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Clearing Permit Decision Report 


1. Application details



1.1. Permit application details

Permit application No.:
238/1

Permit type:
Area Permit

1.2. Proponent details

Proponent’s name:
Water Corporation

Postal address:
P.O. Box 43 Geraldton WA 6531

Contacts:
Phone: 
(08)9923 4935


Fax: 
9923 4966


E-mail: 
stephen.dejussing@watrcorporation.com.au

1.3. Property details

Property:
LOT 1 ON DIAGRAM 57545 


LOT 3 ON DIAGRAM 72567


LOT 2 ON DIAGRAM 57545







Local Government Area:
City Of Geraldton

Colloquial name:
Place Road, Woorree, Geraldton

1.4. Application

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

1.2

Cutting
Landscaping

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 371 - Low open forest of Acacia rostellifera

(Hopkins et al. 2001, Shepherd et al. 2001)


Current vegetation consists of scattered Acacia rostellifera which is mainly in a poor and/or stressed state, interspersed with box thorn, grasses and other exotic plants

(Site visit DoE Officer)


Completely Degraded: No longer intact; completely/almost completely without native species (Keighery 1994)
Area to be cleared is central to the city of Geraldton and has been extensively modified over the years with only small remnants of the original vegetation remaining. (Site visit DoE officer)











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


Proposed area to be cleared is near the central district of the City of Geraldton and has been cleared repeatedly over the years.  Original remaining vegetation is in a degraded condition and interspersed with exotic vegetation, including boxthorn.



Methodology
Site Visit 21/07/2004

GIS databases

- Declared Rare and Priority Flora List - CALM 18/08/03

- Environmentally Sensitive Areas - DoE 22/10/04

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

- Threatened Plant Communities DEP 06/95

- 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 is necessary for the maintenance of, a significant habitat for fauna indigenous to Western Australia.

Comments
Proposal is not at variance to this Principle


Area under application is highly degraded. This condition and its location within the City of Geraldton, indicates it is unlikely  to provide a significant habitat for indigenous fauna. GIS database did not identify any threatened and priority fauna in area.



Methodology
GIS database: 

- Threatened and Priority Fauna Database - CALM

(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


GIS databases did not identify any significant DRF or threatened flora in the vicinity of the project.

Area under application is highly degraded and it is unlikely that any significant flora would be present.



Methodology
GIS databases:

- Declared Rare and Priority Flora List - CALM 18/08/03

- Threatened Ecological Community Database - CALM 17/07/03

(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


GIS databases did not identify any significant ecological communities within the local area.  Given that the project area has been heavily disturbed from past activities and due to its location within the City of Geraldton, there is a low probability of the proposed clearing to be at variance with this Principle.



Methodology
GIS databases:

- Threatened Ecological Community database - CALM 15/07/2003

- Threatened Plant Communities - DEP 06/95

(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 at variance to this Principle


Pre-European       Current         Remaining   Conservation    Reserves/CALM

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

IBRA Bioregion Geraldton sandplain

                                               2,474,401             663,290           26.8          Vulnerable

Shire - Greenough                   177,404                26,612           15.0           Vulnerable

Beard vegetation type -            37,651                  3,703             9.8             Endangered            3.7         

*(Shepherd et al.2001)

**(Department of Natural Resources and Environment 2002)

The vegetation remaining in all categories above is below 30%.  The State Government is committed to the National Objectives Targets for Biodiversity Conservation 2001-2005 which includes a target that prevent clearance of ecological communities with an extent below 30% of that present pre-1750 (Department of Natural Resources and Environment, 2002; EPA, 2000). 

However, as the vegetation is highly degraded with no long term viability or opportunity for spontaneous rehabilitation, the vegetation under application is not a significant remnant



Methodology
Shepherd et al. (2001)

Hopkins et al. (2001)

GIS databases:

-pre-European Vegetation - DA 01/01

- Interim Biogeographic Regionalisation of Australia - EA 18/10/00

(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


There are no mapped wetlands or watercourses within the immediate area which may be affected by the clearing as proposed. Closest WRL drawpoint is 480 m NE of area under application.



Methodology
GIS database:

- PDWSA Protection Zones - DoE 7/1/2004

- PDWSAs DoE 29/11/04

- WRL Drawpoints (WIV - Status)

- RIWI Act - Surface Water Areas 18/10/02

- Hydrographic Catchments - Catchments - DoE 3/4/03

- Rivers 1M - GA 01/06/00

- Rivers 250K - GA1

- WIN Surface water Sites, other DEWCP (Current)

- RIWI Act - Groundwater areas - WRC 13/05/2000

(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


It is unlikely that the clearing of the few remaining acacia trees at the site will cause land degradation.



Methodology
Site Visit 21/07/04

(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 proposed area is not adjacent to any conservation areas.



Methodology
GIS databases:

- Environmental Impact Assessments, Polygon Features - DoE 29/11/2004

- Environmentally Sensitive Areas - DoE 22/10/2004

(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


It is unlikely that the clearing of the few remaining acacia trees at the site will cause deterioration in the quality of surface or underground water.



Methodology
GIS database:

- Rivers 1m GA 1/6/00

- PDWSA Protection zones - DoE 6.1.04

- Public Drinking Water Suppy Area - PDWSAs DoE 29/11/2004

(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


It is unlikely that the clearing of the few remaining acacia trees at the site will cause, or exacerbate, the incidence of flooding



Methodology
GIS Databases:

- Rivers 1M GA 1/6/00

Rivers 250k GA1

Planning instrument or other matter.

Comments



No comment.

Methodology


4. Assessor’s recommendations

Purpose
Method
Applied 

area (ha)/ trees 
Decision
Comment / recommendation

Landscaping
Cutting
1.2

Grant
The clearing as proposed is at variance with Principle e. However, the area under application is a section of land that has already been extensively cleared of most of the remaining native vegetation is highly degraded. 
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