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Date Issued: 5 October 2021

| NOTICE OF AN APPLICATION FOR A PLANNING PERMIT

The land affected by the application is located at: Mullers Road, Nagambie VIC
3608

The application is for a Permit for: Native Vegetation Removal
(Mullers Road Stages 1 & 2)

The applicant for the Permit is: c/o Strathbogie Shire Council

The application Reference Number is: P2021-068

You may view the application and any documents that support the application on our

website at

https://www.strathbogie.vic.gov.au/development/statutory-planning/planning-permits-
currently-advertised

or at the office of the Responsible Authority during office hours:

Strathbogie Shire Councif #09A Binney Street Euroa
Telephone:(03) 5795 0000

Any person who may be affected by the granting of the Permit may object or make
other submissions to the Resporisible Authority.

An objection must bée sent to’'the Responsible Authority in writing, include the reasons
for the objection and state how the objector would be affected.

The Responsible Authority will not decide on the application before: 26 October 2021

All objections are placed on the relevant Planning Permit application file, which is
publicly available at all times. Objections can therefore be read and used by other
parties.

An objection form is available from Strathbogie Shire Council office, by phoning Council
on (03) 5795 0000 or at https://www.strathbogie.vic.gov.au/development/statutory-
planning/objections

If you submit an objection, the Responsible Authority will tell you of its final decision.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Strathbogie Shire Council is proposing a reconstruction of approximately 5.11 km of Mullers

Road, Nagambie, in two Stages — Stage 1 of 4.27 km length from O’Neills Road to Nook Road, and Q/)\ .

Stage 2 of 0.84 km length from Nooks Road to Vickers Road. These separate stages involve widening ~ +

the road, the removal of trees that are within 1 m of the existing road pavement, and the selective &

installation of wire barriers to improve road safety and to minimise native vegetation loss ( Q)(‘\\ 6
ci\‘\

In April 2021, Hamilton Environmental Services (HES) was engaged to undertake an asses‘irfqént of %Q

these areas of road reserves in Stage 1 to accurately determine the likely net loss. Furt hISO

HES was engaged in September 2021 to undertake an assessment of these areas of r& resesz}: in

Stage 2 to accurately determine the likely net loss. $ Q
g y Y (\(\ S

2
undertook field evaluation of the proposed works area of S&é\ge 1
from Council on the 17" May 2021, and the field evaluation of S@ge 2 onthe 7t

September 2021, and this report presents the findings from these mvegtfgatlons@'nd desktop

findings and details proposed offset arrangements. ~ &P
%Q %\Q)
9
(003 <
2. BACKGROUND o ¥
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2.1 Site Location and Descrlptlon(\qQ \@\6\@6
P Q

The assessed sections are found south of the V|ckq§(§oad%Q O@&%on and are 3.1 km south-west

of the Nagambie township (Vicroads 48 C6; Flg(\@ Q:@ D
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Figure 2-1 Aerial image of the location of the assessed road reserve within the district,
indicated with a solid red line (Image from Google Earth 2021).




Flora and Fauna Assessment and Net Loss Report — Mullers Road Nagambie

As indicated, the development footprint for the reconstruction project includes both road reserves
of Mullers Road over a length of approximately 5.11 km of Mullers Road, Nagambie, in two Stages —
Stage 1 of 4.27 km length from O’Neills Road to Nook Road, and Stage 2 of 0.84 km length from
Nooks Road to Vickers Road (see Fig. 2-2).

The road reserves on Mullers Road within the assessed area seem to be consistently 4 m in width
range, and are broadly continuously treed along their length with most mature Grey Box (Eucalyptus
microcarpa), River Red Gum (E. camaldulensis) and Yellow Box (E. melliodora), with some smaller
gaps in the canopy evident; there is no indigenous shrub layer within the assessed area, and the
ground layer vegetation across the area was dominated by opportunistic annual and perennial
introduced species.

The existing road seal of Mullers Road in both stages is 2.1 m in width, and this will bedncreasedto
3.6 m width with the reconstruction (

After detailed survey and careful consideration, Council has determined that at6tal of 22 trees were
required for removal across both stages (3 trees in Stage 2, and 19 trees in Stage 1) toachieve this
new road width — decisions have been based upon the Austroads Guide t&*Road Scifety — Part 6A:
Implementing Road Safety Audits (2019) as a guide to provide an indication of the level of risk posed
by the roadside trees, and on the traffic volume at this section of Mllers Raad is approximately (250
vehicles per day two-way within a 100 km/h speed zone), a cleazone width of 1 metre — the area
required for a vehicle that leaves the carriageway to stop safely or regain control - has been adopted
as a minimum clear zone width, supported with safety barriers whete applicable.

A total of 790 m of safety barrier on the eastern road-reserve of Stage 1, and 380 m of safety barrier
on the western road reserve of Stage 1 is to be installed, while a-total of 740 m of safety barrier on
the eastern road reserve of Stage 2, and 770 m.of safety barrier on the western road reserve of
Stage 2 is to be installed; as well as providingjincreasgd’safety for motorists using the road, the
installation of these barriers results in the-fetention ‘of.over 100 remnant trees across both stages
that would have otherwise required clearance

2.2 Bioregion and Ecological’'Vegetation Class

The assessed property is withinthe Victarian Riverina Bioregion (DELWP 2021a).

In Victoria, DELWP have developed ainon-line mapping layer that categorises pre-1750 and 2005
natural vegetation communijtiés into Ecological Vegetation Classes (EVCs) and have developed EVC
Benchmark Statements for'each of these EVCs that represent the best known example of this EVC.

Pre-1750 Ecplogical Vegetation Class (EVC) mapping suggests that prior to European settlement, the
vegetation of the proposed Stage 1 and 2 works areas would have been wholly Plains Grassy
Woodland EVC (EVCSS; Bioregional Conservation Status [BCS] Endangered)(DELWP 2021a and
2021b).

The EVCBenchmark statement can be found in Appendix A.

2.3 Land Tenure and Planning Scheme

The assessed area is within the Strathbogie Shire Council; Mullers Road is wholly Farming Zone and
Schedule to the Farming Zone; there are no overlays across the assessed area (DELWP 2021e).
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Figure 2-2 Aerial image of the extent of the proposed Stage 1 and 2 works areas on Mullers
Road Nagambie (Image from ESRI Australia 2021).
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3. METHOD

3.1 Desktop Review

The following desktop information was gathered:
e  Aerial imagery;

e  Planning information;

e Both pre-1750 and current EVC mapping;

e Relevant EVC benchmark documents;

e Threatened species sightings within a 10 km radius of the site using the VictoriamBiodiversity
Atlas, NatureKit and the Matters of National Environmental Significance Protécted Mattérs
search tool (Department of Agriculture, Water and Environment [DAWE])K

Following assessments, derived flora and fauna lists were checked against referencedists of rare and
threatened species in Victoria (DELWP 2021f).

3.2 Site Assessment

visited the proposed development area of Stage 1.0n the 17™" May 2021
accompanied by , to undertake the assessment. Air temperatures
were between 14 and 16°C, the sky was overcast, and.winds were light (Bureau of Meteorology
2021).

visited the proposed developrent area of Stage 2 on the 7" September 2021 to
undertake the assessment. Air temperatures-were between 7 and 9°C, the sky was overcast, and
there was no wind (Bureau of Meteorology 2021).

The length of both stages were examined, andjit was concluded that the only 22 remnant trees
identified by Council planning were likely losses;and as a consequence, only these twenty two
trees were assessed.

The proposed development area was traversed, with continuous active searching for flora and fauna
conducted over a totalperiod of 2 Yxchours across the two assessment times, with the following
assessments undertaken:

e Compilatiofrof a'detailed-flora species list, across the assessed area, excluding the former
garden,cincluding theattribution of cover/abundance to each species;

e  Casual sightihgs offauna noted;

o ‘fFheindividualrecording of indigenous trees proposed for removal across the site, including
their geo-location by GPS, diameter at breast height (dbh), their health, and presence of
hollows>A Scattered Tree is a native canopy tree that does not form part of a Patch (DELWP
2017);

¢~ A Patch of native vegetation is either: an area of vegetation where at least 25 % of the total
perennial understorey plant cover is native, or any area with three or more native canopy trees
where the drip line of each tree touches the drip line of at least one other tree, forming a
continuous canopy, or any mapped wetland included in the current wetlands map, available in
DELWP systems and tools and these areas were mapped (DELWP 2017);

e A Vegetation Quality Assessment was completed if any Patches were defined
in order to determine the potential Net Loss under the 2017 Native Vegetation Removal
Guidelines;
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e Recording and location of any specific instances related to land management, such as noxious
weed or pest animal infestations, etc.

Fifty five (35) images were taken across the stages during the assessments.

3.2.1 Flora

Specimens were identified using the Flora of Victoria (Walsh and Entwisle 1994, 1996 and 1999), and
PlantNet Flora On-line (Royal Botanic Gardens Victoria 2021).

3.2.2 Fauna

A list of fauna present across the sites was compiled, with the nomenclature based variously on the
compilations of Hero et al. (1991), Menkhorst (1995), Cogger (1996) and Simpson and Day (1998);
and utilising Triggs (1996) for identification using indirect methods, such as the presence of scats or
tracks.

4, RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

4.1 Vegetation

As indicated in Sec. 1, the road reserves on Mullers Road assogiated withthe two stages within the
assessed area seem to be consistently 4 m in width range, and are broadly continuously treed along
their length with most mature Grey Box, River Red Gum_ and Yellow Box; with some smaller gaps in
the canopy evident; there is no indigenous shrub layerwithin the assessed areas, and the ground
layer vegetation across the areas was dominated by opportunistic’annual and perennial introduced
species, such as Paspalum (Paspalum dilitatum)gCocksfoot (Dactylis glomeratus), Toowoomba
Canary Grass (Phalaris aquatica), Water Couch (Paspaltm_distichum), Great Brome (Bromus
diandrus), Wild Oat (Avena fatua), Barley{Grass (Hordeum leporinum), Rat’s-tail Fescue (Vulpia
myuros), Wimmera Ryegrass (Lolium rigidum), Capeweed (Arctotheca calendula), Stinkwort
(Dittrichia graveolens), Prickly Lettuce (Lactuéa serriola) and Cleavers (Galium aparine)(80 %
projective foliage cover). There are some.indigénous ground layer species present in the assessed
area, such as Curly Windmill GrassdEntéropogon acicularis), Common Windmill Grass (Chloris
truncata) and Brown-backed Wallaby-grass (Rytidosperma duttonianum)(< 1 % projective foliage
cover).

There were no rare;or threatened species observed across the proposed development area (DELWP
2021f).

Victorian BiodiversitycAtlas; NatureKit and Matters of National Environmental Significance searches
revealed-thattherewere records of seventeen (17) threatened flora species recorded or likely to
occurwithin a 10 kmd radius of the property. Likelihood analysis based on the available habitat of the
road’reserves, th&'level of disturbance of the assessed areas, as well as the lack of recent records for
fmany species;iindicates that none of these species are unlikely to be found on-site; many of these
speciés areunlikely to have ever been found in such an EVC and its available habitats because they
prefer wetland or seasonally inundated environments (DELWP 2021c, DAWE 2021; Appendix C).

It is'considered that the proposed removal of the roadside trees would have no impact on the
likelihood of any of these threatened species to occur.

Matters of National Environmental Significance searching the nationally critically endangered White
Box-Yellow Box-Blakely’s Red Gum Grassy Woodland and Derived Native Grassland community,
Natural Grasslands of the Murray Valley Plains community, and the Seasonal Herbaceous Wetlands
(Freshwater) of the Temperate Lowland Plains community, and the nationally endangered Grey Box
Grassy Woodlands and Derived Native Grasslands of South-eastern Australia and the Buloke
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Woodlands of the Riverina and Murray-Darling Depression Bioregions communities occur within a 10

km radius of the sites (DAWE 2021). No Buloke, White Box or Blakely’s Red Gum individuals or areas

that would have been remnant grasslands or seasonal herbaceous wetlands were found across the

assessed area. However, it is likely that the assessed site would have been a mixed Grey Box-Yellow
Box-River Red Gum woodland before pre-European settlement; there are no substantive remnants cg\
of this former woodland community found across the site other than the indigenous trees on the c’)\\

along the road reserve. v
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> 4.2 Fauna

The species that were noted are typically those observed in semi-rural environments, such as the
indigenous Australian Magpie, Australian Raven, Sulphur-crested Cockatoo, Magpie-lark and Noisy
Miner.
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There were no rare or threatened species observed at the site (DELWP 2021f).

The roadside consists of a mixture of sub-mature and mature indigenous trees that provide a low
diversity and simplified structural habitat; there are a significant number of hollows with a range of
different dimensions found in the mature trees, but the absolute numbers of such hollows would be
limited.

However, the lack of observed species diversity at the assessed sites is not surprising, given that:

e the adjacent freehold property along the length of the assessed area is mostly cleared land with
only peripheral woody vegetation;

e while there were some large indigenous remnant trees with significant hollows alongithe
roadside, there is no fallen wood left on ground across the site, no shrub layer, negligible
indigenous ground layer vegetation, and few standing dead trees;

e The Goulburn River corridor is 1.4 km to the west and a freehold land remnant block 2.5 km to
the south, however, other than continuously vegetated road reserves o O’Neills:Road, there is
limited landscape connectivity to these blocks of remnant vegetation;

e the highly likely presence of both a fox and feral cat population.

On this basis, there are relatively minimal opportunities for faunazoccupation of the sites, in terms of
a relatively simplified vegetation structure (i.e. little shrub or emerging tree layer, meaning fewer
opportunities for food collection and shelter/protection), and a relative lack of food sources (e.g.
lack of indigenous nectar producing plants and those preducing fleshydruits).

Victorian Wildlife Atlas, NatureKit and Matters of National Enviropmental Significance searches
revealed that there were records of thirty three(33) threaténedfauna within a 10 km radius of the
sites (excluding fish species). The likelihood afthe presence of these species and their likelihood of
assessed areas was considered and rated, based on‘the prevailing habitat and habitat quality of the
sites, habitat preferences for the specigs; the limitedJdandscape connectivity, the currency of known
records for the species, and the composition aid structure of the indigenous vegetation (Appendix
E). On this basis, it was considered that the‘available habitat along the assessed site was suitable for
thirteen (13) of these species “'Barking®©wlyBrolga, Crested Bellbird, Diamond Firetail, Hooded
Robin, Lace Monitor, Little Eagle)Painted®Honeyeater, Powerful Owl, Speckled Warbler, Square-
tailed Kite, Swift Parrot and White-thrdated Needletail — to utilise infrequently for foraging or
hunting (DELWP 2021c, DAWE2021;Appendix C).

4.3 SignificantTrees

The lengthof both stages'were examined, and it was concluded that the only 22 remnant trees
identified by Cauncil-planning were likely losses, and as a consequence, only these twenty two

trees‘were assessed (19 trees in Stage 1, and 3 trees in Stage 2); these trees were a mixture of

Grey Box,-Yellow Box and River Red Gum.

Images of:all trees were taken. The characteristics of all of these individuals can be seen in Appendix
B, and the locations of all of these trees can be seen in Figures 4-1 to 4-7.

Under the Guidelines for the removal, destruction or lopping of native vegetation (DELWP 2017)
there are two categories of native vegetation: Scattered Trees or Patches.

A Patch of native vegetation is either: an area of vegetation where at least 25 % of the total
perennial understorey plant cover is native, or any area with three or more native canopy trees
where the drip line of each tree touches the drip line of at least one other tree, forming a continuous
canopy, or any mapped wetland included in the current wetlands map, available in DELWP systems
and tools and these areas were mapped (DELWP 2017).
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A Scattered Tree is a native canopy tree that does not form part of a Patch (DELWP 2017).

Plate 422 The trees proposed for clearance: Tree 2 (top left), Tree 3 (2" left), Trees 4 and 5
(2" right), Tree 6 (top right), Tree 7 (left middle), Tree 13 (2" left middle), Tree 14
and 15 (2™ right middle), Tree 16 (right middle), Tree 18 (bottom left), Tree 19
(bottom middle), and Trees 20 to 22 (bottom right)(Source: author, dated
17/5/21).

Of these 22 trees proposed for loss, 13 are Large Trees according to the EVC benchmark for Plains
Grassy Woodland EVC (70 cm dbh; Appendix A):

e Trees1to 19 are found within Stage 1, and Trees 20 to 22 are found within Stage 2;
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e Trees1,7,8,9,610,11,12,13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18 and 19 (14 trees) are all proposed Scattered Tree
losses, of which Trees 1, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17 and 18 (11 trees) are Large Trees
according to the EVC benchmark for Plains Grassy Woodland EVC (70 cm dbh; Appendix A). Tree
18 is a standing dead tree;

e The remaining 8 trees are containing within two native vegetation Patches;

o  Patch 1is within Stage 1, and contains Trees 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 (5 trees), of which Trees 2 and
3 are Large Trees according to the EVC benchmark for Plains Grassy Woodland EVC (70 cm
dbh; Appendix A);

o  Patch 2 is within Stage 2, and contains Trees 20, 21 and 22 (3 trees), of which all are-Small
Trees according to the EVC benchmark for Plains Grassy Woodland EVC (70 cm.dbh;
Appendix C);

e Insummary, there are 14 Scattered Trees proposed for loss, of which 11 are Large Trees; and
there are two native vegetation Patches proposed for loss containing 8 trees, of which 2 are
Large Trees.

4.4 Patches

There are two defined native vegetation Patches — of a total extesit of 0.1777 ha - identified that are
likely losses with the proposed works.

A summary of the two patches proposed for loss with thecproposed.works is as follows:

e Patch 1 of 0.1660 ha within Stage 1 contains Trees 2, 3, 4,;5’and'6 (5 trees), of which Trees 2 and
3 are Large Trees according to the EVC benchmark for Plains:Grassy Woodland EVC (70 cm dbh;
Appendix A);

e Patch 2 of 0.0116 ha within Stage 2 contains Trees 2021 and 22 (3 trees), of which all are Small
Trees according to the EVC benchmark for Plains Grassy Woodland EVC (70 cm dbh; Appendix C).

The Patches proposed for loss were assessed usingthe Vegetation Quality Assessment method (Habitat
Hectares)(DSE 2004) by Steve Hamilton (HH128);7and the findings of this can be seen in Sec. 4.5.

4.5 Vegetation Quality Assessment

There were two native Vegetation Ratch designated that are proposed for clearing, and the details of
these are summarised in'Sec:4-4;

The Vegetation Quality Assessment of the designated Patches has been determined by Steve
Hamilton (VQA Eompetency HH129) according to DSE (2004), and the results of this assessment can
be seen.imTable 4517

Thed{abitat Scoresfor these Patches was 20 (Patch 1) and 13 (Patch 2)(Table 4-1); as the value
for Patch 2°wasx 20, it was corrected to a default of 20 in mapping output according to DELWP
(2017).

Thescares strongly reinforce observations made in the field that of the clearance Patches:

» .cThe patches were defined because of canopy cover;

® Patch 1 retained a Large Tree;

e There was no medium shrub layer or tree or shrub recruitment in the patches;
¢ Neither patch maintained an indigenous ground layer;

e Patch 1 maintained a litter layer dominated by introduced plant material;
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Figure 4-1 Aerial view of the assessed Stage 1, showing all assessed indigenous trees

proposed for clearance. Aerial image from ESRI Australia (2021).
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Figure 4-2 Aerial view of the southern end of the Stage 1 works area, showing the assessed
indigenous trees proposed for clearance. Patch 1 is outlined in green. Aerial image
from ESRI Australia (2021).
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Figure 4-3 Aerial view in the central section of the Stage 1 works area, showing the assessed
indigenous trees proposed for clearance. Aerial image from ESRI Australia (2021).
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Figure 4-4 Aerial view in the central section of the Stage 1 works area, showing the assessed
indigenous trees proposed for clearance. Aerial image from ESRI Australia (2021).
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Figure 4-5 Aerial view in the northern section of the Stage 1 works area, showing the
assessed indigenous trees proposed for clearance. Aerial image from ESRI Australia
(2021).
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Figure 4-6 Aerial view of the assessed Stage 1, showing all assessed indigenous trees
proposed for clearance. Aerial image from ESRI Australia (2021).
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Figure 4-7 Aerial view of the southern end of the Stage 2 works area, showing the assessed
indigenous trees proposed for clearance. Patch 2 is outlined in green. Aerial image
from ESRI Australia (2021).
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e Both patches did not maintain fallen wood on the ground and did not have standing dead trees;

e The patches have poor connectivity within the landscape (landscape context).

Table 4-1 Calculated Habitat Score for the defined Patches for removal within the proposed

development area (DSE 2004).
Patch 1 | 2

EVCt Plains Grassy Woodland
Approximate area (ha) 0.070 0.012
Large trees 6 0
Tree canopy cover 3 0
Understorey 5 5
Lack of weeds 0 0
Recruitment 0 1
Organic litter 4 5
Logs 0 0
Landscape Context Score 2 2
Habitat Score 20 13

1. EVCis Ecological Vegetation Class, from DELWPR(2021a).
5. NET GAIN AND LOSS REPORTING

5.1 Quantification of Loss

The native vegetation losses for both Stages 1 and 2. have been combined.

In summary, there are 13 Scattered’Trees proposed for loss, of which 11 are Large Trees, and there
are two native vegetation Patches proposed for loss of a total extent of 0.1777 ha containing 8 trees,
of which 2 are Large Trees.

It must be acknowledged’that-the‘proposed losses are of significant vegetation with considerable
biodiversity value:

e The extent ofloss'is moderate (between 0.5 to 1.0 ha), with these losses being both Small and
Large Trees that are either Scattered Trees or contained within two Patches, but given that these
trees are found-within a more-or-less continuous tree canopy on the road reserve, their loss will
notccontribute significantly to a fragmentation of the landscape within the immediate area;

o ~Theproposalwill result in the removal of 13 Large Trees that are all hollow-bearing, and their
loss isssigrificant, although less profound given the many Large Trees found along the Mullers
Read reserves;

o <Thge Strategic Biodiversity Value (SBV) of all Scattered Trees and Patches proposed for loss is a
mixture of low to high value SBV between 0.16 and 0.70;

e The Habitat Score of the two Patches proposed for loss was a low value (both < 0.2).

There are 60 threatened species that have habitat mapped to occur coincident with the proposed
native vegetation to be removed. None of these species have a mapped extent of habitat loss of >
0.0001 % of the remaining habitat.

No individuals of these 60 species were observed within the proposed development footprint; no
threatened species were found across the proposed development footprint area.
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The likelihood of seventeen threatened flora species and thirty three threatened fauna species being
found within the proposed development footprint or that would utilise the habitat of the proposed
development footprint has been considered in Sections 4.1 and 4.2, and all species listed, with
status, number of records within proximity, and likelihood of presence are outlined in Appendix C.

5.2 Avoid and Minimise

As indicated, the existing road seal of Mullers Road in both stages is 2.1 m in width, and this will be
increased to 3.6 m width with the reconstruction

After detailed survey and careful consideration, Council has determined that a total of 22 trees were
required for removal across both stages (3 trees in Stage 2, and 19 trees in Stage 1) to achieve this
new road width — decisions have been based upon the Austroads Guide to Road Safety’— Part 6A:
Implementing Road Safety Audits (2019) as a guide to provide an indication of thedevel of risk'posed
by the roadside trees, and on the traffic volume at this section of Mullers Road;i$"approximately (250
vehicles per day two-way within a 100 km/h speed zone), a clear zone width@f 1 metre — the area
required for a vehicle that leaves the carriageway to stop safely or regaincontrol -dhas been adopted
as a minimum clear zone width, supported with safety barriers whereapplicable:

A total of 790 m of safety barrier on the eastern road reserve of Stage 1, and'380 m of safety barrier
on the western road reserve of Stage 1 is to be installed, whilea ‘total of740 m of safety barrier on
the eastern road reserve of Stage 2, and 770 m of safety barrier on the'western road reserve of
Stage 2 is to be installed; as well as providing increased safety forimotgrists using the road, the
installation of these barriers results in the retention offover 100,reninant trees across both stages
that would have otherwise required clearance ( ).

Council has therefore carefully considered thepotentialblosses of native vegetation, employed
appropriate avoidance strategies (i.e. the use of safety bafriers), and have proposed the loss of 22
trees, the loss of native vegetation to theiminimum extent necessary in order to provide the
necessary risk profile for the proposegroad reconst¥uction.

It should be noted that Council had major.safety concerns regarding Tree 2, the trunk of which
currently intrudes on the existing pavement;and DELWP have provided permission for this tree to
be removed immediately, with the guarantee that it has been determined lost and will be offset

( ).

5.3 Offset reguirements

Mapping files Outlining’the-habitat scoring and precise location of the Scattered Trees and Patches
proposedfor clearance @cross the proposed development area were submitted to the EnSym NVR
Team Suppert inithe-outlined format following scenario-testing to clarify the requirements for offset
to_ develop the application. The Native Vegetation Removal Report for the likely native vegetation
cleardnce:for the proposed development on the site (Appendix D; DELWP 2021e) was received on
the 6" July 2021, and provided the following assessment:

e’ The outlined proposed clearance was assessed as being a Detailed Assessment Pathway;

e “>The Location Category for the losses are mapped as Location 2;

e The total extent of the clearance is 0.927 ha, comprising 13 Scattered Trees, of which 11 are
Large Trees, and two native vegetation Patches of a total extent of 0.1777 ha, of which one
patch contains two Large Trees;

e A General Offset of 0.198 General Habitat Units (GHUs) is required for the proposed clearance
based on a 1.5x multiplier, with 13 Large Trees;

e There are no Specific Offsets;

18




Flora and Fauna Assessment and Net Loss Report — Mullers Road Nagambie

e The Offset Site must be within the Goulburn Broken Catchment Management Authority
catchment (or Local Government Area — Strathbogie Shire Council);
e The Offset must have a minimum overall Strategic Biodiversity Value of 0.341.

6. MEETING THE OFFSET REQUIREMENT

A third party offset quote to satisfy the offset requirement has been sought, and is shown in
Appendix E.
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APPENDIX B

ASSESSED TREES OF MULLERS.ROAD
NAGAMBIE
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Tree

Tree location?

Common name Scientific name Diameter’ - -
number Easting Northing
1 Grey Box Eucalyptus microcarpa 80/70 332722 5921736
2 Grey Box Eucalyptus microcarpa 191 332719 5921914
3 Grey Box Eucalyptus microcarpa 70/45 332722 5921926
4 River Red Gum Eucalyptus camaldulensis 45 332724 5921928
5 Grey Box Eucalyptus microcarpa 40/20 332718 5921939
6 Grey Box Eucalyptus microcarpa 54/28 332720 5921970
7 Grey Box Eucalyptus microcarpa 102 332717 5922015
8 Grey Box Eucalyptus microcarpa 60/50 332713 5922371
9 Grey Box Eucalyptus microcarpa 42 332709 5922881
10 Yellow Box Eucalyptus melliodora 130/90 332700 5923053
11 Grey Box Eucalyptus microcarpa 88 332700 5923072
12 Grey Box Eucalyptus microcarpa 94 332702 5923077
13 River Red Gum Eucalyptus camaldulensis 146 332692 5923367
14 Grey Box Eucalyptus microcarpa 34 332692 5923386
15 River Red Gum Eucalyptus camaldulensis 109 332698 5923391
16 River Red Gum Eucalyptus camaldulensis 110 332687 5923430
17 Grey Box Eucalyptus microcarpa 137 332682 5923537
18 Grey Box Eucalyptus micrecarpa 110 (dead) 332675 5924136
19 River Red Gum Eucalyptus camaldulensis 30 332666 5925256
20 Grey Box Eucalyptus microcdrpa 25 332641 5925866
21 Grey Box Eucalyptus micfocarpa 8 332641 5925864
22 Grey Box Eucalyptus-microcarpa 10 332640 5925864
1. DBH is diameter at bregst héightcoverbark in cm (dbhob; 1.30 m);
2. Location data are nofthirgs and eastings of MGAz55 coordinates.
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APPENDIX C

EPBC AND VICTORIAN THREATENED
SPECIES AND LIKELIHOODOF
OCCURRENCE
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List of threatened flora species recorded by the Victorian Biodiversity Atlas and NatureKit in a 10 km radius around thé alignmeft, and by Matters of National
Environmental Significance search of the district, their status, and their likelihood of occurrence on the subject land (DELWP22021b and 2021c; DAWE 2021).

Scientific name Common Name Victorialn Commonwzealth vs:;?r:iso Last \ Appro.priaste Likelihood ;Jf
status status e record habitat presence
Acacia ausfeldii Ausfeld's Wattle v 2014 Yes Highly unlikely
Acacia flexifolia Bent-leaf Wattle r 2017 Yes Highly unlikely
Allocasuarina luehmannii Buloke ce 12 2017 Yes Unlikely
Amphibromus fluitans River Swamp Wallaby-grass \ 2 2009 No Highly unlikely
Amyema linophylla ssp. orientalis Buloke Mistletoe v 1 2009 Yes Unlikely
Brachyscome muelleroides Mueller's Daisy el \ 0 Yes Highly unlikely
Brasenia schreberi Water Shield v,L 20 1990 No Highly unlikely
Caladenia versicolor Candy Spider-orchid el \ 0 No Highly unlikely
Comesperma polygaloides Small Milkwort ce 2 2009 Yes Unlikely
Coronidium gunnianum Pale Swamp Everlasting v 1 2008 Yes Highly unlikely
Cullen parvum Small Scurf-pea el 1 2008 Yes Highly unlikely
Glycine latrobeana Clover Glycine vk \ 0 Yes Highly unlikely
Goodia medicaginea Western Golden-tip r 1 1892 No Highly unlikely
Pimelea spinescens ssp. spinescens Spiny Rice-flower el CE 0 Yes Highly unlikely
Prasophyllum validum Sturdy Leek-or¢hid e Vv 0 No Highly unlikely
Senecio macrocarpus Large-headed Fireweed el \ 0 No Highly unlikely
Xanthorrhoea glauca ssp. angustifolia Grey Grass-tree e,L 7 2017 No Not present

1. x=presumed extinct in Victoria; e = endangered in Victoria; v = vulnerable in Victoria; r = rare in Victoria; k = insufficiently known in Victoria; L = listed under the Flora and Fauna

Guarantee Act (from DEPI 2014);

CE = critically endangered nationally; E =iendangered nationally; V = vulnerable nationally (DAWE 2021);
As recorded in the Victorian Bigdiversjty Atlas (DELWP 2021c);
As recorded for the species.itthe Mictorian Biodiversity Atlas (DELWP 2021c);
Determination based onKnowti-habitat préferences for the species and the assessed habitat characteristics of the site, from Royal Botanic Gardens Victoria (2021) and Walsh and
Entwisle (1994, 1996 and 1999);

uhwnN

6. Based on known habitatpreferencesfor the species and the assessed habitat characteristics of the site, known records for the species, and their proximity and time of record.
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List of threatened fauna species recorded by the Victorian Biodiversity Atlas and NatureKit in a 10 km radius around thie alignmént, and by Matters of National
Environmental Significance search of the district, their status, and their likelihood of occurrence on the subject land (DELWP22021b and 2021c; DAWE 2021).

Scientific name Common Name V;:::l:;aln Com:::tnuv:ze alth wit:‘ierfollgim3 Last record* Aphr;r;i):ta;te Likelihood of presence®
Falco subniger Black Falcon v,L 2 2000 Yes Possible
Antigone rubicunda Brolga v,L 5 2008 Yes Unlikely
Burhinus grallarius Bush Stone-curlew el 2 1984 No Highly unlikely
Synemon plana Golden Sun Moth ce,L CE 0 No Highly unlikely
Falco hypoleucos Grey Falcon el \Y 0] Yes Unlikely
Pteropus poliocephalus Grey-headed Flying-fox v,L \Y 0 No Highly unlikely
Litoria raniformis Growling Grass Frog el \Y 3 1973 Yes Highly unlikely
Varanus varius Lace Monitor e 1 1997 Yes Unlikely
Hieraaetus morphnoides Little Eagle v,L 3 2004 Yes Possible
Grantiella picta Painted Honeyeater v,L V. 0 Yes Unlikely
Aprasia parapulchella Pink-tailed Worm-lizard el V 0 No Highly unlikely
Pedionomus torquatus Plains-wanderer v,L CE 0 No Highly unlikely
Anthochaera phrygia Regent Honeyeater ce,L CE 0 Yes Highly unlikely
Myiagra cyanoleuca Satin Flycatcher MTS 0 No Highly unlikely
Crinia sloanei Sloane's Froglet E 0 Yes Highly unlikely
Delma impar Striped Legless Lizard e,L Vv 0 Yes Highly unlikely
Polytelis swainsonii Superb Parrot &L \Y 0 Yes Unlikely
Lathamus discolor Swift Parrot el CE 6 2018 Yes Possible
Hirundapus caudacutus White-throated Needletail v,L \Y 0 Yes Unlikely

1. x=presumed extinct in Victoria; rx = regionally@Xxtinct; e = endangered in Victoria; v = vulnerable in Victoria; r = rare in Victoria; k = insufficiently known in Victoria; L = listed under
the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act (frdm DEPRI 2014);
2.  CE =critically endangered natiohally; E =tendangered nationally; V = vulnerable nationally; LMS = Listed Marine Species; MTS = Migratory Terrestrial Species; MMB = Migratory Marine Bird

(DAWE 2021);
3.  Asrecorded in the Victefian Biodiversity Atlas (DELWP 2021c);
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4. Asrecorded for the species in the Victorian Biodiversity Atlas (DELWP 2021c);

5. Determination based on known habitat preferences for the species and the assessed habitat characteristics of the site, from various State and‘Commonwealth conservation advice and
listings, recovery plans, etc.;

6. Based on known habitat preferences for the species and the assessed habitat characteristics of the site, landscape connectivity of the site, known récords for the species, and their
proximity and time of records.
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APPENDIX D NATIVE VEGETATION REMOVAL
REPORT (DELWP) ISSUED 6™ JULY
2021
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Native vegetation removal report

This report provides information to support an application to remove, destroy or lop native vegetation in accordance
with the Guidelines for the removal, destruction or lopping of native vegetation. The report is not an assessment
by DELWP of the proposed native vegetation removal. Native vegetation information and offset requirements have

been determined using spatial data provided by the applicant or their consultant. o)q;\‘
N
c}\
Date of issue:  05/07/2021 Report ID: HAE P‘gé\l 046 6
Time of issue:  5:13 pm O(\((\ 5\\\
N L
Project ID Mullers_Road_Nagambie_GDA94 050721 Q 06
O >
gfz? L
Assessment pathway & Q8
< 2
Assessment pathway Detailed Assessment Pathway ‘(\e @(‘\\
Extent including past and proposed 0.927 ha §\<\ 00(&
P\ Ne)
X ©
Extent of past removal 0.000 ha CJ(OQ \*QQ’
Extent of proposed removal 0.927 ha %ro(b Q@Q)
No. L dtob d | 13 & S
0. Large trees proposed to be remove O
g prop Q\ QA° 0
. ) RN\
Location category of proposed removal Location 2 \Q ‘O
The native vege{a{{\ ionisi %Oa mapped as an endangered Ecological
Vegetation C@ (as p ewide EVC map). Removal of less than 0.5
hectares éflf\htlve v éh in this location will not have a significant impact
on any h itat for arg,‘or threatened species.
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Native vegetation removal report

Offset requirements if a permit is granted

Any approval granted will include a condition to obtain an offset that meets the following requirements:

-9
. . &
General offset amount?! 0.198 general habitat units é\
Vicinity Goulburn Broken Catchment Management Authority (CMA) or Strathb@t@'\((e~ S
Shire Council A((\ ,&\QJ
. s . ‘KO\ o
Minimum strategic biodiversity value 0.341 @\ L
2
score R% R
S >
Large trees 13 large trees > 0&
<O Q
\ Q
N
R
NB: values within tables in this document may not add to the totals shown above due to rounding ‘(\6 @(‘\\
X
Appendix 1 includes information about the native vegetation to be removed \\(\ \\}Q
O
Appendix 2 includes information about the rare or threatened species mapped at the site. \O\\) 60
Appendix 3 includes maps showing native vegetation to be removed and extracts of relg@%t specieﬁ%abitat importance maps
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1 The general offset amount required is the sum of all general habitat units in Appendix 1.
2 Minimum strategic biodiversity score is 80 per cent of the weighted average score across habitat zones where a general offset is required
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Native vegetation removal report

Next steps
Any proposal to remove native vegetation must meet the application requirements of the Detailed Assessment Pathway a@;\'
will be assessed under the Detailed Assessment Pathway. 6\\

?\
If you wish to remove the mapped native vegetation you are required to apply for a permit from your local councﬂ.&ouncn will
refer your application to DELWP for assessment, as required. This report is not a referral assessment by DOF;@\/P c:\\\

RN
Q\
This Native vegetation removal report must be submitted with your application for a permit to remove, de@%y or I%ﬁ’ative
vegetation. Q Qo
CRRN

Refer to the Guidelines for the removal, destruction or lopping of native vegetation (the Guideli%e;%s\for ap\d@liQst of application

requirements This report provides information that meets the following application requirem@:@: s\d\
e The assessment pathway and reason for the assessment pathway \(\QJ (’\\
e  Adescription of the native vegetation to be removed (partly met) . \(\\ ((\Q’
e Maps showing the native vegetation and property (partly met) S Oc}\’
¢ Information about the impacts on rare or threatened species. Q‘J\O @6
e The offset requirements determined in accordance with section 5 of the %@delines@ that apply if approval is granted to
remove native vegetation. %Q’ R
& R
Additional application requirements must be met including: Q«O ‘\\0 &
e  Topographical and land information e @\b‘\@
e Recent dated photographs Q(\\ *00 6(\\
e Details of past native vegetation removal Q\{b ré\ QK
e An avoid and minimise statement <@ Q:%\‘\(‘}-\A
e A copy of any Property Vegetation Plan that app@s g\@ @\&
e Adefendable space statement as applicable @Q A

Y
e A statement about the Native Vegetation Precinct Plab%s aﬁ\plicable
e A site assessment report including a habitat hectare a sment of any patches of native vegetation and details of trees
e An offset statement that explains that@n offse\t@lﬁ’as l&én identified and how it will be secured.

9
O o (O
\® O%Q c\}‘ b\

Q .
.......................... 66&{?‘@\&@-

& o
© The State of V@agg%‘an oegr?vironment, Land, Water and Planning Disclaimer

Melbourne 2021 O This publication may be of assistance to you but the State of Victoria and its
Q o‘b . O(\\ employees do not guarantee that the publication is without flaw of any kind or is
This worl @%’ce ?u r a@}aﬁve Commons Attribution 4.0 International wholly appropriate for your particular purposes and therefore disclaims all liability
licenc v e-use the work under that licence, on the condition that for any error, loss or other consequence which may arise from you relying on
you erﬁit seS & Vigtoria as author. The licence does not apply to any any information in this publication.
images, tographs randing, including the Victorian Coat of Arms, the o . o o .
torian° Governme 0go and the Department of Environment, Land, Water Obtaining this publication does not guarantee that an application will meet the
(Qa &n inglo 0 view a copy of this licence, visit requirements of Clauses 52.16 or 52.17 of the Victoria Planning Provisions and
i i Victorian planning schemes or that a permit to remove native vegetation will be
O ‘llcreative ons.org/licenses/by/34.0/au/deed.en
6O g [N granted.
- S\O Al t@rig@(ﬁy the Victorian Government, 8 Nicholson Street, East Melbourne. . . . . o o
‘Q\ \(\ . & Notwithstanding anything else contained in this publication, you must ensure that
AV @ \b\?or,éﬁ‘ore information contact the DELWP Customer Service Centre 136 186 you comply with all relevant laws, legislation, awards or orders and that you
/QQ \fb obtain and comply with all permits, approvals and the like that affect, are
Q)* QQ’ applicable or are necessary to undertake any action to remove, lop or destroy or
‘QO otherwise deal with any native vegetation or that apply to matters within the
> scope of Clauses 52.16 or 52.17 of the Victoria Planning Provisions and

Victorian planning schemes.

www.delwp.vic.gov.au
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Appendix 1: Description of native vegetation to be removed

The species-general offset test was applied to your proposal. This test determines if the proposed removal of native vegetation has a proportional impact-on any rare or threatened species habitats
above the species offset threshold. The threshold is set at 0.005 per cent of the mapped habitat value for a species. When the proportional-jimpact is above the species offset threshold a species
offset is required. This test is done for all species mapped at the site. Multiple species offsets will be required if the species offset threshold is exceeded for multiple species.

Where a zone requires species offset(s), the species habitat units for each species in that zone is calculated by the following equationin accordance with the Guidelines:
Species habitat units = extent x condition x species landscape factor x 2, where the species landscape factor = 0.5 + (habitat impertance score/2)

The species offset amount(s) required is the sum of all species habitat units per zone

Where a zone does not require a species offset, the general habitat units in that zone is calculated by the following equation in accordance with the Guidelines:
General habitat units = extent x condition x general landscape factor x 1.5, where the general landscape factor = 0.5 *:(strategic biodiversity value score/2)

The general offset amount required is the sum of all general habitat units per zone.

Native vegetation to be removed

Information provided by or on behalf of the applicant in a GIS file Information calculated by EnSym
Zone Type BioEVC cor?siglrzv\ggon tIFZ;%se) rZr?]réi\ilﬂl Cosnccil)i:Lon Pg(i’gﬁtn in)t(;eonutt sst’:i\r/e sc|_c|)|re Hab_itat Offset type
status : overlap units
1-B SC?:t;éed Vriv0055 Endangered 1 no  <$70.200 0.070 0.070 | 0.622 0.017 General
1-A Patch vrivo055 Endangered 2 no ) 7 0200 N 0.166 0.166 0.557 0.039 General
7-B Sc.ar‘:faeéed VIiv0055 Endangered 1 5 ne” x 0200 0.070 0070  0.161 0.012 General
8-B SC?:fée‘j Vriv0055 Endangered 1 5o | 0.200 0.070 0.070 | 0.189 0.013 General
9-B Sc.ar‘:faeéed Vriv0055 Endangered:s @0 O «~&ho 0.200 0.031 0.031 | 0.700 0.008 General
10-B SC?Eteeere‘j VIiv0055 Endangered 1 no 0.200 0.070 0.066  0.496 0.015 General
11-B Scﬂteeéed vivo0ss | cEndangered (&’ 1 no 0.200 0.070 0.041 | 0.553 0.010 General
12-B Scﬁteeered vrivoos5>~ < Erfdangered 1 no 0.200 0.070 0045 | 0.504 0.010 General
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Information provided by or on behalf of the applicant in a GIS file

Information calculated by EnSym

Zone

13-B

14-B

15-B

16-B

17-B

18-B

2-A

Type
Scattered
Tree

Scattered
Tree

Scattered
Tree

Scattered
Tree

Scattered
Tree

Scattered
Tree

Patch

BioEVC

vriv0055

vriv0055

vriv0055

vriv0055

vriv0055

vriv0055

vriv0055

BioEVC

conservation

status

Endangered

Endangered

Endangered

Endangered

Endangered

Endangered

Endangered

Partial
removal

no

no

no

no

no

no

no

Condition
score

0.200

0.200

0.200

0.200

0.200

0.200

0.200

Polygon
Extent

0.070
0.031
0.070
0.070
0.070

0:070

0.012

OFFICIAL

Extent
without
overlap

0.070
0.003
0.070
0.070
0.070

0.070.

| £0.012

SBV
score

0.383

0.299 +
0291
0.366

0252

0.519

0.486

HI

Habitat
score

units

0.015
0.001
0.014
0.014
0.013

0.016

0.003

Offset type

General

General

General

General

General

General

General
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Appendix 2: Information about impacts to rare or threatened species’ habitats on site

This table lists all rare or threatened species’ habitats mapped at the site.

Species common name Species scientific name ﬁﬁﬁﬁ;‘;‘:’ Con;zrt\lgas\tion Group Habitat impacted % habitat value affected
Plump Windmill Grass Chloris ventricosa 500757 Vulnerable Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0001
Western Silver Wattle Acacia decora 500027 Vulnerable Disperréed Habitat importance map 0.0001

Ridged Water-milfolil Myriophyllum porcatum 502257 Vulnerable IrDispersed” : Habitat importance map 0.0001
Euroa Guinea-flower Hibbertia humifusa subsp. erigens 505083 Vulnerable Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0001
Pale Flax-lily Dianella(;ﬁ/.ee:m;;mgifolia 507399 Vulnerable Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Narrow Goodenia Goodenia macbarronii 501513 Vulnerable VIVDispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Mueller Daisy Brachyscome muelleroides 500465 Endanééred Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Pepper Grass Panicum laevinode 504808 Vulnerable Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Bent-leaf Wattle Acacia flexifolia 500035 ¢ Rar; ) Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Silky Swainson-pea Swainsona sericea 504946 B leneréi)le Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Yellow-tongue Daisy Brachyscome chrysoglossa 503554 1 \)lenerable Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Woolly Wattle Acacia lanigera var. lanigera ”5050793 Rare Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Small Scurf-pea Cullen parvum 502773 Endangered Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Ausfeld's Wattle Acacia ausfeldii ' 75007(513 Vulnerable Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Cottony Cassinia Cassinia ozothamr;c;ide; ' 501560 Vulnerable Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Kamarooka Mallee Eucalyptusifrrogré;':;ttii ) 501279 Rare Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Umbrella Grass Digitarggﬁigﬁiﬂﬁi?a var. 501045 Vulnerable Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Northern Sandalwood 7San£arllﬂm Iénceblatum 503005 Endangered Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Silky Umbrella-grass VDigi;aria ;mmophila 501041 Vulnerable Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
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Western Golden-tip
Broom Bitter-pea
Long Eryngium
Southern Swainson-pea
Spiny Rice-flower
Smooth Minuria
Purple Diuris
Dookie Daisy

Rosemary Grevillea

Late-flower Flax-lily

Dark Wire-grass
Branching Groundsel
Slender Club-sedge

Velvet Daisy-bush

Fuzzy New Holland Daisy
Pale Swamp Everlasting
Dwarf Brooklime
Waterbush

Hairy Tails
Jericho Wire-grass

Stiff Groundsel
Delicate Crane's-bill

Veiled Fringe-sedge

Goodia medicaginea
Daviesia genistifolia s.s.
Eryngium paludosum
Swainsona behriana

Pimelea spinescens subsp.
spinescens

Minuria integerrima
Diuris punctata
Brachyscome gracilis

Grevillea rosmarinifolia subsp.
rosmarinifolia

Dianella tarda
Aristida calycina var. calycina

Senecio cunninghamii var.
cunninghamii

Isolepis congrua

Olearia pannosa subsp.
cardiophylla

Vittadinia cuneata var. morrisii
Coronidium gunnianum
Gratiola pumilo
Myoporum montanum
Ptilotus erubescens

Avristida jerichoénsis;Var:
subspitulifera

Senecio behrianus
Geranidgm sp. 6

Fimbristylis velata

501518

503813

501238

504944

504823

502201

501084

505494

504066

505085

503630

503104

501773

502317

505060

504655

503753

502240

502825

504631

503101

505347

501369

Rare
Rare
Vulnerable

Rare
Endangered

Rare
Vulnerable

Vulnerable
Rare

Vulnerable

Rare
Rare
Vulnerable
Vulherable

Rare
Vulnerable
Rare
Rare

Vulnerable
Endangered

Endangered
Vulnerable

Rare
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Dispersed
Dispersed
Dispersed

Dispersed
Dispersed

Dispersed
Dispersed

Dispersed
Dispersed

Dispersed

Dispersed
Dispersed
Dispersed
Dispersed

Dispersed
Dispersed
Dispersed
Dispersed

Dispersed
Dispersed

Dispersed
Dispersed

Dispersed

Habitat importance:fiap
Habitat importance map
Habitat iniportance map

Habitat importance map
Habitat importance map

Habitat importance map
Habitat importance map

Habitat importance map
Habitat importance map

Habitat importance map

Habitat importance map
Habitat importance map
Habitat importance map
Habitat importance map

Habitat importance map
Habitat importance map
Habitat importance map
Habitat importance map

Habitat importance map
Habitat importance map

Habitat importance map
Habitat importance map

Habitat importance map

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000
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Lanky Buttons Leptorhynchos elongatus 501941 Endangered Dispersed Habitat imptinirt‘ance m#) 0.0000
Striped Water-milfoil Myriophyllum striatum 503869 Vulnerable Dispersed Habité£ i?nportanéé map 0.0000
Buloke Mistletoe AmyemaOI:inec;]p;gl)i/ga subsp. 500217 Vulnerable Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Buloke Allocasuarina luehmannii 500678 Endangered Dispersed Habifét importance map 0.0000
Riverina Bitter-cress Cardamine moirensis 505032 Rare Dispersed Hiabitat importance map 0.0000
Golden Cowslips Diuris behrii 501061 Vulnerable Disperséd Habitat importance map 0.0000
Yarran Wattle Acacia omalophylla 500069 Endangered Diépersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Clover Glycine Glycine latrobeana 501456 Vulnerable Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Eastern Great Egret Ardea modesta 10187 Vulnerable Dispersed Habitat;g;i?;i?é € map; 0.0000
Rye Beetle-grass Tripogon loliiformis 503455 Rare ; Drirspersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Floodplain Fireweed Senecio campylocarpus 507136 Rare Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Grey-crowned Babbler Pomatos;%n;léigl?smporalis 10443 Endangered Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Grassland Velleia Velleia arguta 503487 ¢ Rare ) Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Bush Stone-curlew Burhinus grallarius 10174 Endangered Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Brolga Grus rubicunda 10177 \/ulnerable Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000

Black Falcon Falco subniger 3 10238 7 Vulnerable Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000
Dwarf Bitter-cress Rorippa eustylis 75029744 V Rare Dispersed Habitat importance map 0.0000

Habitat group

e Highly localised habitat means there is 2000-hectares ot less mapped habitat for the species
e Dispersed habitat means there is more than 2000 hectares of mapped habitat for the species

Habitat impacted

e Habitat importance maps are the-fhaps’defined in'the Guidelines that include all the mapped habitat for a rare or threatened species

e Top ranking maps are the maps defined.in thé°Guidelines that depict the important areas of a dispersed species habitat, developed from the highest habitat importance scores in dispersed
species habitat maps and selected VBA records
e Selected VBA record is.an ared in-Victofia that represents a large population, roosting or breeding site etc.
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Appendix 3 — Images of mapped native vegetation

2. Strategic biodiversity values map
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4. Map of the property in context
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Flora and Fauna Assessment and Net Loss Report — Mullers Road Nagambie

APPENDIX E THIRD PARTY OFFSET QUOTE FROM
VEGETATION LINK

32



vegetationlink

Our reference: VLQ-6983-B

Your reference: Mullers Road, Nagambie q;\

RE: Quotation for the supply of native vegetation credits

QO X
Vegetation Link is an accredited offset provider with the Department of \'ﬁronme\@‘t, Land,
Water & Planning (DELWP). We offer a specialised brokerage service tog@able pe(ltmt
holders and developers to identify suitable native vegetation credits@\meet\g@gir planning

permit offset requirements. > XS

. . . N . .
Based on the information you have provided, | understand yOtt,QEqU|rq$}Se following native
vegetation offset: %fz?

General habitat ‘Min. SUEEgE Large
Offset type | Attributes units (GHU) biodiversity value trees

General Goulburn Broken CMA \,§8. 0.341 13
A
To meet your offset requirements, you s?wsﬁ\purc:h@qé gﬁ%’lve vegetation credits from a third
party as per the options quoted beIO\%é his qga&fg\en is valid for 14 days, subject to credit
availability and landholder pricing.&O ,0(\ Qﬁ\

Option 1: CTA pathway - offset site Iocated in the Mitchell Shire Council area
(approx. 2-5 week turnaround from acceptance of quote)

}

Cost of i\(@c?/qg’étgggn credits - invoiced by Credit Owner $24,320.00
Q » Qo O~ N

> & (‘Sﬁa@@éction fees - invoiced by Vegetation Link $1,165.00

SERIP A
RN Total (ex. GST) $25,485.00
60 ;\\O

@ .\00 Total (inc. GST) $28,033.50

Vs 0

Option 2: CTA pathway - offset site located in the Strathbogie Shire Council area
{approx. 2-5 week turnaround from acceptance of quote)

N X ' . . o
06\@(‘;\\000@\ @ Cost of native vegetation credits - invoiced by DELWP $24,245.10
6005\0&\ @0\(\,5\. Transaction fees - invoiced by Vegetation Link $1,020.00
9 . X

/\i&@&@%& Total (ex. GST) $25,265.10

X
S ¥ Total (inc. GST) $27,791.61

A\Y

o

7 Note that the transaction fee includes DELWP NVOR transfer and allocation fees and a Vegetation Link fee



vegetationlink



vegetationlink

FAQS

. : A%
What is a third party offset? \@q’
A third party offset is an offset site owned by another landowner who manages and \?“0
protects native vegetation on their land. Landowners who establish these offset sites are Q}\ ) Q)é
required to: & cj\\\

O &
e Enterinto a Landowner Agreement for the specified offset site. A landowner, (\\\\ @%Q
agreement is in perpetuity and is binding upon the current and future Iand@%’ners Qo%
\
O

of the site. It permanently restricts use of the site for many purposes. fbo

O Q
e Implement a detailed 10-year Management Plan endorsed by the D QP Na 4@@
Vegetation Offset Register to manage and improve the biodivers@%alues\g‘f he
X

site. ~o®® S
o&\ 000
How is the price of native vegetation offset gfedit é@ﬂ Us, GBEUs
etc.) determined? %ro@ &

9
Landowners who own offset sites set their own price @éz’native xz@getation credits. They
determine the price based on numerous factors. Thisjnclud &b‘g\gﬁhot limited to site
establishment, the cost to manage the site in per ity (e:g., r@mtain fencing, control pest
species), foregone use cost, and administrativ sts. aﬁer@%\ng on how the site is
registered, the credit fee may be paid to eitg@ DELW&R?br%qﬂectly to the landowner.

O
Further information about the work son&%\f our Iqﬁ%%\&hers are doing can be found on the
Vegetation Link website. P 6‘(9\\6

O &
<
\\}Q @Q)(Q

Q S oY
What is the processﬁaﬂer I\@@Z:Sic)’t the quote?

Aft tthe g @i%agﬂ?d 8@ ’%‘ﬁ\ h table, the following st illb
er you accept the returnthe purchaser table, the following steps will be
y ug n p g step

undertaken: A
> S &
1. We will setbﬁpé% a ‘Between the parties involved and send the contract out

for sig@ﬁ’g @/\g{{\@a{){i@s.

2. Onge't o&@\@s signed by all parties, invoices will be issued for the fees listed
' h@t{@é@ We will send you two invoices, one for our transaction fee invoiced
9 e s"tati;g?'? Link and one for the credit fee, usually to be paid to DELWP or the
(,OQ Qa%?c@&%e@.\We recommend providing remittances for your payments.
QT g D OQ“

ok §\.Q @ﬁocegéayments are received, Vegetation Link will send you an allocated credit
P 0}0 S'exdract from the Native Vegetation Offset Register and your executed contract as
O &Q\) S .%a&/idence that you have purchased the offset.
& & &
§§§<@éﬁ
¥ & g@c’@‘iow long will the process take? When will | get my credits?

9 .
,QQ\ T.MD . . .
«Q‘& \,5& o~ Generally, the process from quote acceptance to having evidence of allocated credits takes

Q;* R\4 between 2-6 weeks. This is dependent on a range of factors including the type of
‘OO landholder agreement, contract types and organisational workflows. We work as quickly as
possible to get your credits to you within this time period.

)

We note that you cannot remove vegetation until you have been given permission by the
Responsible Authority (usually the council that has issued your permit).


https://www.vegetationlink.com.au/landowner-profiles

vegetationlink

What happens if | don't have a permit yet?

When people are buying credits before a permit is issued, the following three options are

most common: A-
e You can pay for the offsets before the planning permit is available, and then the '\O_)Q)
offsets are allocated to the permit when it is available. This will incur an additional ?g’:\
S50 fee from DELWP. When considering this option, it is important to realise that N S
your estimated offset requirements may be different than the actual permit Q@Q’ &9

. “\
requirements. 4’\*0 oy

e You can wait for the planning permit to be approved first and then request a@ﬁote [
to meet the requirements in your permit. Should credits be available, you Q@h thenQO
start the offset purchase process. We then use the planning permit nuraber for on
allocating the credits. Allocating credits to the permit is evidence thg\(x\you hq’\\g@
purchased your offset. Q\"b \OK

e You can request a quote to confirm availability and to get an R&g’a of t @%ost of
offsetting before you apply for a permit. Once you receive ,’Q\‘é planr&)'@% permit you
can request an updated quote. It is at this point that YO,Q@%” then{go through the
offset purchase process. L @0

9
We cannot guarantee credit availability until a) contracts a@@execu@%, or b) credits have
been held via a pending trade lodged with DELWP Nativ@?egeta{@n Offset Register.

O O AL
We cannot guarantee price until a) a quote has bee @cceptg&‘w,@n 14 days, and b) a
Credit Trading Agreement is signed within 21 da@\ nd c)ome\'{ﬁv\oice for the credits is paid

within 28 days of the date the invoice is issugdbﬁ\ N O

> \Q
N\
K&\Q’ " c}\\\

R\ 0] QO
If | sign the contract, does%’fzt?at rge‘é\mf}MUST pay for the credits?

o Q
Yes, you have entered into a Contga%t agr%’?ﬁ\ pay for the offset credits therein and are
required to pay for those credi’@.QThe cr@@it% ust be paid for within 28 days of the date of
the invoice. & NS
QO . O P
‘O\e O%Q) ro\é\os\\
NN
Can you holdﬁg@r\ g&@or me, as | want to pay later?
Q )
We are unable @%(@i\cr@@’its\ﬁdr later payment. Please also see ‘What happens if | don't
. O
have a perr‘r&@e@ agzﬁe(\
NSRS,
6(0 G\O \(\Q \Q\)
SRS
&

A . . .
Fogo‘?gst%g?‘irfﬁ%rmatlon, see our website or the DELWP website.



https://www.vegetationlink.com.au/
https://www.environment.vic.gov.au/native-vegetation/native-vegetation/offsets-for-the-removal-of-native-vegetation
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