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Clearing Permit Decision Report 


1. Application details



1.1. Permit application details

Permit application No.:
117/1

Permit type:
Area Permit

1.2. Proponent details

Proponent’s name:
Gold Fields Pty Ltd

1.3. Property details

Property:
M36/63


M36/34

Colloquial name:
Agnew Gold Mining Company

1.4. Application

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

1.5

Mechanical Removal
Gravel extraction

4.5

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

Beard Vegetation Association; 18 Low woodland, mulga (Acacia aneura). (Shepherd et al. 2001)
The site has had significant disturbance through previous operations in the area, so vegetation is sparse and in poor condition (site visit)
Degraded: Structure severely disturbed; regeneration to good condition requires intensive management (Keighery 1994)
Vegetation condition was determined through the site visit by an Officer from the Department of Agriculture (HD17866)

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 at variance to this Principle




The proposal is not at variance with this Principle as the sites have been disturbed by past removal of gravel and biodiversity is low.  Biodiversity will be increased by plans for rehabilitiation after the gravel extraction proposed in this application (DAWA 2004a).



Methodology
DAWA (2004a)

(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



No information was provided to assess against this Principle.  However, as the areas proposed to be cleared are small, already disturbed and will be rehabilitated, it is unlikely that the activity will be at variance with this Principle (DAWA 2004a).



Methodology
DAWA (2004a)

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

Comments
Proposal is not at variance to this Principle



There is a low probability of the proposed clearing impacting on significant flora (CALM 2004)

Methodology
GIS database: Declared Rare and Priority Flora List - CALM 13/08/03.

(CALM 2004)

(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



The proposal is not at variance with this Principle as the clearing will not affect any known significant ecological communities.



Methodology
GIS databases:

- Threatened Ecological Community Database - CALM 15/07/03 

-   

(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 proposal is not at variance to this principle as the vegetation is well represented.


Pre-European 
Current 
Remaining 
Conservation 
% in reserves/CALM-


area (ha)
extent (ha)
%* 
status** 
managed land

IBRA Bioregion- Murchison
28206195
28206195
100
Least concern


Beard veg type-18
24675970
24659110
99.9
Least concern
4.5

* (Shepherd et al. 2001)

** (Department of Natural Resources and Environment 2002)



Methodology
Shepherd et al. (2001).

GIS database: Pre-European Vegetation - DA 01/01.

(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 proposal is not at variance to this Principle as there are no watercourses in the area that are likely to be affected.



Methodology
GIS database: Hydrography, linear - DOE 01/02/04.

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

Comments
Proposal is not at variance to this Principle



The proposal is not at variance to this Principle as there are rehabilitiation and construction plans which will mitigate any risk of land degradation.



Methodology
DAWA (2004a and 2004b)

(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 proposal is not at variance to this Principle as there are no conservation areas affected by the clearing.



Methodology
GIS databases: CALM Managed Lands and Water - CALM 01/08/04

Cadastre - DLI 1/09/04 

(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 at variance to this Principle



The proposal is not at variance with the Principle as conditions are in place through the NOI process (Department of Industry and Resources) to manage and/or prevent degradation of water quality.



Methodology
Site visit (DAWA 2004a)

(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 at variance to this Principle



The proposal is not at variance with this Principle as surface water flow will be managed and flood risk will not be increased by the clearing of the vegetation (DAWA 2004a)



Methodology
Site visit (DAWA 2004a)

Planning instrument or other matter.

Comments
Not applicable.

Methodology


4. Assessor’s recommendations

Purpose
Method
Applied 

area (ha)/ trees 
Decision
Comment / recommendation

Gravel extraction
Mechanical Removal
1.4

Grant
Recommend that proposal is granted as there are no issues that are at variance with the Clearing Principles.  Environmental management is being implemented via the Notice of Intent process (Department of Industry and Resources).

The applicant has committed to stockpiling top soil and vegetation from the cleared area.  The topsoil will be located where they will not be impacted by machinary.  The topsoil and vegetation will be reapplied to the surface subsequent to the activities.  The area will be ripped and seeded on the existing contour subsequent to topsoil replacement.  This will be implemented via conditions set by the Department of Industry and Resources via the Notice of Intent process.



Mining
Mechanical Removal
4.5

Grant
Recommend that proposal is granted as there are no issues that are at variance with the Clearing Principles.  Environmental management is being implemented via the Notice of Intent process (Department of Industry and Resources).

The applicant has committed to stockpiling top soil and vegetation from the cleared area.  The topsoil will be located where they will not be impacted by machinary.  The topsoil and vegetation will be reapplied to the surface subsequent to the activities.  The area will be ripped and seeded on the existing contour subsequent to topsoil replacement.  This will be implemented via conditions set by the Department of Industry and Resources via the Notice of Intent process.
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