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Glossary of terms

ElectraNet
BAM
BCM
CEMP
DCCEEW
DEW
EPBC Act
ha

IBRA

km

LSA Act
m

MNES

Native vegetation

NPW Act
NV Act
NVC

PDI Act

PMST
Project Area

Impact Footprint
Project

SA

Study Area
SEB

sp.

spp.

ssp.

TEC

UBS

VA

ElectraNet Pty Limited, the Proponent
Bushland Assessment Method

Bushland Condition Monitoring

Construction Environmental Management Plan
Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water (Commonwealth)

Department for Environment and Water

Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999

Hectare(s)

Interim Bio-regionalisation of Australia

Kilometre(s)

Landscape South Australia Act 2019

Metre(s)

Matters of National Environmental Significance, as defined under the EPBC Act

A plant or plants of a species indigenous to South Australia (including dead trees >600
mm diameter, and planted vegetation protected under the Native Vegetation Act 1991
such as Significant Environmental Benefit or Heritage Agreements)

National Parks and Wildlife Act 1972
Native Vegetation Act 1991

Native Vegetation Council

Planning, Development and Infrastructure Act 2016

Protected Matters Search Tool

The area (or boundary) in which the Project will be located, as shown in mapping.
Transmission line footings where native vegetation will be impacted by the Project.

Augmentation of existing transmission lines to create the availability of bypass options,
enhancing preparedness should a power failure event occur.

South Australia(n)

A 5 km buffer of the Project Area used for database searches
Significant Environmental Benefit

Species (singular)

Species (plural)

Subspecies

Threatened Ecological Community

Unit biodiversity score

Vegetation Association
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Application Details

Applicant: ElectraNet Pty Limited
Key contact:
Environmental Planning and Compliance Officer

ElectraNet
Landowner: Written permission will be provided once clearance consents are granted.
Site Address: Lt 400 Shacks Road Commissariat Point SA 5700
Local Government Port Augusta City Council Hundred: Gillen
Area:
Title ID: CT/6097/373 Parcel ID D47644 A408
CR/5596/94 D47644 A400

Summary of proposed clearance

Purpose of clearance Clearance is required for construction activity zones to facilitate the
installation of two new Pi Pole structures on the western side of the
Spencer Gulf between existing transmission lines and, tower
strengthening, conductor and line hardware works on existing line
sections.

Native Vegetation Regulation Regulation 12 (34): Infrastructure

Description of the vegetation under 2.6 ha of BAM1: Atriplex vesicaria low open shrubland with mixed

application chenopods and forbs on gibber plains, in moderate condition.

Total proposed clearance - area (ha) = 2.6 hais proposed to be cleared comprising the same vegetation type,
and number of trees represented by BAM1 (Sample points A1a and A1b).

Level of clearance Level 4

Overlay (Planning and Design Code) | N/A - not associated with a Development Application.

Map of proposed clearance area
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Mitigation hierarchy

SEB Offset proposal

a) Avoidance
¢ The Impact Footprint has been historically cleared for existing
power poles and all vegetation present has since regenerated.
Remnant vegetation beyond the Impact Footprint will be avoided.
e Existing tracks will be utilised for access to avoid further clearance.
b) Minimisation

e The Impact Footprint contains less species diversity and a higher
cover of weeds than the surrounding area.

¢ Hygiene measures will be implemented to minimise / prevent
weed spread and introduction.

o Delineation of vegetation and / or ‘'no go' areas to be retained.

e  Where earthworks are not required within the Impact Footprint,
less destructive methods such as rolling of vegetation may be
implemented.

c) Rehabilitation or restoration

e Areas within the Impact Footprint without permanent
infrastructure will be reinstated by surface levelling and raking
vegetation back over exposed areas to allow the site to naturally
regenerate.

+ Natural regeneration of this area to a similar condition is
anticipated based on historical impacts, including most recent
construction work relating to NVR 2017/3209/660.

d) Offset
e Offset will be made by way of payment into the Native Vegetation
Fund.

A payment of $60,058.26 (including an admin fee of $3,131.00) is
required to be paid into the Native Vegetation Fund.

The impact footprint in BAM A1b only marginally falls within the 0.5
Economies of Scale (EoS) area, while the majority of the Project Area lies
within the 0.11 EoS zone, despite relatively uniform vegetation across the
entire area under application. Therefore, the NVC may choose to revise the
A1b scoresheet accordingly. This adjustment could substantially reduce the
offset requirements from $60,058.26 to $19,467.19.
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2.1 Description

Jacobs Group has been engaged by ElectraNet (the Proponent) to undertake a Native Vegetation Assessment for
proposed works on several Eyre Peninsula transmission lines. Review of the electricity transmission network has
identified that transmission structure failures in the upper Spencer Gulf location are a network risk that may result in
power outage to some regions that is longer than acceptable in certain scenarios. The project proposes to undertake
augmentation to create power restoration options that are readily available, enhancing preparedness should a failure
event occur. The project involves the installation of two new Pi Pole structures on the western side of the Spencer Gulf
between existing transmission lines and, tower strengthening, conductor and line hardware works on existing line
sections. The required vegetation clearance is for construction activity zones to facilitate the required works including
installation of the new Pi Poles.

2.2 Background

The Project Area is located on either side of Shacks Road at Point Commissariat, within Crown Land on the upper Eyre
Peninsula approximately 9 km south of Port Augusta, South Australia (Figure 1). The majority of the Project Area falls
within the 0.11 Economies of Scale (EoS). However, the eastern-most portion (eastern pole footing) of the Project Area
is bordered by an intertidal mudflat adjacent the Upper Spencer Gulf, which is within the 0.5 Economies of Scale (EoS)
zone. The mudflat is beyond the Project Area, and all vegetation within the area under application (Impact Footprint)
is relatively uniform (same vegetation association). The EoS has a significant impact on the Significant Environmental
Value (SEB), therefore the eastern most pole footing location has had a significant impact on the SEB which may be
considered by the Native Vegetation Branch. To the east of Shacks Road, a minor drainage channel intersects a dam,
and another slightly more vegetated drainage line is present to the west of the road, neither of which occur within the
Impact Footprint.

The Upper Spencer Gulf is crossed by three transmission lines (F1808, F1935 and F1809) as depicted in Figure 2. These
three transmission lines provide electricity network connection to the Eyre Peninsula. To enable works to be undertaken
on existing electricity transmission lines, vegetation needs to be cleared in the vicinity of the three transmission lines
where construction vehicles require access for working space and material set down. Aerial imagery indicates past
disturbance in the vicinity of the existing towers, although the area has substantially regenerated naturally.

2.3 General location map

The general location of the project area is provided in Figure 1.

2.4 Details of the proposal

To undertake the proposed works, significant vehicle and equipment movement will be required in the vicinity of the
existing transmission towers. This area has previously been subject to substantial disturbance, with lawful vegetation
clearance occurring during the original tower construction in the 1960s, and subsequently in the late 1990s and again
in 2019 (ElectraNet 2018). As there is no ongoing requirement to maintain these cleared areas, vegetation has
substantially regenerated over time, with the exception of a few existing tracks used for routine inspection and
public/defence access. While it is difficult to determine the full extent of the original clearance, it is likely that a
significant portion of the currently proposed clearance area was previously lawfully cleared for the installation of
electrical infrastructure and has since undergone natural regeneration.

The maximum estimated Impact Footprint for the Project is approximately 2.6 hectares (ha). However, clearance will
be minimised wherever possible, in accordance with the mitigation hierarchy. Following completion of the works, the
areas within the Impact Footprint without permanent infrastructure will be reinstated by levelling any surface
irregularities and, where necessary, raking vegetation back over exposed areas. It is anticipated that the site will
naturally rehabilitate over time, as there is no requirement for ongoing disturbance once installation is complete.
Rehabilitation may be slower due to the arid environment. Future activities will be limited to infrastructure maintenance
inspections via existing access tracks. Rehabilitation outcomes are expected to be consistent with the natural
regeneration observed around the existing transmission towers (Figure 2).
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Figure 1. The general location of the Project Area.
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Figure 2. Transmission lines crossing Spencer Gulf (ElectraNet 2018).
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2.5 Approvals required or obtained

The following approvals are required or have been obtained:

e Native Vegetation Act 1991 (NV Act) - This report fulfils obligations under the NV Act to apply to clear
native vegetation.

e Planning, Development and Infrastructure Act 2016 (PDI Act) - Approval under the Development Act is not
required for this project.

o  Water Resources Act 1997 - No formally recognised waterways occur within the Impact Footprint. However,
several creeklines occur in the vicinity of the Project Site and a Water Affecting Permit may be required if
impacts to these waterways are likely to occur.

e Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) - No significant impacts to
Matters of National Environmental Significance (MNES) are expected as part of this Project.

e National Parks and Wildlife Act 1972 (NPW Act) - Jacobs works under a Statewide Vegetation Survey and
Passive Fauna Scientific Permit (Moyle_C25361-19).

e Landscape South Australia Act 2019 (LSA Act) - All landowners have a responsibility to manage and control
Declared weeds on their property.

e Aboriginal Heritage Act 1988 — Engagement including site walk over with the local traditional owner group
has been undertaken as part of the 2018 application survey. A ‘stop work' procedure should be in place if
items of Aboriginal or cultural heritage are uncovered during construction works. If artifacts are discovered,
approval under the Aboriginal Heritage Act may be required.

2.6 Native Vegetation Regulation

Clearance of native vegetation is sought under the following regulation:

Regulation 12 (34): Infrastructure

(1) Clearance of vegetation—
(a) incidental to the construction or expansion of a building or infrastructure where the Minister has,
by instrument in writing, declared that the Minister is satisfied that the clearance is in the public
interest; or
(b) required in connection with the provision of infrastructure or services to a building or proposed
building, or to any place, provided that any development authorisation required by or under the
Development Act 1993 has been obtained.

(2) In this clause— infrastructure includes—
(a) flood mitigation works; and
(b) an airstrip; and
(c) a shipping channel; and
(d) a public reservoir.

2.7 Development Application information (if applicable)

Clearance is not associated with a development application.

Page 10 of 36



3.1 Flora assessment

A desktop assessment was conducted to assess the potential for any flora species or communities listed as threatened
under the EPBC Act or NPW Act to occur within the Project Area. To do this, a Protected Matters Report (PMR) was
generated on 29 September 2025 to identify MNES under the EPBC Act (DCCEEW 2025a) and flora species listed under
the NPW Act were generated using the NatureMaps Supertable (DEW 2025a). Only records since 1995, with a spatial
reliability of less than 1 kilometer (km), within 5 km of the Project Area (Study Area, see Figure 1) were used in the
Likelihood of Occurrence (LoO) assessment, as per the Bushland Assessment Manual (NVC 2024a). The LoO is based
on recency of records, habitat preferences, detectability of individual species (i.e. flowering time and ability to identify)
and the results of the field survey. Marine, wetland and aquatic species were omitted from the LoO due to the terrestrial
nature of the Project Area.

The flora field assessment was undertaken by Jacobs Senior Ecologist S. Greer (NVC Accredited Consultant) with
ElectraNet representative R. Selfe on 2-3 October 2025. Although the Project Area is located within the South
Australian Arid Lands Landscape Management Region, the Bushland Assessment Manual states the Port Augusta City
Council local government area should be assessed utilising the Bushland Assessment Method (BAM). As such, the BAM
was used to assess areas of native vegetation requiring clearance and to calculate the Significant Environment Benefit
(SEB) requirements. As the vegetation association is consistent throughout the Project Area (with the exception of a
dam and a waterway which were not assessed and will not be impacted), a single block (A) was used in the scoresheets,
regardless of the distance between the Impact Footprints (separated by approximately 300 m between each). The
Conservation Significance Scores were calculated from direct observations of flora and direct and historical
observations of fauna species of conservation significance (discussed further in Section Error! Reference source not
found.). Scores were averaged between BAM survey sites to generate the Unit Biodiversity Score (UBS), and the
clearance areas, Total Biodiversity Scores (TBS) and SEB Offset totals were added together for the total value of the
impacted BAM.

The Provisional List of Threatened Ecosystems (DEH, in progress) was reviewed to determine whether vegetation
associations within the Project Site meet the criteria for listing as a threatened ecosystem at the State level.

3.2 Fauna assessment

A desktop assessment was conducted to assess the potential for any fauna species listed as threatened or migratory
under the EPBC Act or NPW Act to occur within the Project Area. The PMR (generated on 29 September 2025) identified
MNES under the EPBC Act (DCCEEW 2025a) and fauna species listed under the NPW Act were generated using the
NatureMaps Supertable (DEW 2025b). Only records since 1995, with a spatial reliability of less than 1 km, within 5 km
of the Project Area (Study Area) were used in the LoO assessment, as per the Bushland Assessment Manual (NVC
2024a). The LoO is based on recency of records, habitat preferences, detectability of individual species and the results
of the field survey.

All fauna assessed as known or likely to occur within the Project Area from the LoO assessment have been included in
the BAM scoresheets. Species determined as unlikely to occur within the Project Site have not been included, but may
be added in by the NVB. Marine, wetland and aquatic species were omitted from the LoO and BAM scoresheets due to
the terrestrial nature of the Project Area.

The Project Area was traversed on foot. All fauna species that could be positively identified by sight, call, scats or tracks
were recorded, and habitat suitability for the threatened fauna species identified in the desktop assessment was also
determined during the field survey.

Page 11 of 36



4. Assessment OQutcomes

4.1 Vegetation Assessment

4.1.1 General description of the vegetation, the site and matters of significance

The Project Area is situated on undulating gibber plains, characterised by stony surfaces and sparse vegetation. While
soil data is not available on NatureMaps, field observations indicate the dominant soil type is clay loam. The eastern
boundary of the Project Area adjoins Commissariat Point, an ecologically distinct zone comprising intertidal mudflats,
samphire flats, and mangrove communities extending toward the Spencer Gulf and a narrow band of tall shrubland
occurs along the eastern edge, all of which are beyond the defined Impact Footprint. This eastern-most portion of the
Project Area is within the 0.5 EoS zone, presumably based on the coastal vegetation outside of the application area (as
opposed to the majority of the Project Area which falls within the 0.11 EoS zone).

The Project Area is intersected by several unsealed vehicle tracks, primarily used for access and maintenance of existing
infrastructure but also public and defence access. Within the Impact Footprint, 12 transmission line footings are present
which show evidence of historical vegetation clearance. However, natural regeneration has occurred since construction,
resulting in a relatively well-recovered vegetation state.

The site is currently not stocked with domestic livestock, but signs of native browsing pressure, particularly from
kangaroos, is evident. Additionally, introduced species such as feral rabbits and goats contribute to ongoing ecological
disturbance.

Despite the geographic separation of the Impact Footprint (approximately 300 m between each group of transmission
line footings), only one Vegetation Association (VA) is present across the entire Project Area, which exhibits similar
structural and floristic condition throughout. Two BAM Sites (Sample Points) were assessed (A1a and A1b) with their
consistency supporting a unified ecological interpretation across between the two. As such, the area under application
contains the following VA:

e BAM1: Atriplex vesicaria low open shrubland with mixed chenopods and forbs on gibber plains.
4.1.2 Details of the vegetation associations proposed to be impacted

A BAM survey was undertaken at two Sites; A1a and A1b. Vegetation was found to be consistent across both and is
represented by one VA, as described in Error! Reference source not found.. The extent of the VA in relation to the
Impact Footprint is indicated on the map in Error! Reference source not found., noting that only one VA was mapped
for the Project Area.

Table 1. Summary of the Vegetation Association within BAM1 (Sites A1a and A1b).

Vegetgtl_"n Atriplex vesicaria low open shrubland with mixed chenopods and forbs on gibber plains.
Association

Benchmark

Community EP 9.2 Chenopod Open Shrublands

Page 12 of 36






4.1.3 Site map showing areas of proposed impact

Figure 3. Site map of the Impact Footprint, Blocks and BAM Survey Points.
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4.1.4 Photo log

Picture 1. Soil piles with sparse regeneration at A1b.

Picture 2. African Boxthorn under TL footing.

Picture 3. Vehicle access track at A1b.

Picture 4. Carrion Flower at A1a.
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4.2 Threatened Species assessment

4.2.1 Threatened Ecological Communities and Ecosystems
The PMR identified one TEC listed under the EPBC Act, assessed in Table 2.

Table 2. TECs identified in the PMST report.

TEC EPBC PMST Likelihood of occurrence within the
Act presence Project Area
Subtropical and Temperate Coastal Saltmarsh VU Likely Unlikely — this community was not
present during the field survey.

VU: Vulnerable.

4.2.2 Threatened flora species

The PMR identified four EPBC listed threatened flora species possibly occurring within 5 km of the Project Area,
including two ‘likely to occur' and two ‘'may occur'. Of these, based on the likelihood of occurrence (LoO) assessment
using criteria found in Table 3 and following a detailed field survey, it was found that all four species are unlikely to
occur within the Project Area.

A search of the NatureMaps database found one additional flora species with records within 5 km of the Project Area
since 1995 with a <1 km reliability, Slender Soft-horns (Malacocera gracilis) (NPW Act: V). Based on the LoO
assessment, this species is considered unlikely to occur within the Project Area.

4.2.3 Threatened fauna species

The PMR identified 41 EPBC listed threatened fauna species possibly occurring within 5 km of the Project Area, of which
17 are marine and have been omitted from further assessment. Of the remaining 24 species, nine are ‘known to occur’,
six are ‘likely to occur’ and nine ‘may occur' based on the PMR. Of these, the LoO found one species was considered
possible to occur within the Impact Footprint:

e Blue-winged Parrot (Neophema chrysostoma) (EPBC Act: VU; NPW Act: V).

A search of the NatureMaps database identified three fauna species with records within 5 km of the Project Area since
1995 with a <1 km reliability, of which one species which was also in the PMR. Of these, the LoO found one species was
considered possible to occur within the Impact Footprint:

e Australian Bustard (Ardeotis australis) (NPW Act: V).

The PMR identified an additional 18 migratory species with a possibility of occurring within the Project Area, all of which
are considered unlikely to occur within the Project Area.

The likelihood assessment is based on the criteria listed in Table 3. A full list of threatened species and their potential
habitat considered as part of this assessment, including omitted marine species and migratory species is presented in
a LoO in Appendix 3.
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Table 3. Criteria for the likelihood of occurrence of species within the Study Area.

Likelihood Criteria
Highly Recorded in the last 10 years, the species does not have highly specific niche requirements, the habitat is
Likely/Known present and falls within the known range of the species distribution or;

The species was recorded as part of field surveys.

Likely Recorded within the previous 20 years, the area falls within the known distribution of the species and the
area provides habitat or feeding resources for the species.

Possible Recorded within the previous 20 years, the area falls inside the known distribution of the species, but the
area provide limited habitat or feeding resources for the species.

Recorded within 20-40 years, survey effort is considered adequate, habitat and feeding resources present,
and species of similar habitat needs have been recorded in the area.

Unlikely Recorded within the previous 20 years, but the area provides no habitat or feeding resources for the species,
including perching, roosting or nesting opportunities, corridor for movement or shelter.

Recorded within 20-40 years; however, suitable habitat does not occur, and species of similar habitat
requirements have not been recorded in the area.

No records despite adequate survey effort.

4.3 Cumulative impact

When exercising a power or making a decision under Division 5 of the Regulations, the NVC must consider the
potential cumulative impact, both direct and indirect, that is reasonably likely to result from a proposed clearance
activity.

4.3.1 Direct impact

The direct impact of the Project is the clearance of up to 2.6 ha of native vegetation to enable the augmentation of
existing transmission infrastructure. Excavation will be undertaken for pole footings within the larger construction area.
There will be four footings in total (forming two pi-structures), each approximately 2 m in diameter. This will result in
significant ground disturbance in the immediate vicinity, with excavated soil redistributed within 10 m of each footing.

4.3.2 Indirect impact
Potential indirect impacts of the Project include:

e Dust generation during clearing activities, which may smother flora species in the area.
Potential impacts on the root zone of vegetation, such as compaction of soils or severing of roots.

* Noise generation during construction, which may temporarily impact fauna species in the area.

® Introduction and / or spread of weed species.

e Emissions of greenhouse gases (through release of carbon in the atmosphere through removal of organic
matter and the burning of diesel to fuel construction machinery), which contributes to global warming.

The Project is designed to be minimal impact and it is unlikely that it will alter the hydrology (e.g., raised or lowered
water table, flooding, impounding water or reduced water supply) or impact the condition or health of the native
vegetation being retained in surrounding areas.

4 4 Address the Mitigation Hierarchy

When exercising a power or making a decision under Division 5 of the Regulations, the NVC must have regard to the
mitigation hierarchy. The NVC will also consider, with the aim to minimise, impacts on biological diversity, soil, water
and other natural resources, threatened species or ecological communities under the EPBC Act or listed species under
the NP&W Act.

e) Avoidance - outline measures taken to avoid clearance of native vegetation
The following measures have been implemented for the proposed Project to avoid impacts to native vegetation as
much as possible:
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e Clearance is required for up to 2.6 ha of native vegetation for the upgrade to existing transmission
infrastructure. The Impact Footprint has been historically cleared and all vegetation present has since
regenerated. Remnant vegetation beyond the Impact Footprint will be avoided.

e  Existing tracks will be utilised for access, avoiding the need for additional clearance.

f) Minimisation - if clearance cannot be avoided, outline measures taken to minimise the extent, duration and
intensity of impacts of the clearance on biodiversity to the fullest possible extent (whether the impact is
direct, indirect or cumulative).

The following measures have been implemented for the proposed Project to minimise impacts to native vegetation

as much as possible:
* The Impact Footprint will be contained within what appear to be the previously disturbed areas. These areas

contain less diversity of native herbaceous species and a higher cover of weeds than the surrounding area.
e Hygiene measures will be implemented to minimise / prevent weed spread and introduction (e.g.
development of a Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP)).
e Requirement for construction contractors to further minimize disturbance where practicable
e Construction contractors required to delineate construction activity zone and this communicate to workers
*  Where earthworks are not required within the Impact Footprint, less destructive methods such as rolling of
vegetation may be implemented to minimise the amount of permanent clearance.

g) Rehabilitation or restoration — outline measures taken to rehabilitate ecosystems that have been degraded,
and to restore ecosystems that have been degraded, or destroyed by the impact of clearance that cannot be
avoided or further minimised, such as allowing for the re-establishment of the vegetation.
Vegetation clearance within the Transmission Line footings will be permanent. However, the following measures will
be implemented for the broader Project Area:
e Following completion of the works, the areas within the Impact Footprint without permanent infrastructure
will be reinstated by levelling any surface irregularities and, where necessary, raking vegetation back over
exposed areas. It is anticipated that the site will naturally rehabilitate over time, as there is no requirement
for ongoing disturbance once installation is complete. Rehabilitation may be slow due to the arid
environment. Future activities will be limited to infrastructure maintenance inspections via existing access
tracks. Rehabilitation outcomes are expected to be consistent with the natural regeneration observed around
the existing transmission towers.

e Rubbish and construction materials shall be removed with the exception of rubble or excavated material
within 10m of new structures or on existing tracks that are to be retained.

h) Offset — any adverse impact on native vegetation that cannot be avoided or further minimised should be
offset by the achievement of a significant environmental benefit that outweighs that impact.

The NVC will only consider an offset once avoidance, minimisation and restoration have been documented and
fulfilled. The SEB Policy explains the biodiversity offsetting principles that must be met.

Offset will be made by way of payment into the Native Vegetation Fund.

4.5 Principles of Clearance (Schedule 1, Native Vegetation Act 1991)

The NVC will consider Principles 1(b), 1(c) and 1(d) when assigning a level of Risk under Regulation 16 of the Native
Vegetation Regulations. The NVC will consider all the Principles of clearance of the Act as relevant, when considering
an application referred under the Planning, Development and Infrastructure Act 2016.

Principle of Relevant information Assessment Moderating factors that may be
clearance against the considered by the NVC

principles
Principle 1b - | The PMR identified 24 EPBC listed Seriously at Impact Significance
significance as | threatened fauna species possibly Variance The Project is unlikely to:
a habitat for occurring within 5 km of the Project BAM1 - lead to a long-term decrease in the
wildlife Area (marine species omitted). The size of a population, or
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Table 4. Summary of the level of risk associated with the application.

Total clearance No. of trees N/A
Area (ha) 2.6
Total biodiversity Score 162.34
Seriously at variance with principle 1(b), 1(c) or 1 (d) BAM1 is seriously at variance with principle
1(b).
Risk assessment outcome Level 4

4.7 NVC Guidelines

Provide any other information that demonstrates that the clearance complies with any relevant NVC guidelines
related to the activity.

N/A
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A Significant Environmental Benefit (SEB) is required for approval to clear under Division 5 of the Regulations. The
NVC must be satisfied that as a result of the loss of vegetation from the clearance that a SEB will result in a positive
impact on the environment that is over and above the negative impact of the clearance.

ACHIEVING A SEB

Indicate how the SEB will be achieved by ticking the appropriate box and providing the associated information:
[ Establish a new SEB Area on land owned by the proponent.

[0 Use SEB Credit that the proponent has established.

O Apply to have SEB Credit assigned from another person or body.

O Apply to have a SEB to be delivered by a Third Party.

™ Pay into the Native Vegetation Fund (details provided below).

PAYMENT SEB

The SEB Policy states that if a SEB is required as a result of an approved activity undertaken under the Regulations, the
applicant has a choice of either providing an on-ground SEB or a Payment SEB. However, if a proposed clearance will
have an offset obligation of greater than 150 SEB Points Required, the NVC will first request that a reasonable attempt
be made to identify an on-ground SEB before a payment will be accepted.

If a proponent proposes to achieve the SEB by paying into the Native Vegetation Fund, summary information must be
provided on the amount required to be paid and the manner of payment:

Payment of $60,058.26 (including admin. fee) will be paid into the fund in full (i.e. not staged). Although <150 SEB
points are required for offset, the Native Vegetation Credit Register was checked for credit options for due diligence.
No current SEB Credit Areas are available within the Simmens IBRA Association or the Acroona Plateau IBRA Subregion.
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Appendix 2. Bushland Assessment Scoresheets associated with the proposed clearance (to be submitted in
Excel format)
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Species name Common name EPBC | NPW | Data Date of Species known habitat preferences Likelihood of use for habitat - Comments
Act Act source | lastrecord
/ PMST
presence

Source; 1- BDBSA, 2 - AolA, 3 — NatureMaps 4 — Observed/recorded in the field, 5 - Protected matters search tool, 6 — others

NPW Act; E= Endangered, V = Vulnerable, R= Rare

EPBC Act; CR = Critically endangered, EN = Endangered; VU = Vulnerable
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