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Clearing Permit Decision Report 


1. Application details



1.1. Permit application details

Permit application No.:
84/1

Permit type:
Area Permit

1.2. Proponent details

Proponent’s name:
MR Dudley Herbert Wise

Postal address:
PROPONENT_ADDRESS

Contacts:
Phone: 
PROPONENT_PHONE


Fax: 
PROPONENT_FAX


E-mail: 
PROPONENT_EMAIL 

1.3. Property details

Property:
LOT 6683 ON PLAN 167744 (NAPIER 6330)

Local Government Area:
City Of Albany

Colloquial name:


1.4. Application

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

20.6

Mechanical Removal
Grazing & Pasture

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 type 3: Medium Forest; jarrah marri.  (Hopkins et al 2001; Shepherd et al 2004). 

Eucalyptus marginata/Corymbia calophylla Medium Forest F (Medium E. marginata/C. calophylla forest on low plains (<15m elevation). Soils are mostly yellow sands and plant species include Banksia attenuata, B. ilicifolia, Hakea amplexicaulis, Isopogon formosus, Synaphea sp. Stirlingia tenuifolia, Persoonia sp. (Connell and ATA Environmental 2001).  

  
The vegetation under application contains jarrah and marri with Banksia grandis, several types of Acacia spp, Drosera spp and some orchids. The vegetation proposed to be cleared is part of a larger area of vegetation (40ha) that has been identified as part of a notional macrocorridor between the Porongurups and the coast.
Degraded: Structure severely disturbed; regeneration to good condition requires intensive management (Keighery 1994)
148.5ha of the property has been planted to bluegums and pine plantation, removing it from pasture production. Some areas of the vegetation have been heavily grazed by stock and have limited understorey.  The following table describes the vegetation, cleared areas and plantation on the property (DAWA 2004a).

Total area of location

271.14ha
100%

Currently pasture


62.4ha
23.0%

Planted to pines 

41.7ha
15.3%

Planted to bluegums

106.8ha
39.4%

Vegetated (native)


56.4ha
20.6%

Area proposed to be cleared

20.6ha
7.5%

Final native vegetation area (if clearing approved)

36.1ha
13.3%

Source: DAWA 2004a



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


The vegetation does not appear, based on a site visit, to have a high level of biological diversity in a local or regional context.  This is due to the degraded condition of the site, which has limited understorey and weed invasion.



Methodology
Site Inspection AD45/46

(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


This general area has been identified as a macrocorridor between the Porongurups and the Manypeaks/ coastal area (CALM, in preparation; CALM, 2004). CALM (2004) has advised that the Western Ringtail Possum (S1 species) occurs in the area.  The nearby unmanaged reserve No 1023 has been used in recent times as a release area for Ringtail possums that have been cared for an rehabilitated by a local wildlife carer. CALM (2004) also advises that the clearing would significantly diminish the connection between the Porongurup National Park and nature reserves to the east and that there would be a medium probability of the clearing to be at variance with this Clearing Principle.  However, analysis by the Department of Environment suggests that the corridor will not be significantly impacted by the proposed clearing and that fencing of the remaining vegetation will increase its value as habitat for fauna.



Methodology
Site inspection (TRIM AD96). CALM (in preparation);  CALM (2004)

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

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


Declared Rare Flora species Banksia brownii, Banksia goodii, Drakea micrantha and Villarsia calthifolia have been found in the same broad vegetation type as the area under application.  Priority flora has been found adjacent to the property (approximately 600m from the area proposed to be cleared).  Advice from CALM indicates that there is a low to medium probability that there will be an impact on declared rare or priority flora.  However, a site visit by DoE and DAWA (TRIM ref AD96) showed that the area under application contains virtually no understorey, and it is considered unlikely that rare flora would occur there.



Methodology
CALM (2004), GIS database: CALM Declared Rare and Priority Flora (13/8/2003)

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

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


No issues have been identified relating to the Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Act 1999. No significant or threatened ecological communities have been identified in the local area (10km radius; CALM 2004).



Methodology
CALM GIS data sets for threatened ecological communties (15/7/2003).

(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 area under application is located within EPA Position Statement No. 2 agricultural area (EPA 2000). The EPA has stated that it would not support clearing for agricultural purposes in this area unless the area to be cleared was relatively small and unlikely to exacerbate land degradation.  There has been moderate level of clearing carried out in the Jarrah Forest Bioregion (58.7% remaining) which is of least concern for biodiversity conservation (AGPS 2001 and Department of Natural Resources and Environment, 2002) and local government area (38.9% remaining) which is considered to be depleted for biodiversity conservation (AGPS 2001 and Department of Natural Resources and Environment, 2002).  Beard vegetation association 3 (Hopkins et al 2001) is well-represented with 72.1% remaining (Shepherd et al 2001) which is considered to be of least concern for biodiversity conservation (AGPS 2001 and Department of Natural Resources and Environment, 2002).  Connell and ATA Environmental (2001) have described the vegetation complex in this area as E. marginata/C. callophylla  Medium Forest F.  This vegetation complex has (36.8% remaining) which is considered to be depleted for biodiversity conservation (AGPS 2001 and Department of Natural Resources and Environment, 2002).  Due to these figures, the proposal is not considered to be at variance with this Clearing Principle.



Methodology
AGPS (2001), Connell & ATA Environmental (2001), Department of Natural Resources and Environment (2002), Hopkins et al (2001), Shepherd et al (2001); EPA (2000).

(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 likely to be at variance to this Principle


Two watercourses run east-west both to the north and south of the property, within 600m of the proposed clearing.  The DAWA (2004) report indicates that clearing of native vegetation is likely to increase water tables and salinity which would affect wetland vegetation and dependent communities. At the present time, the effect is mitigated by plantations in the area. While this affect would be amplified if the plantation timber were removed, the plantation industry is expected to be a long term and expanding activity in the area.



Methodology
DAWA (2004a), GIS Databases: 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 likely to be at variance to this Principle


DAWA (2005) has advised that the proposal is not likely to be at variance with this principle as:

-salinity and waterlogging will only be a risk  if plantations are thinned or decreased in area.However, as the plantation timber industry is a long term and expanding activity in the area, this is not considered to be a significant risk. 

-Soil erosion in sandy areas can be managed. The applicant has offered to fence off a remaining area of native vegetation to protect it from degradation by stock and to minimise the risk of soil erosion.



Methodology
Report from DAWA (2004, 2004a). Personal communication Mr Wise.

(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 likely to be at variance to this Principle


There is a conservation reserve immediately to the north east of the area proposed to be cleared (Reserve 25705- Conservation of flora and fauna).  Advice from CALM (2004) indicates that the proposed clearing will contribute to fragmentation of the ecological linkages between the Porongurup National Park and Reserve 25705 (CALM 2004). However, following a site inspection by DoE and DAWA it is considered that the removal of this vegetation is unlikely to significantly contribute to fragmentation as the proposed to be cleared is already separated from the reserve by bluegum plantations.

Only 10.1% of Beard vegetation type 3 is protected in secure tenure.  The benchmark of 15% representation in conservation reserves (JANIS, 1997) has not been met for this vegetation complex. However, given the large area of this association remaining (2.1 million ha) this is not considered to be a significant issue as the area proposed to be cleared is not a good candidate for inclusion in a conservation reserve due to its relatively degraded condition).



Methodology
Site inspection TRIM ref AD45/46. GIS Datasets: Land Tenure DLI (1/9/2004); CALM (2004); JANIS (1997)

(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 risk of eutrophication will increase with the clearing of native vegetation and the increased run off from agricultural land as the sandy soils have a low phosphorus retention index (DAWA 2004, 2004a).  Eutrophication risks are expected to remain low due to the large area of timber plantation which has been established in the vicinity.



Methodology
DAWA (2004a)

(j)
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 Principle


The area proposed to be cleared is at approximately 210m AHD in an undulating landscape with slopes between 5-7% and is not prone to flooding.  Clearing of the vegetation is therefore unlikely to increase flood duration or peak flood height.



Methodology
DAWA (2004)

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

Comments
-Submission from interested parties (AI639 and HD17833 expressed concerns that the proposal was inconsistent with EPA Position Statement 2 for clearing in the agricultural zone. -Submission from interested party (TRIM ref-AI610)- raised concerns about effects of removal of blue gums on land degradation, that the area does not have much bush left.   -Submission from interested party (TRIM AI611)- raised concerns that the landowner has removed pasture from his property by planting bluegums and that these should be cleared in preference to the native vegetation to recreate pasture, that the removal of the native vegetation will increase risk of land degradation, that the applicant has previously cleared without approval and that no action was taken by relevant authority.  In response to this it should be noted that the Commissioner for Soil and Land Conservation decided not to proceed with action in relation to the failure to notify to clear native vegetation and DoE has no jurisdiction over clearing undertaken at that time. The concerns about land degradation risk are noted. There are no mechanisms to retain bluegums, which is one of the main factors mitigating against risk in land degradation through salinity. However, it is expected that use of bluegums will play a continuing and expanding role in agriculture for the region.




Methodology


4. Assessor’s recommendations

Purpose
Method
Applied 

area (ha)/ trees 
Decision
Comment / recommendation

Grazing & Pasture
Mechanical Removal
20.6

Grant
It is recommended that the clearing permit application be granted as the proposal is either not at variance with Clearing Principles (d) and (e) or not likely to be at variance with Clearing Principles (a), (b), (c), (f), (g), (h) and (i).  The  Commissioner of Soil and Land Conservation, (TRIM ref AD48) has advised that there is not likely to be significant land degradation due to the blue gum plantations in the area. While there is no statutory control for the retention of the plantation to maintain this function, it is expected that the strong demand for bluegums and ongoing expansion of this industry will mitigate these impacts. It is recommended that the permit be conditional on the applicant fencing a remaining area of native vegetation to exclude stock. The applicant has agreed to this condition.
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6. Glossary

Term
Meaning

CALM
Department of Conservation and Land Management

DAWA
Department of Agriculture

DEP
Department of Environmental Protection (now DoE)

DoE
Department of Environment

DoIR
Department of Industry and Resources

DRF
Declared Rare Flora

EPP
Environmental Protection Policy

GIS
Geographical Information System

ha
Hectare (10,000 square metres)

TEC
Threatened Ecological Community

WRC
Water and Rivers Commission (now DoE)
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