Department of Environment Clearing Permit Decision Report

avernment of Western Australia

)

lication details =~

1.1. Permit application details

Permit application No.: ) 142611
Permit type: i Area Permit
1.2.  Proponent details e
Proponent’s name: ‘Western Australia Planning Commission

1.3. Property details
Property: _ ;LOT 521 ON Pi_AN 300764
Local Government Area: :_3Town Of Kw:nana b

Colloguial name: ' '

1.4. Application _
Clearing Area {ha} No. Trees Method of Clearing For the purpose of:
15 Mechanical Removal Fence Line Maintenance

2. Site Information

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

Vegetation Description Ciearing Description Vegetation Condition Comment
Heddie Vegetation Compiex: This proposal includes the removal of 15 Completely Degraded: Vegetation clearing
Acacia rosiellifera, for the upgrade / No ionger intact; description based on the site
instalistion of a fence. compietely/aimost inspection undertaken 3
Cottesioe Complex - Central and completely without native  October 2008, and
South: Mosaic of woodland of E. o _ species {Keighery 1994)  information obtained from the
gomphocephala and open forest of  The vegetation within the applied area applicant.
£. gomphocephala - E. marginala - consists of Acacia rostelflifera, over an
E. calophylia; closed heath on the understorey completely dominated by
Limestene cutcrops. intfroduced grasses and weeds. To
facilitate the instailation of the proposed
. . fence, the pruning of seiective branches
Beard Vegetation Association: from the planted row Eucalyptus trees and
some Acacia will sccur. The applied area
998: Medium woediand: tuart is considered to be in a completely

degraded condition.

ifi comprlses a hlgh Ievel of iological diversity. .

Comments Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principie
The vegetation under application is considered to be in a completely degraded condition, being limited to 15
individual Acacia rostellifera, and experiencing relatively severe weed and grass invasion. Due to the limited
extent of this proposed clearing, and the nearby areas of native vegetation in much higher condition, the
proposed clearing is considered not likely to be representative of a higher area of biological diversity.

Methodology  Site inspection (3/10/2006)
GIS Database:
- Swan Coastal Plain Central 20cm Orthomaosaic - DLI 08

Comments Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle
The vegetation under application consists of removal of 15 Acacia rostellifera located along an existing fence
line adjiacent to Hope Valiey Road. The high leve! of disturbance at this site, close proximity to industrial
areas, extensive weed invasion and limited diversity of native species suggests that the original habitat values
have been significant compromised. This vegetation is therefore unlikely to provide significant habitat for
tndigenous fauna.

Methodolegy  Site inspection (3/10/2006)
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{c} Native vegetaﬁmn sﬁmuﬁd mﬁ be aieared if it mcmdes, or is necesgary for the commueci exgﬁemﬁ mf
U5 rare flora, IO R

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

There are no known listings of Declared Rare and Priority Flora on site, or within the immediaiely surrounding
area.

The local area, defined as a 5km radius surrounding the proposal, contains approximately 10 known
populations of Declared Rare or Priority Flora, being Dodonaea hackeffiana, Aponogeton hexatepalus, Diuns
micrantha, and Caladenia huegelii. Of these, none are recognised as heing within the same Heddle
vegetation complex. ’

Based on the completely degraded to degraded condition of vegetation within the applied area, and the
selective removal of vegetation, it is considered unlikely that any Declared Rare or Priority Flora wouid be
impacted through the proposed clearing.

Methodology  Site inspection (3/10/2006)

GIS Database:

- Declared Rare and Priority Flora List - CALM 01/07/05
(d). Native vegetation should not be cleared if it comprises the whole o a part of _o' : |s necessary for thé”' -
-+ :maintenance of a threatened ecological.community.. i bl

Comments Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle
Threatened Ecological Communities {TEC) associated with the Spearwood dune sysiem consist of Floristic
Community Type (FCT) 20a; Banksia attenuata woodiands over species rich dense shrublands and FCT 26a:
Melaleuca huegelii - Melaieuca acerosa shrublands on limestone ridges.

A site inspection of the applied area on 3 October 2006 identified the vegetation under application as being
limited to Acacia rostellifera in compietely degraded condition, it is considered unlikely that the above two
listed TEC are present on site. The proposed clearing is therefore considered unlikely to be at variance fo this
Principle.

Methodology  Site inspection {3/10/2006)
GIS Database:
- Threatened Ecological Communities - CALM 12/04/05

(e) ‘Native vegetatlon should not be cleared lf it is significant as a: remnant of natlve vegetatlon in: an area
“‘that has been extensively cleared.’ L : S R R :

Comments Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle
The vegetation on site is identified as a component of Heddle Vegetation Compiex *Cottesioe Complex- Central
and Scuth' and Beard Vegetation Association '998'. These vegetation communities have representations of
41.1% and 35.9% respectively. Given the condition of the vegetation under application and that the Pre-
European extent of the Vegetation Associations meet the National Cbjectives Targets fir Biodiversity
Conservation 2001-2005, being 30% of that present pre-1750, this proposal is not fikely to be at variance.

Pre-European Current Remaining Conservation % in reserves/DEC-
area (ha) extent (ha) % status*** managed land
IBRA Bioregion 1,529,235 657,450 43%%
Town of Kwinana 11980.55 4760.18 38.7% Depleted
Heddle vegetation complex *
- Cottesloe Complex - Ceniral & South
44,995 18,474 41.1% Depieted 8.8%
Beard vegetation associations *
- 998 51,094 18,320 35.9% Depieted 32.9%

* (Shepherd et al. 2001)
EPA, 2003)
***(Department of Natural Resources and Environment 2002)

Methodology  Shepherd et al. (2001)

EPA (2003)
Department of Natural Resources and Environment (2002}
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(f 1 Native: vegetaimn should not: be cleared if: a’s ns gmwmg m or m assomatwn wath an enwmnment

“assoclated with a watercourse orwetland, . 0 : - R EA .--5331'-'

Comments Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle
The vegetation under application is located adiacent to Long Swamp, a wetland classified as both a
Conservation Category Wetland and EPP Lake. The vegetation proposed for clearing consists of 15 Acacia
rostellifera located adjacent to an existing boundary fence. This area was observed as being in a compietely
degraded condition, having undergone extensive weed and grass invasion.

Based on the condition and selective removal of vegetation, it is considered that the proposed clearing is
unlikely to be af variance {o this Principle.

Methodology  Site inspection (3/10/20086)
GIS Database:
- Geomorphic Wetlands - Swan Coastal Plain - DOE 15/08/04
- EPP, Lakes - DEP 28/07/03

Comments Proposal is not likely to he at variance to this Principle
The clearing of the 15 Acacia rostellifera as proposed in this application would be unlikely fo cause appreciable
on or off-site land degradation. There would be little to no risk of wind or water erosion as the shrubs are
surrounded by grass, and other stands of native vegetation.

Methodology  Site inspection (3/10/2008)

the enwronmental values of any ad}acent or nearby conservatlon area.

Comments Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle
Long Swamp is recognised on the Interim Register of the National Estate as an ephemeral wetland which
covers an area of approximately 10 hectares. The Register describes Long Swamp as being primarily covered
with reeds and paperbarks (Melaleuca teretfifolia and M. rhaphiophylla), and surrounded by a dense fringe of
swamp paperbark (M. rhaphiophylia) on the southern and eastern sides and a mixed stand of swamp
paperbark and M. teretifolia on the northern side.

The vegetation proposed for removal is located approximately 200 metres from the south-western edge of the
Register listing, and based on the condition and limited extent of the proposed clearing, is considered unlikely
to impact on its values.

Methodology  Site inspection {3/10/2008)
(I8 Database:
- Register of the National Estate - EA 38/01/03

( ) ‘Native vegetation shouid not be cleared if the: clearmg of the vegetatlon ;s Izke!y to cause deterioration
. in the quality of surface or underground water. - : SN e A R A S

Comments Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle
The vegetation under application is not within a Public Drinking Water Source Area (PDWSA). Based on the
completely degraded condition and scale of the proposed vegetation clearing, it is unlikely that the clearing
would have a significant effect on surface or ground water quality.

Methodotogy  Site inspection (3/10/2006)
() “'Native vegetation should not be cleared if. clearmg the vegetatlon 15 hkely to cause or exacerbate the

0 “incidence or.intensity of flooding.

Comments Proposal is not likely to be at variance to this Principle
Due to the completely degraded condition and limited extent of vegetation under application it is considered
that the removal of vegetation from the site would have no impact on peak floed height or duration.

Methodology  Site inspection (3/10/2006)

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

Comments
Lot 521 Hope Vailey Road, Hope Valiey is part of a Native Title Claim however, since it is privately owned, the
Native Title has been extinguished under the Native Title Act. Therefore the clearing as proposed shoutd not
fall under the future acts process of the Native Title Act 1993.

Methodology
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Purpose Method Applied Decision Commrent / recommendation

area {(ha)/ trees

Fence Line  Mechanical 15 Grant The assessable criteriz have been addressed and no objections were raised. The
Maintenance Removal assessing officer therefore recommends that the permit be granted.
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Term
CALM
DAWA
DEP
DoE
DolR
DRF
EPP
GIS
ha
TEC
WRC

Meaning

Department of Conservation and Land Management
Department of Agriculture

Department of Environmental Protection {(now DoE)
Department of Environment

Department of Industry and Resources

Declared Rare Flora

Environmental Protection Policy

Geographical Information System

Hectare (10,000 square metres)

Threatened Ecological Community

Water and Rivers Commission {now DoE)
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