




  
 

mapping but also focused on defining habitat types based on the physical and functional characteristics 
available for fauna use. Fauna habitat types are often mapped at a broader scale than vegetation units. For 
instance, fauna habitat mapping can group multiple vegetation units into a single overarching fauna habitat 
type based on their similar habitat values. 

The revised Impact Area produces the following clearing ratios from each of the survey teams: 

 Flora and Vegetation survey team mapping  

– 65.35 ha of native vegetation 

– 32.73 ha of non-native vegetation 

 Fauna survey team mapping 

– 39.57 ha of native vegetation 

– 60.85 ha of modified vegetation 

A condition for a 100.5 ha vegetation clearing limit ensures that all vegetation clearing for the Proposal will 
be captured by the Proposals approval. However, impact assessments for each significant factor have been 
informed by the respective mapping completed for each factor, as well as all corresponding trigger and 
threshold criterion in supporting Environment Management Plans and any offsets required. This ensures 
that:  

 Assessments are transparent and based on scientifically robust information, and knowledge 

 the Proposal’s impacts to native vegetation are not underestimated, as would be the case if the 
clearing ratios mapped by the Fauna survey team were used for the impact assessment for Flora and 
Vegetation 

 The value of modified fauna habitats to conservation significant fauna species identified within the 
PDE, particularly black cockatoos are similarly not underestimated, as would be the case if the Flora 
and Vegetation survey team mapping were used for the impact assessment. 

Impacts for the Proposal will be set out in the ERD in the following format when discussing the Proposal’s 
impacts to Flora and Vegetation and Inland Waters (wetland/riparian vegetation): 

 An Impact Area of 100.5 ha, comprising: 

– 65.35 ha of native-vegetation 

– 32.73 ha of non-native vegetation 

Impacts for the Proposal will be set out in the ERD in the following format when discussing the Proposal’s 
impacts to Terrestrial Fauna: 

 An Impact Area of 100.5 ha, comprising: 

– 39.57 ha of native-vegetation 

– 60.85 ha of modified habitat 

The mapping completed by each survey team still produces a total Impact Area that is below the limit of 
what is outlined in the PCD, as such, the Proposal does not require an amendment under s43A of the EP Act 
to be feasible. 

Summary tables detailing Western Power’s response to submissions have been provided below, as well as a 
package of the updated supporting documents which includes tracked and clean versions of the revised 
documents. Additional changes to the ERD have been made to those outlined in the Response to 



  
 

Submissions Tables, where formatting errors and inconsistencies were identified in the document. These 
have been captured in the tracked version of the ERD provided in the supporting documents package. 

 
Yours sincerely 

 
Principal Environmental Strategy & Policy Advisor 
 
Attachments: 

1. Proponent response to comments from Green Energy Approvals 

2. Proponent response to Public Submissions 

 










































































































