface Water and Soil Erosion Management Pian

The Assessing Officer therefore recommends the proponent adhere to
these Plans, as specified in Energy Developments (20068} West Kimberley
Power Project Construction Environmental Management Plan 2060-STD-
00-PC-001 Revision C.

The Assessing Officer recommends that the permit should be granted

The applicant will he required to obtain a licence under the Environmental
Protection Act 1986 prior to commencing operations of the power station.
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~orm
CALM
DAWA
DEF
Dok
DolR
DRF
EPP
GIs
ha
TEC
WRC

Meaning

Department of Conservalion and [Land Managemant
Department of Agriculture

Department of Environmental Pratecton (now Dok )
Department of Environment

Department of industry and Resources

Declared Rare Flora

Envircnmental Protection Policy

Geographical information System

Hectare {10.000 square metres)

Threatened Ecolegical Community

Water and Rivers Commission (now DoE)
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