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utilise the proposal area based on the absence of key habitat 
features while available preferred habitat is located in proximity. 
Additionally, this species is sensitive to disturbance in breeding 
locations and the proposal area is subject to ongoing 
disturbance. No impacts on this species are likely.   

Based on the above, the proposal area does not represent an 
area containing a high level of biological diversity.  

The proposed clearing is not at variance to this Principle. 

Principle (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. 

A total of 14 Threatened fauna species were recorded within 5 km 
of the proposal area (DBCA). All species were either marine or 
avian. The proposal area is not located in a marine or shoreline 
environment, therefore marine species have not been further 
assessed.  

A likelihood of occurrence assessment for the remaining nine 
Threatened avian species indicates one species may occur in the 
proposal area. 

The Fairy Tern (Sternula nereis nereis), is known to nest in the area 
with a breeding colony using land at Rous Head, approximately 1 
km to the south of the proposal area. Although the sandy soils in 
the proposal area may provide some suitable habitat for the Fairy 
Tern, other important habitat features including the presence of 
low vegetation and grasses and a view of the ocean and areas of 
foraging habitat, are absent from the proposal area. It is unlikely 
this species would utilise the proposal area based on the absence 
of key habitat features while available preferred habitat is located 
in proximity. Additionally, this species is sensitive to disturbance 
in breeding locations and the proposal area is subject to ongoing 
disturbance. No impacts on this species are likely.   

Several records of Carnaby’s Cockatoo (Zanda latirostris, EN) and 
Forest Red-tailed Black Cockatoo (Calyptorhynchus banksii naso, 
VU) have been recorded within 5 km of the proposal area, 
including three records of Carnaby’s Cockatoo within 1km of the 
proposal area. Vegetation proposed to be cleared is not suitable 
to support black cockatoo breeding or roosting based on the 
species present.  Acacia spp. provide only low quality foraging 
habitat for black cockatoos. The limited availability of foraging 
habitat in the proposal area is unlikely to support black cockatoo 
foraging, and the proposed clearing will not significantly impact 
black cockatoos. 

The remaining Threatened species are considered unlikely to 
occur due to the absence of key habitat features in the proposal 
area. These species are all coastal or marine bird species that may 
occasionally visit or traverse the proposal area, however would 
not be reliant on habitat in the proposal area.  

The proposal area does not comprise the whole or a part of, and 
is not necessary for the maintenance of a significant habitat for 
fauna indigenous to Western Australia. 

The proposed clearing is not likely to be at variance to this 
Principle.  
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Principle (c) – Native vegetation should not be 
cleared if it includes, or is necessary for the 
continued existence of, threatened flora. 

A likelihood of occurrence assessment for Threatened flora was 
undertaken noting no Threatened flora species were recorded as 
occurring in the proposal area.  

Due to the previous use and ongoing high level of disturbance in 
the proposal area and surrounding areas, no Threatened species 
were considered likely to occur. 

Based on the absence of species, the proposal area does not 
include and is not necessary for the continued existence of 
Threatened flora.  

The proposed clearing is not at variance to this Principle.  

Principle (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. 

No Threatened ecological communities (TEC) are mapped as 
occurring within or adjacent to the proposal area (DBCA). The 
nearest mapped occurrences are approximately 700m north of 
the site: 

• SCP26a - Melaleuca huegelii - M. systena shrublands of 
limestone ridges (floristic community type 26a as originally 
described in Gibson et al. 1994) [CE]. 

• SCP30a - Callitris preissii (or Melaleuca lanceolata) forests and 
woodlands of the Swan Coastal Plain (floristic community 
type 30a as originally described in Gibson et al. 1994) [CE]. 

The proposal area does not contain species that are 
representative of these TECs, and the Completely Degraded to 
Degraded condition of the proposal area would not support the 
occurrence of any TEC.  

Native vegetation proposed to be cleared does not comprise the 
whole or a part of, and is not necessary for the maintenance of a 
TEC. 

The proposed clearing is not at variance to this Principle. 

Principle (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. 

The assessment area is mapped as vegetation association 
SPEARWOOD_1007 which is not constrained at the state, 
Bioregion or sub-bioregion level but is constrained locally. The 
vegetation complex is Cottesloe Complex-Central and South 
which has 32.16% of its pre-European extent remaining.  

Although the vegetation association is constrained within the 
Fremantle Local Government Area, the proposed clearing is 
regrowth vegetation in an area that has been previously cleared 
to support infrastructure for a significant period of time and 
therefore, does not constitute remnant vegetation. The 
vegetation does not form part of a recognised regional ecological 
linkage (WALGA) or a local ecological link (City of Fremantle 
Greening Fremantle: Strategy 2020).  

The proposed clearing is not at variance to this Principle. 

Principle (f) – Native vegetation should not be 
cleared if it is growing in, or in association with, 
an environment associated with a watercourse 
or wetland. 

No surface water features have been mapped in the proposal 
area and the nearest watercourses are the Indian Ocean located 
approximately 200m to the west of the proposal area, and the 
Swan River located approximately 600m and 700 m to the east 
and south respectively (DBCA-011, DPLH-019). The vegetation 



    
 

Clearing Desktop Report – Short Form (D24#850099; Rev 3)  Page 6 of 9 
 
 

OFFICIAL 

proposed to be cleared is not riparian and is not growing in or in 
association with a wetland or watercourse.  

The proposed clearing is not at variance to this Principle.  

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

The soils in the proposal area are mapped as having a low risk of 
water erosion but are mapped as having a high to extreme risk of 
wind erosion (DPIRD NRInfo).  

The site is largely already cleared, and the proposed clearing is 
relatively small.  Although the soils have a high risk of erosion, 
given the relatively small area of clearing for a short duration, it is 
unlikely to cause appreciable land degradation. The proposed 
clearing is not likely to be at variance to this Principle.  

Principle (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. 

The nearest conservation area is the Swan Canning River Reserve 
which is located approximately 600m and 700 m to the west and 
south respectively of the proposal area (DBCA-011, DPLH-019). 
The proposal area is separated from this conservation area by 
urban land and does not form part of an ecological linkage that 
connects to the conservation area. The proposed clearing will not 
have an impact on the environmental values of any conservation 
areas. 

The proposed clearing is not at variance to this Principle.   

Principle (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. 

The nearest surface water features are the Indian Ocean located 
approximately 200 m west of the proposal area, and the Swan 
River located approximately 600m and 700 m to the east and 
south respectively (DWER-031, DWER-019). The soils in the 
assessment area are mapped as having a low risk of water 
erosion (DPIRD NRInfo).  
 
The Perth groundwater map indicates that maximum 
groundwater levels are between 5.5-6.5 m below ground level. 
Soils are not mapped as having an acid sulphate soil (DWER-055) 
or salinity (DPIRD NRinfo) risk. The site has previously been 
completely cleared and the clearing of the small amount of 
regrowth vegetation is not likely to alter surface water or 
drainage patterns. It is unlikely the proposed clearing will cause 
deterioration in the quality of surface or groundwater. 
The proposed clearing is not at variance to this Principle.  

Principle (j) – Native vegetation should not be 
cleared if clearing the vegetation is likely to 
cause, or exacerbate, the incidence or intensity 
of flooding. 

The assessment area is in the ‘Coastal’ catchment of the ‘Swan 
Coastal’ basin. The sub catchment that contains the proposal area 
is 3757 ha, and the clearing area represents <0.01% of this area 
(DWER-030).  
The assessment area has not been mapped as having a water 
erosion hazard (DPIRD NRInfo). The proposal area is relatively flat 
terrain. Contour mapping (DPIRD-072) indicates approximate 
slopes of 4-8 %. There is no evidence of erosion occurring in the 
proposal area.  
Noting the small amount of clearing proposed, the low water 
erosion and runoff risk associated with the soils, and relatively flat 
terrain, it is unlikely the proposed clearing will cause or 
exacerbate the incidence or intensity of flooding.  
The proposed clearing is not at variance to this Principle.  
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Figure 1: Proposed Clearing Area 




