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Clearing Permit Decision Report 


1. Application details



1.1. Permit application details

Permit application No.:
96/1

Permit type:
Area Permit

1.2. Proponent details

Proponent’s name:
MR Leon Bowman RW & JI Bowman and Sons

Postal address:
P.O. Box 11 Grass Patch WA 6446

Contacts:
Phone: 
90757034

1.3. Property details

Property:
Lot 164 on Plan 88953 


Lot 172 on Plan 89172 

1.4. Application

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

140

Burning
Cropping

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
Date
Assessing Officer

Beard Veg Association 512 Shrublands Mallee scrub. Eucalyptus eremophila and Forrest's Marlock (E. forrestiana) (Shepherd et al. 2001)
The vegetation proposed to be cleared broadly fits into the Beard vegetation association as described in Shepherd et al. (2001).  The north eastern area comprised a Eucalyptus canopy with melaluca spp dominant in the understory.  Also present: Olearia sp, Phebalium microphyllum and Baeckea sp.  The south west area was similar but with a more species rich understory with Acacia spp, Halgania sp and Santalum sp.
Excellent: Vegetation structure intact; disturbance affecting individual species, weeds non-aggressive (Keighery 1994)
There is less than 25.9% of this vegetation association remaining (Shepherd et al. 2001) which indicates that the vegetation association is 'vulnerable'. The National Objective and Targets for Biodiversity Conservation 2001-2005 (AGPS 2001) recognises that the retention of 30% or more of the pre-clearing extent of each ecological community is the target.  EPA's Position Statement No. 2 (EPA 2000) also identified a 30% threshold level for vegetation types, beyond which species extinction is believed to occur at an exponential rate.  Any further clearing may have irreversible consequences for conservation of biodiversity and is, therefore, not supported.   


27 September 2004
Melanie Price

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 at variance to this Principle


The vegetation in this area displays a significant level of biodiversity compared to other native vegetation in the local area.



Methodology
Site Inspection


Date: 06-Sep-04
Assessing officer:  Melanie Price
TRIM /ref:  

(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 at variance to this Principle




This area has been cleared to a large degree.  The areas of vegetation that are the subject of this application are significant stepping stones for flora and fauna in the landscape.



Methodology
Site inspection, GIS data


Date: 06-Sep-04
Assessing officer: Melanie Price
TRIM /ref: 

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

Comments
Proposal may be at variance to this Principle




This principle could not be adequately assessed.  However, no Declared Rare or Priority Flora was shown to be present on the GIS database.  It is unlikely that any flora surveys have been carried out for the area under notice.



Methodology
GIS Data Base for Declared Rare Flora.  Additional advice not received from Department of Conservation and Land Management.


Date: 06-Sep-04
Assessing officer: Melanie Price
TRIM /ref: 

(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 Threatened Ecological Community data base did not include this area.



Methodology
GIS Data base for Threatened Ecological Communities.


Date: 06-Sep-04
Assessing officer: Melanie Price
TRIM /ref: 

(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 seriously at variance to this Principle



The vegetation proposed to be cleared is part of Beard vegetation association 512.  There is less than 30% of this association remaining (Shepherd et al. 2001).

In addition, the Shire of Esperance has less than 30% of native vegetation remaining within the intensive agricultural area.

This area is included in the EPA Position Statement No 2 as part of the Intensive Agricultural Zone that has been highly cleared and where clearing for agricultural areas would not be supported (EPA 2000).


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


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

IBRA Bioregion - Mallee
7,404,398
4,081,089
55.1%
Least concern


Shire - Esperance
1,609,610
440,558
27.4%
Vulnerable


Beard veg type - 512
238,622
60,709
25.4%
Vulnerable
9.2

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



Methodology
GIS databases including vegetation types and complexes (Shepherd et al. 2001; EPA 2000).


Date: 06-Sep-04
Assessing officer: Melanie Price
TRIM /ref: 

(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




No wetlands or water courses are directly associated with the vegetation proposed to be cleared.



Methodology
Site Inspection and GIS databases.


Date: 06-Sep-04
Assessing officer: Melanie Price
TRIM /ref: 

(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


Department of Agriculture has reported that removal of the vegetation is unlikely to cause wind or water erosion or pH change.



Methodology
Report from Department of Agriculture (2004)


Date: 06-Sep-04
Assessing officer: Melanie Price
TRIM /ref: AD13

(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




There are no conservation reserves within 3.5km



Methodology
GIS data sets


Date: 06-Sep-04
Assessing officer: Melanie Price
TRIM /ref: 

(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 seriously at variance to this Principle



The surrounding area is likely to be at risk from increased waterlogging/dryland salinity.



Methodology
Referred to HM2 (Johnson & Baddock 1998) and the outcomes of clearing in the region north of Esperance.


Date: 06-Sep-04
Assessing officer: Robin Smith
TRIM /ref: 

(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




Clearing of this vegetation is not likely to exacerbate flooding.



Methodology
Report from Department of Agriculture (2004)


Date: 06-Sep-04
Assessing officer: Melanie Price
TRIM /ref: AD13

4. Assessor’s recommendations

Purpose
Method
Applied 

area (ha)/ trees 
Decision

area (ha)/ trees 
Decision
Comment / recommendation

Cropping
Burning
140



Refuse
That the permit be refused on the basis that it is seriously at variance with Principles (e) and (i), at variance with Principles (a), (b), and may be at variance with Principle (c).  In particular:

- this area is within the EPA’s Position Statement No 2.

- the vegetation association is not well represented and is listed as ‘vulnerable’.

- the clearing is likely to increase waterlogging and/or dryland salinity.

- it likely that this vegetation provides an ecological stepping stone to other habitat areas within the landscape. 

- priority flora may be located on this site and this has not been adequately addressed. 
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