


 

 

 

 

Salisbury Highway Dry Creek 

Native Vegetation Clearance Data Report 

Final 

Prepared by 
Umwelt (Australia) Pty Limited 

On behalf of 
Department for Infrastructure and Transport 

Project Director: Dr Travis How 
Project Manager: Angela Carpenter 
Report No.: RO6 
Date: April 2026 

 

112 Hayward Avenue, Torrensville 

 

This report was prepared using 
Umwelt’s ISO 9001 certified  
Quality Management System. 

  



 

Acknowledgement of Country 

 

Disclaimer 

This document has been prepared for the sole use of the authorised recipient and this document may 
not be used, copied or reproduced in whole or part for any purpose other than that for which it was 
supplied by Umwelt (Australia) Pty Ltd (Umwelt). No other party should rely on this document without 
the prior written consent of Umwelt. 

Umwelt undertakes no duty, nor accepts any responsibility, to any third party who may rely upon or 
use this document. Umwelt assumes no liability to a third party for any inaccuracies in or omissions to 
that information. Where this document indicates that information has been provided by third parties, 
Umwelt has made no independent verification of this information except as expressly stated. 

©Umwelt (Australia) Pty Ltd 

Document Status 

Rev No. Reviewer Name Date Approved for Issue Name Date 

V1 Angela Carpenter 16/09/2025 Dr Travis How 16/09/2025 

V2 Marcus Velickovic 
(Mott Mac) 

15/10/2025 Dr Travis How 28/10/2025 

V3 DIT 24/03/2026 Dr Travis How 01/04/2026 



 

Salisbury Highway Dry Creek  Executive Summary 
31668_RO6_SalisburyHwy_DataReport_V3_20260401 i 

Executive Summary 
The Department for Infrastructure and Transport (DIT) engaged Umwelt (Australia) Pty Ltd (Umwelt) to 
undertake a native vegetation clearance assessment at Lot 107 Port Wakefield Rd, Dry Creek (the 
Project Area). The purpose of the clearance is to enable the site to be utilised for a spoil receival 
facility, to receive spoil from the Torrens to Darlington (T2D) Project. 

The clearance totals 21.98 ha and impacts two vegetation associations: 

• A1: Tecticornia spp. ± Nitraria billardierei Low Shrubland over exotic grasses 

• A2: Melaleuca halmaturorum / Myoporum insulare Tall Shrubland over Tecticornia pruinosa. 

The Project Area was surveyed using the Bushland Assessment Method (BAM) on 28 July 2025. The 
survey did not record any threatened flora or fauna species and confirmed that no threatened 
ecological communities are present. 

The assessment indicates that the clearance constitutes a Level 4 clearance, with a total biodiversity 
score of 603.26. The proponent will be required to offset the clearance by providing a Significant 
Environmental Benefit (SEB) of either 663.59 SEB points or payment into the Native Vegetation Fund of 
$539,877.29 and administration fee of $29,693.25.  
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Abbreviations 
Abbreviation Definition 

BAM Bushland Assessment Method 

BDBSA Biological Database of South Australia 

CEMP Construction Environmental Management Plan 

DCCEEW Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water 
(Commonwealth) 

DEW Department for Environment and Water (SA) 

DIT Department for Infrastructure and Transport (SA) 

EPBC Act Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Commonwealth) 

IBRA Interim Biogeographical Regionalisation of Australia 

LSA Act Landscape South Australia Act 2019 

MCA Multi-Criteria Assessment 

MNES Matters of National Environmental Significance 

NPW Act National Parks and Wildlife Act 1972 (SA) 

NSC North South Connector Project 

NV Act Native Vegetation Act 1991 (SA) 

NVC Native Vegetation Council 

PDI Act Planning, Development and Infrastructure Act 2016 

PMST Protected Matters search Tool 

Project Area The site of the proposed clearance, Lot 107 Port Wakefield Road, Dry Creek 

SEB Significant Environmental Benefit 

sp. Species 

spp. Species plural 

SRF Spoil Receival Facility 

ssp. Subspecies 

T2D River Torrens to Darlington Project 

TBM Tunnel boring machine 

Umwelt Umwelt (Australia) Pty Ltd 
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1.0 Application Information 
Details of the native vegetation clearance applicant are provided in Table 1.1. A summary of the 
proposed clearance is provided in Table 1.2. 

Table 1.1 Application Details 

Applicant: Department for Infrastructure and Transport 
Key contact:  

 
Landowner: Department for Infrastructure and Transport 
Site Address: Lot 107 Port Wakefield Rd, Dry Creek  
Local Government 
Area: 

City of Salisbury Hundred:  Port Adelaide 

Title ID:  CT5491/615 Parcel ID D47757 AL107 

 

Table 1.2 Summary of Proposed Clearance 

Purpose of clearance Native vegetation clearance is required for the filling of the site at Lot 107 Salisbury 
Highway, Dry Creek for filling and development of the land for an 
industrial/commercial estate. The Sailsbury Highway Dry Creek site has been 
selected for potential future commercial / industrial development. Investigations 
around the potential suitability and impacts associated with filling, and ameliorating 
the site for a potential future commercial / industrial land use type are being 
undertaken. 

Native Vegetation Regulation Regulation 12 (32) – Works on behalf of the Commissioner of Highways 
Description of the vegetation 
under application 

The native vegetation under application consists of two vegetation associations 
• A1: Tecticornia spp. ± Nitraria billardierei Low Shrubland over exotic grasses 
• A2: Melaleuca halmaturorum / Myoporum insulare Tall Shrubland over 

Tecticornia pruinosa 
 

Total proposed clearance - area 
(ha) and number of trees  

Total proposed clearance: 21.98 ha 

Level of clearance Level 4 
Overlay (Planning and Design 
Code) 

Native Vegetation Overlay 
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Map of proposed clearance area (show as a minimum; property boundary and proposed clearance area) 

 
 
Mitigation hierarchy Avoidance 

The Project Area has been selected as a preferred Spoil Receival Facility (SRF) as it 
avoids any impact to threatened species and ecological communities that would 
occur at alternative sites, as described in Umwelt 2025. In addition, it avoids areas 
likely to be identified as future conservation zones in the Dry Creek Code 
Amendment, anticipated to commence at the end of 2025. 
 
Minimisation 
The Project will minimise clearance, including cumulative impact, by locating all 
laydown areas and other infrastructure required for construction within the 
boundaries of the Project Area and by utilising existing access routes.  
DIT will undertake all vegetation removal activities in accordance with the DIT 
Vegetation Impact Assessment Guideline. Prior to any clearance taking place, DIT 
and its contractors will develop and implement a detailed Construction 
Environmental Management Plan (CEMP), which will include a Vegetation 
Management Plan or equivalent, to minimise the risk of indirect and unplanned or 
accidental impacts to native vegetation.  
Further, DIT will aim to limit indirect disturbance to and impact on neighbouring 
native vegetation and fauna by undertaking, at a minimum, the following measure 
during construction: 
• Dust and erosion management, according to the measures developed in an 

agreed CEMP. 
• Stormwater, runoff and drainage management, according to the measures 

developed in an agreed CEMP. 
• Biosecurity, including weeds and pathogens, according to the measures 

developed in an agreed CEMP. 
• Wastewater and chemical contamination management, according to the 

measures developed in an agreed CEMP. 
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Indirect impacts to fauna will be managed by the development of a Biodiversity 
Management Plan or its equivalent, that will include as a minimum: 
• Measures for managing the impact of lighting on fauna where construction 

activities are occurring at night. 
• Measures for managing the impact of mortality of fauna caused by interactions 

between fauns and vehicles, plant and machinery. 
• Measures for managing the impacts associated with construction noise. 
 
Rehabilitation or restoration 
The Sailsbury Highway Dry Creek site has been selected for potential future 
commercial / industrial development. Investigations around the potential suitability 
and impacts associated with filling, and ameliorating the site for a potential future 
commercial / industrial land use type are being undertaken. Clearance of native 
vegetation will allow the receival of spoil which will enable the site to be developed 
further for industrial land use purposes. Clearance is therefore expected to be 
permanent, with no rehabilitation or restoration likely to be undertaken. 
 
Offset 
The proponent has searched within DIT for any suitable on-ground offset and was 
unable to find a suitable offset that was not already committed against previous  
impacts (Northern Connector impacts). Adverse impacts by achieving the SEB 
obligations, according to that set out in Section 5.0 on page 28 and Section 6.0 on 
page 29.  

SEB Offset proposal Payment into the Native Vegetation Fund of $569,570.54 (including admin fee of 
$29,693.25). 
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2.0 Purpose of the Clearance 

2.1 Description 

The Department for Infrastructure and Transport (DIT) has engaged Umwelt (Australia) Pty Ltd 
(Umwelt) to undertake a Native Vegetation Assessment and Native Vegetation Clearance Data Report 
for clearance of native vegetation at Lot 107 Port Wakefield Rd, Dry Creek (the Project Area) to permit 
filling and development of the land for commercial/industrial use. The Sailsbury Highway Dry Creek 
site has been selected for potential future commercial / industrial development. Investigations 
around the potential suitability and impacts associated with filling, and ameliorating the site for a 
potential future commercial / industrial land use type are being undertaken. 

An Environment and Heritage Impact Assessment (EHIA) is currently being completed to investigate 
the potential suitability and impacts associated with required amelioration and filling of the site, 
including an assessment of impacts to biodiversity (both flora and fauna) which this investigation will 
inform.   

2.2 Background 

The T2D Project extends from Tonsley Boulevard, Darlington to Grange Road, Hindmarsh. The project 
design includes two twin tunnels (northern tunnel and southern tunnel sections), three connecting 
lowered motorways (northern lowered, tunnel connector and southern lowered) and various road 
upgrades.  

During construction, the T2D Project will produce surplus soil (spoil) during excavation of the lowered 
motorway, tunnel portal and tunnel sections of the alignment. Approximately 40% of the spoil will be 
generated by using a tunnel boring machine (TBM), with the remaining 60% generated by bulk 
earthworks using earthmoving equipment. 

As there are limited opportunities for re-use at the project’s construction site, all spoil and waste, 
including TBM spoil and surface bulk earthworks, will be transported to dedicated approved spoil 
receival sites.  

To assist in developing the Spoil Management Strategy for the T2D project, a Multi-Criteria 
Assessment (MCA) of 22 potential sites to store and treat spoil from the Project for re-use and 
disposal was undertaken. 

The DIT completed an open Expression of Interest process for spoil management sites to gain an 
understanding of options for how the spoil from the Project could be managed, all 22 sites were 
assessed under an MCA framework which assessed the following five criteria: 

• Economic 

• Environmental 

• Social 

• Technical 

• Cost / risk. 
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Through this process a different site, the Gillman SRF (located at North Arm Road, CT 6312/944 Lot 
501 Gillman and CT 6312/944 Lot 502 Dry Creek), was selected as the preferred spoil receival site.  

In Q4 of 2024 a rapid assessment of three alternative sites that had been initially considered during 
the MCA process was conducted, with these sites located on land parcels already in the possession 
of DIT. This rapid assessment was based on existing environmental and planning factors on each site 
at: 

• Dry Creek Salt Fields 

• Gillman Marshalling Yard 

• Lot 107 Port Wakefield Rd, Dry Creek (the Project Area). 

Potential future use of each of the alternative sites have been considered in consultation with the 
Department for Housing and Urban Development to determine the most likely potential use of each 
site and consider the likelihood that residential development could be included in any of the sites; 

• Dry Creek Salt Flats 

○ Potential Industrial Land Use 

▪ Re-zoning required- Low likelihood of successful outcome 

• Gillman Marshalling Yards 

○ Potential Residential Land Use 

▪ Re-zoning required- High likelihood of successful outcome 

○ Potential Industrial Land Use 

▪ No re-zoning required. 

• Lot 107 Port Wakefield Rd, Dry Creek (the Project Area) 

○ Potential Industrial Land Use 

• Re-zoning required- High likelihood of successful outcome. 

The Project Area was selected as one of the preferred sites to use for the receival of spoil for the 
reasons discussed in Section 4.4 on Page 20. 

2.3 General Location Map 

The proposed clearance is located at Lot 107 Port Wakefield Road, Dry Creek. This is shown on the 
map in Figure 2.1. 
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2.6 Native Vegetation Regulation 

Clearance is sought under Regulation 12, Schedule 1; Clause 32 – Works on behalf of the 
Commissioner of Highways. 

This regulation allows for the clearance of vegetation incidental to new work being undertaken by or 
on behalf of the Commissioner of Highways, including roads and ports infrastructure. Under the 
regulation, the proponent must comply with the following requirements: 

1. Clearance of vegetation must be incidental to new work being undertaken by or on behalf of 
the Commissioner of Highways, and/or 

2. Clearance is undertaken in accordance with an NVC approved Standard Operating Procedure. 
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3.0 Method 

3.1 Flora Assessment 

3.1.1 Bushland Assessment Method 
The native vegetation under clearance application was assessed according to the Bushland 
Assessment Method (BAM).  The BAM is derived from the Nature Conservation Society of South 
Australia’s Bushland Condition Monitoring methodology (Croft, Pedler, & Milne, 2005). The BAM is 
used to assess areas of native vegetation requiring clearance and calculate the Significant 
Environmental Benefit (SEB) requirements.  

Details of site selection/stratification and assessment protocols, and the biodiversity value 
components assessed and the factors that influence these components are outlined in the Bushland 
Assessment Manual (NVC, 2024b).  

The Conservation Significance Scores were calculated from direct observations of flora and direct and 
historical observations of fauna species of conservation significance. This is discussed further in 
Section 3.2.  

The field survey component of the BAM was undertaken on 28 July 2025 by accredited Principal 
Ecologist Jesse Carpenter and Ecologist Taylor Headland. 

3.1.2 Threatened Ecological Communities and Ecosystems 
The potential for Threatened Ecological Communities (TEC) listed under the EPBC Act to occur on site 
was determined by undertaking a search of the Protected Matters Search Tool (PMST). The PMST is 
maintained by DCCEEW.  

The actual presence of TECs in the Project Area was based on the vegetation associations confirmed 
by the field survey. The Provisional List of Threatened Ecosystems (Department for Environment and 
Heritage, 2005a) was also consulted to determine the presence of any threatened communities not 
listed under the EPBC Act. 

3.2 Fauna Assessment 

3.2.1 Desktop Assessment 
A desktop analysis of the Project Area was undertaken to determine threatened species that have 
potential to occur in the Project Area. A Search Area within a 5 km radius of the Project Area was used 
to query relevant databases. 

Two relevant databases were queried: 

1. Protected Matters Search Tool (PMST) 

2. Biological Database of South Australia (BDBSA).   
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3.2.1.1 PMST 

A PMST report was generated on the 8th of July 2025 to identify flora, fauna and TECs listed under the 
EPBC Act as threatened or migratory (Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and 
Water, 2025). Only species and TECs identified in the PMST report as known to occur within the 
Search Area were assessed for their likelihood of occurrence within the Project Area. 

Species assessed as possible, likely or highly likely to occur in the Project Area were entered into the 
BAM scoresheets for the purposes of calculating the threatened fauna score, conservation 
significance score and SEB obligations of the clearance.  

3.2.1.2 BDBSA 

A data extract from the BDBSA was obtained from Naturemaps to identify flora and fauna species that 
have been recorded within 5 km of the Project Area (data extracted 8/7/2025) (DEW, 2025b).  

The BDBSA is comprised of an integrated collection of species records from the South Australian 
Museum, conservation organisations, private consultancies, Birds SA, Birdlife Australia and the 
Australasian Wader Study Group, which meet DEWs standards for data quality, integrity and 
maintenance. Only species with records since 1995 and a spatial reliability of less than 1 km were 
assessed for their likelihood of occurrence. 

Species assessed as possible, likely or highly likely to occur in the Project Area were entered into the 
BAM scoresheets for the purposes of calculating the threatened fauna score, conservation 
significance score and SEB obligations of the clearance.  

3.2.2 Field Survey 
No targeted fauna survey was undertaken. However, all native and introduced fauna observed 
opportunistically while undertaking the vegetation survey was recorded.  

Although not part of the proposed impact area of Project Area, two observers walked the length of the 
wetland forming the eastern boundary of the Project Area. Observers searched to record opportunistic 
observations of wetland and/or migratory birds that might occur adjacent to the proposed impact 
area.  

3.2.3 Likelihood of Occurrence Assessment 
Threatened fauna identified by the database searches were assessed for their likelihood of 
occurrence in the Project Area. The assessment considered the habitat requirement of individual 
species, available habitat in the Project Area and the recency and proximity of historical records. 
Threatened species were assigned one of the likelihood categories listed in Table 3.1. 

Table 3.1 Likelihood of Occurrence Assessment Criteria 

Likelihood  Criteria  
Highly 
Likely/Known  

Recorded in the last 10 years, the species does not have highly specific niche requirements, the habitat 
is 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.  
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Likelihood  Criteria  
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 provide 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.  

3.3 Limitations 

3.3.1 Desktop Assessment 
Flora and fauna records were retrieved from the PMST and BDBSA data extracts. The BDBSA only 
includes verified flora and fauna records submitted to DEW or partner organisations. It is recognised 
that information is imperfectly captured, and it is possible that significant species may occur in the 
Project Area that are not reflected by database records. Although much of the BDBSA data has been 
through a variety of validation processes, the lists may contain errors and should be used with 
caution. DEW gives no warranty that the data is accurate or fit for any particular purpose of the user or 
any person to whom the user discloses the information.  

3.3.2 Field Survey 
The field survey was undertaken over one day in winter when not all species may have been present or 
identifiable. 

No species-specific targeted flora or fauna surveys were undertaken. 
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4.0 Assessment Outcomes 

4.1 Vegetation Assessment 

4.1.1 General Description of the Vegetation, the Site and Matters of 
Significance 

Native vegetation in the Project Area consists of 21.98 ha of low shrubland and shrubland. The Project 
Area occurs in a low-lying run on area that includes broad, shallow drainage features that are 
temporarily inundated following rainfall (Photo 4.1). The predominance of Tecticornia sp. indicates 
the saline nature of the soils and ephemeral wet areas. 

The Project Area is remote from the tidal influence of the Port River and Barker Inlet. Even during 
exceptionally high tide events, the site is protected by the industrial development of the salt fields and 
constructed bunds and banks. Temporary inundation of the lower lying parts of the Project Area is 
caused by rainfall and local run-off.  

The Project Area has been used for grazing purposes historically, with remains of stock infrastructure, 
such as water troughs, still present. It is currently surrounded by the Salisbury Highway to the east 
and the Barker Inlet salt fields on the northern and western boundaries, Part of the Magazine Road 
Wetlands complex runs the length of the eastern boundary, between the Project Area and the 
Salisbury Highway. This wetland, which is not impacted by the proposed clearance, consists of 
artificially constructed pools and channels with planted vegetation (Photo 4.2). This planted 
vegetation consists of native species but is not considered native vegetation as defined under the NV 
Act. 

A total of 21 flora species were recorded on site during the field survey, including 11 non-native weed 
species. Two species listed as Declared under the LSA Act were detected, Lycium ferocissimum 
(African Boxthorn) and Olea Europaea (European Olive). Refer to Appendix 1 for a list of species 
recorded during the field survey.  

Three BAM surveys were undertaken across the site, where two native vegetation associations occur. 
These are listed below and described further in Section 4.1.3:  

• A1: Tecticornia spp. ± Nitraria billardierei Low Shrubland over exotic grasses 

• A2: Melaleuca halmaturorum / Myoporum insulare Tall Shrubland over Tecticornia pruinosa 

The extent of these vegetation associations and the location of BAM survey sites are shown on the 
map in Figure 4.1. 

Vegetation is generally in poor to moderate condition, with a low structural and species diversity. It is 
heavily impacted by weeds (Photo 4.3), especially grass and forb species such as Oxalis pes-caprae 
(Sour Sob) and Avena barbata (Bearded Oat), but also woody weeds, particularly Lycium 
ferocissimum (African Boxthorn) (Photo 4.4). The locations where African Boxthorn was recorded are 
shown on the map in Figure 4.1. 

 







 

Salisbury Highway Dry Creek Assessment Outcomes 
31668_RO6_SalisburyHwy_DataReport_V3_20260401 15 

4.1.3 Details of the Vegetation Associations Proposed to be Impacted 
Two vegetation associations occur in the Project Area and are described in Table 4.2 and   
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Table 4.3: 

• Site A1a and A1b – Table 4.2 

• Site A2 – Table 4.3 

Table 4.2 Details of A1a and A1b: Tecticornia spp. ± Nitraria billardierei Low Shrubland over 
exotic grasses 

Benchmark Community           SMLR Co 8.2 – Coastal Samphire / Saltbush, Bluebush. Shrublands with Infrequent 
Inundation/ Lower Salinity 
 

 
Site A1a 
 

 

 
 
Site A1b 
 

General 
Description of VA 

The vegetation comprised of a dominant understory of samphire, particularly Tecticornia pruinosa, 
but with small patches of Sarcocornia blackiana present closer to water bodies. Exotic grasses were 
interspersed amongst the samphire, such as Lolium sp., Medicago sp., and Romulea sp. One 
declared weed was observed on site, Lycium ferocissimum (African Boxthorn). Shrubland species 
included Enchylaena tomentosa and Nitraria billardierei.  

Threatened 
Species or 
Community 

This vegetation association does not comprise a listed TEC.  
A range of common bird species were detected on site during the field survey. No state or nationally 
listed threatened fauna species were detected on site during the survey. However, the desktop search 
identified several threatened species which may utilise the habitat, which can be found in table 4.4.  

Landscape 
Context Score 

1.2 / 1.2 Vegetation 
Condition Score 

14.90 / 26.64 Conservation 
Significance 
Score 

1.1 / 1.1 

Unit Biodiversity 
Score 

19.67 / 35.16 Area (ha) 21.87  Total Biodiversity 
Score 

430.18 / 768.95 
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Table 4.3 Details of A2: Melaleuca halmaturorum / Myoporum insulare Tall Shrubland over 
Tecticornia pruinosa 

 

 
 
Site A2 
 
General 
Description of VA 

The vegetation comprised of a dominant understory of samphire, in particular Tecticornia pruinosa, 
but with small patches of Sarcocornia blackiana present. Exotic grasses and native shrubs were 
interspersed amongst the samphire, such as Lolium sp., Medicago sp., as well as Nitraria billardierei, 
Atriplex semibaccata and Enchylaena tomentosa. The midstory comprised of regenerating Melaleuca 
halmaturorum and Myoporum insulare.  

Threatened 
Species or 
Community 

This vegetation association does not comprise a listed TEC.  
A range of common bird species were detected on site during the field survey. No state or nationally 
listed threatened fauna species were detected on site during the survey. However, the desktop search 
identified several threatened species which may utilise the habitat, which can be found in table 4.4. 

Landscape 
Context Score 

1.17 Vegetation 
Condition Score 

26.04 Conservation 
Significance 
Score 

1.10 

Unit Biodiversity 
Score 

33.51 Area (ha) 0.11 Total Biodiversity 
Score 

3.69 
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4.1.4 Photo log 
Additional photographs of the Project Area are provided in the Figures below. These have been 
referenced in the text throughout the report. 

  
Photo 4.1 Shallow, Ephemeral Wetland 
in the Project Area. 

Photo 4.2 The Magazine Road Wetlands, 
Which Occur Outside the Eastern Boundary of 
the Project Area 

 

  
Photo 4.3 The Weed Oxalis pes-caprae 
(Sour Sob) smothering a Tecticornia shrub. 

Photo 4.4 A Lycium ferocissimum (African 
Boxthorn) Shrub in the Project Area 
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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. 

a) avoidance – measures should be taken to avoid clearance of native vegetation 

To assist in developing the Spoil Management Strategy for the T2D Project, a Multi-Criteria 
Assessment (MCA) of 22 potential sites to store and treat spoil from the T2D Project for re-use and 
disposal was undertaken. Through this process the Gillman Spoil Receival Facility (SRF), located at 
Gillman was selected as the preferred spoil receival site. 

An additional rapid assessment process of the suitability of three alternative sites to handle surplus 
spoil. These three sites include the Project Area and are listed below: 

1. Dry Creek Salt Flats 

2. Gillman Marshalling Yards 

3. Lot 107 Port Wakefield Rd, Dry Creek (the Project Area) 

Of these sites the final two have been selected as preferred sites. This avoids any impact to 
threatened species and ecological communities that would occur if the Dry Creek salt Flats were 
developed. In addition, the Dry Creek Code Amendment anticipated to commence at the end of 2025 
has identified that site and a potential future conservation zone. 

b) minimisation – if clearance of native vegetation cannot be avoided, measures should be taken 
to minimise the extent, duration and intensity of impacts of the clearance on biological diversity 
to the fullest possible extent (whether the impact is direct, indirect or cumulative) 

The Project will minimise clearance, including cumulative impact, by locating all laydown areas and 
other infrastructure required for construction within the boundaries of the Project Area and by utilising 
existing access routes.  

DIT will undertake all vegetation removal activities in accordance with the DIT Vegetation Impact 
Assessment Guideline. Prior to any clearance taking place, DIT and its contractors will develop and 
implement a detailed Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP), which will include a 
Vegetation Management Plan or equivalent, to minimise the risk of indirect and unplanned or 
accidental impacts to native vegetation.  

Further, DIT will aim to limit indirect disturbance to and impact on neighbouring native vegetation and 
fauna by undertaking, at a minimum, the following measure during construction: 

• Dust and erosion management, according to the measures developed in an agreed CEMP. 

• Stormwater, runoff and drainage management, according to the measures developed in an agreed 
CEMP. 

• Biosecurity, including weeds and pathogens, according to the measures developed in an agreed 
CEMP. 

• Wastewater and chemical contamination management, according to the measures developed in 
an agreed CEMP. 

• Indirect impacts to fauna will be managed by the development of a Biodiversity Management Plan 
or its equivalent, that will include as a minimum: 
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○ Measures for managing the impact of lighting on fauna where construction activities are 
occurring at night. 

○ Measures for managing the impact of mortality of fauna caused by interactions between fauns 
and vehicles, plant and machinery. 

○ Measures for managing the impacts associated with construction noise. 

c) rehabilitation or restoration – measures should be taken to rehabilitate ecosystems that have 
been degraded, and to restore ecosystems that have been destroyed, by impacts of clearance of 
native vegetation that cannot be avoided or further minimised 

Clearance of native vegetation will allow the receival of spoil which will enable the site to be 
developed further for industrial land use purposes. Clearance is therefore expected to be permanent, 
with no rehabilitation or restoration likely to be undertaken. 

d) offset – any adverse impact on native vegetation or ecosystems that cannot be avoided or 
further minimised should be offset by the achievement of a significant environmental benefit 
that outweighs that impact 

Adverse impacts will be offset by achieving the SEB obligations, according to that set out in Section 
5.0 on page 28 and Section 6.0 on page 29.  

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

4.5.1 Assessment Against the Principles of Clearance 
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 clearance has been assessed against the Principles of Clearance according to Table 4.6. 
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4.5.2 Moderating Factors 
The proposed clearance is seriously at variance with Principles 1(b) and 1(f). The moderating factors 
for these principles have been discussed below. 

4.5.2.1 Principle 1(b) – significance as a habitat for wildlife 

Impact Significance 

If the NVC are of the opinion that the clearance will not have a significant impact on fauna habitat, the 
clearance may be reduced to ‘At Variance’. 

The proposed clearance is unlikely to cause a significant impact to any threatened species. This has 
been assessed against NVC’s significant impact criteria as set out in Table 4.7. This does not 
constitute a significant impact assessment under the EPBC Act and no assessment against the EPBC 
Act’s Matters of National Environmental Significance significant impact guidelines 1.1 (Department of 
the Environment (DotE), 2013) has been undertaken.  

Table 4.7 Principle 1(b) Impact Significance Assessment 

NVC Significant Impact Criteria - Wetlands Assessment 
Lead to a long-term decrease in the size of a population. Given the size of the clearance in the context of the 

surrounding area (see Section 4.5.2.2), clearance is not 
likely to lead to a long-term decrease in the size of a 
population.  

Reduce the area of occupancy of the species. No threatened species were found to be occupying the site 
at the time of the field survey. Given the extent of open 
space and suitable habitat within the surrounding area (see 
Section 4.5.2.2), any reduction in area of occupancy would 
be negligible.  

Fragment an existing population into two or more 
populations. 

The extent of clearance is not sufficient to fragment a 
population of any threatened species. Threatened species 
assessed as possibly or likely to use the vegetation under 
clearance are all species that are known to move large 
distances across areas of unsuitable habitat, such as 
migratory birds and the clearance would not prevent 
movement of species between areas of suitable habitat.  

Adversely affect habitat critical to the survival of a species. The vegetation under application is not considered to 
provide habitat that is critical to the survival of any 
threatened species. 

Modify, destroy, remove, isolate or decrease the availability 
or quality of habitat to the extent that the species is likely to 
decline. 

Although the clearance of vegetation will destroy and 
remove habitat, the extent in the context of similar habitat in 
the surrounding area is small (see Section 4.5.2.2). Its 
removal is not likely to cause the decline of any species. 

Result in invasive species that are harmful to a threatened 
species becoming established in a threatened species 
habitat. 

The vegetation under application is currently heavily 
impacted by invasive plants (see Section 4.1) and it is likely 
that invasive animals common in urban areas are present 
such as cats, foxes and rabbits. The clearance is not likely 
to introduce additional invasive species that would impact 
threatened species beyond the current level of impacts 
occurring in the Project Area. 

Interfere with the recovery of a species. The clearance is not likely to interfere with the recovery of 
any threatened species. 
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Common Species 

If the vegetation provides habitat for native species that are relatively common, and the area of 
clearance is not considered essential habitat to maintain the local population, it may be reduced to 
‘At variance’. 

The field survey observed only fauna species that are common in urban green spaces and semi-rural 
habitats in South Australia, including areas of introduced vegetation. The Project Area sits within a 
large network of similar open-space and areas bordering wetlands (see Section 4.5.2.2) and similar 
habitat to the vegetation impacted by the clearance is widespread. The vegetation under application 
contains no habitat features such as hollow-bearing trees, fallen timber or other habitat features that 
would be important as breeding habitat for most fauna, providing habitat that may be utilised for 
temporary foraging activities only. 

It is therefore not considered likely that the vegetation under application provides essential habitat for 
maintaining local populations of fauna.  

Non-essential Habitat 

If the clearance is of non-essential habitat for threatened species and the clearance will have a 
negligible impact on that species local population over the long term (i.e. next 20 to 50 years), it may 
be reduced to ‘At variance’. 

No threatened species were observed in the Project Area or in the adjoining wetlands outside the 
eastern boundary of the site. Although it has been assessed that some species possibly use the site at 
times, it is unlikely that clearance would cause the long-term decline of any species population. The 
habitat is considered non-essential habitat for the reasons discussed above.  

4.5.2.2 Principle 1(f) – it is growing in, or associated with, a wetland environment 

Impact Significance 

If the NVC are of the opinion that the clearance will not have a significant impact on a wetland 
environment, the clearance may be reduced to ‘At Variance’. The significance of the proposal’s 
impact to nearby wetlands has been assessed against the NVC’s criteria in Table 4.8 

Table 4.8 Principle 1(f) Impact Significance Assessment 

NVC Significant Impact Criteria - Wetlands Assessment 
Areas of the wetland being destroyed or substantially 
modified. 

Clearance of native vegetation and filling of the site with 
spoil will destroy the small areas of temporarily inundated 
wetland in the Project Area. 

A substantial and measurable change in the hydrological 
regime of the wetland (e.g. a change in the volume, timing, 
duration and frequency of ground and surface water flows 
to and within the wetland). 

Filling the site is likely to change the hydrological regime of 
the small wetland areas impacted. The magnitude of this 
change is unknown, since no hydrological studies have 
been undertaken. 

The habitat or lifecycle of native species dependant upon 
the wetland being seriously affected. 

Given the small extent (see Area of Impact on Page 27), it is 
unlikely that native species are entirely dependent on the 
Project Area. 

A substantial and measurable change in the physio-
chemical status of the wetland (e.g. change in the level of 
salinity, pollutants or nutrients in the wetland, change in 
water temperature which may adversely impact on 
biodiversity). 

No baseline data on the physio-chemical status of the 
impacted wetland area is available. Therefore, any change 
is unable to be measured. 
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6.0 Significant Environmental Benefit 
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.  Provide information below. 

  Use SEB Credit that the proponent has established.  Provide the SEB Credit Ref. No. ___________ 

  Apply to have SEB Credit assigned from another person or body.  The application form needs to be 
submitted with this Data Report. 

  Apply to have a SEB to be delivered by a Third Party.  The application form needs to be submitted 
with this Data Report. 

  Pay into the Native Vegetation Fund. 

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. 

• The Native Vegetation Credit Register was checked for appropriate credit on 15 October 2025. No 
like for like vegetation in the vicinity is available as an offset area in the credit register. 

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 amount required (including admin. fee)  

The proponent has searched within DIT for any suitable on-ground offset areas and was unable to find 
a suitable offset that was not already committed. 

Clearance associated with this project will be offset by payment of $569,570.54 into the Native 
Vegetation Fund, inclusive of $29,693.25 in administration fees. 
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Appendix 2  
Likelihood of Occurrence Assessment 
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