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St Patricks Plains Wind Farm
Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

SUMMARY

A wind farm development is proposed on the St Patricks Plains area on the eastern Central
Plateau in Tasmania. The development will include the construction of up to 47 Wind Turbine
Generators (WTGs). The proponent (Ark Energy Pty Ltd) engaged North Barker Ecosystem
Services (NBES) to undertake botanical field surveys and fauna habitat assessments (excluding
avifauna within this current report) of the project area, and to make recommendations to
minimise impacts to threatened natural values, particularly regarding limiting the likelihood of
significant impacts to Matters of National Environmental Significance (MNES).

Vegetation
Nineteen TASVEG vegetation units have been recorded within the project area:

- AHF - freshwater aquatic herbland** — 70.15 ha

- AHL - lacustrine herbland** — 2.13 ha

- DAD - Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite — 345.22 ha

- DDE - Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland — 1,072.06 ha

- DDP - Eucalyptus dalrympleana — E. paucifiora forest and woodland — 531.34 ha
- DGW - Eucalyptus gunniiwoodland — 21.71 ha

- DPD - £ucalyptus pauciflora forest and woodland on dolerite — 1,688.57 ha

- DRO - Eucalyptus rodwayiforest and woodland — 134.40 ha

- FAC - cleared land with a canopy (primarily £ rodwayi and some E. pauciflora) —
264.32 ha

- FAG - agricultural land — 1,089.47 ha (with Er indicating emergent £ rodwayi < 5 %
cover, and Ep indicating £ pauciflora < 5 % cover)

- FPE - permanent easements — 4.30 ha

- FPH - plantations for silviculture (hardwood) — 602.15 ha
- FRG - regenerating cleared land — 328.37 ha

- FUM - extra-urban miscellaneous — 27.53 ha

- GPH - highland Poa grassland** — 2,706.09 ha

- MGH - highland grassy sedgeland** — 1,083.63 ha

- MRR - Restionaceae rushland — 3.29 ha

- NLE - Leptospermum forest — 6.69 ha

- OAQ - water, sea—61.90 ha

* Indicates units that correspond to communities listed as threatened under the
Commonwealth £Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 71999 (EPBCA).

** Indicates units that correspond to communities listed as threatened under the Tasmanian
Nature Conservation Act 2002.
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Threatened Flora

Our surveys confirmed or established the presence of 23 threatened flora species, with 9 of
these not previously recorded within the project area (denoted with an asterisk):

Asperula scoparia ssp. scoparia (Threatened Species Protection Act [TSPA] rare)
Asperula subsimplex (TSPA rare)

Barbarea australis (TSPA and EPBCA endangered) *
Calocephalus lacteus (TSPA rare)

Carex capillacea (TSPA rare) *

Colobanthus curtisiae (TSPA rare and EPBCA vulnerable)’
Cryptandra amara (TSPA endangered) *

Eucalyptus gunnii ssp. divaricata (TSPA and EPBCA endangered)
Glycine latrobeana (TSPA and EPBCA vulnerable)

Hovea tasmanica (TSPA rare)

Isoetes humifior (TSPA rare)

Leucochrysum albicans var. tricolor (TSPA and EPBCA endangered)
Muehlenbeckia axillaris (TSPA rare)

Myosurus australis (TSPA endangered) *

Myriophyllum integrifolium (TSPA vulnerable) *

Pterostylis pratensis (TSPA and EPBCA vulnerable)

Ranunculus pumilio var. pumilio (TSPA rare)

Rhodanthe anthemoides (TSPA rare)

Senecio longipilus (TSPA vulnerable) *

Scleranthus fasciculatus (TSPA vulnerable) *

Taraxacum aristum (TSPA rare) *

Trithuria submersa (TSPA rare)

Viola cunninghamii (TSPA rare) *

An additional 3 species that have been recorded from the project area in the past were not
relocated during our surveys but are still considered likely to be present, albeit not expected
to be widespread or abundant.

Epilobium willisii (TSPA rare)
Isoetes drummondii ssp. drummondji (TSPA rare)

Pilularia novae-hollandiae (TSPA rare)

T In addition to the species suspected to be mis-identified below, observations made during our surveys
indicate that records of Colobanthus curtisiae attributed to grassland habitats within the north of the
project area may be misidentifications of Colobanthus apetalus and/or C. affinis - our observations
suggest Colobanthus curtisiae may be restricted to rocky outcrops within forested areas in the south
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A further two species have accepted records from the project area, but our observations (and
an independent assessment) indicate these may have been misidentifications of closely
related non-threatened species.

- Asperula minima (TSPA rare) — suspected misidentification of A. pusilla, A. conferta
and/or A. gunnii

- Prasophyllum crebriflorum (TSPA and EPBCA endangered) - suspected
misidentification of P. sphacelatum

In addition to listed threatened species, our surveys recorded 3 other vascular flora in the
project area that we consider to be conservation significant on the basis of few known records
within Tasmania (using Natural Values Atlas data and herbarium records).

Weeds

The study area has been found to support several introduced species, with around 70
recorded from the 2019/20 surveys, including 8 species of weeds declared under the
Tasmanian Weed Management Act 7999.

Threatened Fauna
The project area is known to support at least five threatened fauna:
- Tasmanian devil
- Spotted-tailed quoll
- Eastern quoll
- Ptunarra brown butterfly
- Miena jewel beetle

Based on the survey results and habitat quality assessment, the design process was guided
with the intention of minimising impacts to threatened fauna (amongst other things). The
design process resulted in the avoidance of:

e 96 % of high-quality habitat for the ptunarra brown butterfly (1,158 of 1,208 ha), 93 %
of moderate quality habitat (1,978 of 2,135 ha), and 95 % of low-quality habitat (421
of 444 ha).

e All emergence hole and adult observation locations, and 94 % of mapped potential
habitat for the Miena jewel beetle; and

e All known dens with confirmed devil activity, and 96 % of all mapped burrows.

Direct avoidance has thus reduced the potential for significant impacts on threatened fauna
considerably, particularly the ptunarra brown butterfly. We recommend some mitigation
measures (such as pre-clearance surveys) that should be applied to ensure residual impacts
are not significant and prevent the proposal from having an unacceptable impact on the
potential persistence or occurrence of threatened fauna in the area.

Conclusions and Recommendations

The project has been determined as a controlled action under the EPBCA (EPBC 2019/8497)
and will require assessment and approval under the Act. The Environment Protection
Authority Tasmania (EPA) will oversee the assessment in accordance with a bilateral
agreement between the State and the Commonwealth under section 45 of the Act.
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The Project Specific Guidelines (PSGs) for Preparing an Environment Impact Statement issued
by the EPA explicitly requests information on the following MNES (excluding bird species not
covered by our scope):

e Tasmanian devils
e Spotted tailed quoll
e Ptunarra brown butterfly

In addition, other values referenced in the PSGs that can include or be related to MNES
include:

e Threatened flora and ecological communities
e Wombat burrows (which can potentially provide denning habitat for devils and quolls)

Our results and analyses have established that the proposal can proceed without resulting in a
significant impact to these or other MNES. Largely this is due to avoidance of key habitats
during the design phase and the capacity to apply mitigation measures required to ensure
residual impacts are not significant.

No impacts are anticipated to ecological communities listed under the Commonwealth
EPBCA. Very limited impacts are possible to threatened vegetation communities listed under
the Tasmanian Nature Conservation Act 2002. A very large number of threatened flora are
present within the project area, but only a small proportion at risk from the footprint. It may
be possible with design changes and mitigation to entirely avoid threatened vegetation
communities and flora.

Direct avoidance and a small footprint have significantly reduced the potential for impacts to
threatened fauna, but residual impacts can be further reduced by applying the micro-siting
and mitigation measures prescribed.

The following recommendations are made regarding general management of the proposal
area and to ensure minimal impacts to conservation significant values.

Native Vegetation

- Concentrate direct and irreversible clearance within areas of non-native vegetation
(cleared land) and non-threatened vegetation as much as possible.

- Apply micro-siting approach (with the aid of an ecologist) to areas of the final
footprint within native vegetation — the micro-siting should aim to make minor
adjustments to the footprint on the ground by selecting localised areas with relatively
less important values (e.g., lower condition areas), as well as maintaining variation
within a community across the project area (e.g., protecting different facies within a
community where fine scale variation is present).

- Where disturbance but not complete clearance of native vegetation is required, such
as slashing firebreaks or easements, micro-siting may be useful for selecting those
areas that will be the least impacted (or may even benefit) from this modification.

- Similarly, where modification areas required for IDF clearance and overhead
reticulation occur within native vegetation, the requisite removal of vegetation should
be done as selectively as possible to maintain the vegetation in a manner that as
closely approximates the original native TASVEG unit as possible and/or maintains
any key habitat values — this is likely to require a targeted vegetation management
plan for these sectors, which could be a condition of approval to have completed
prior to works.
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In cases of redesign, maximise the proportion of the footprint within non-native
(modified) vegetation and avoid threatened and/or native vegetation (as well as
habitat for threatened fauna, or locations of threatened flora).

Clearly demarcate the permitted impact area either in situ and/or clearly on
construction plans and specify on all contractor agreements that works, vehicles and
materials must be confined within the designated impact areas.

Areas of threatened communities beyond the impact footprint should be designated
as exclusion zones and marked on the ground and/or in construction plans to the
degree necessary to ensure no inadvertent impacts occur.

Incorporate a revegetation plan into the post-construction requirements, covering
areas where clearance of native vegetation is not required to be a permanent loss
(e.g. borrow pits [if required], temporary access routes and temporary construction
disturbance footprints). The plan should outline suitable species for revegetation
(sourced from the local environment, with example species in Appendix K), as well as
revegetation specifics, such as seed application rates, use of established plants,
specific planting details, efc.

Threatened and Conservation Significant Flora

Apply the recommended exclusion zones within the constructed disturbance buffer to
reduce impacts to Pterostylis pratensis and Senecio longipilus.

Undertake micro-siting surveys for threatened flora (with scope for repositioning
components of the footprint), within the appropriate season for any aspect of the final
footprint and a buffer of 20 m (allowing for inadvertent disturbance prevention).

Specifically, within the IDF clearance areas, target surveying should be used to identify
conservation significant flora that can be selectively avoided on the basis that their
small size and ecology will result in their viable persistence in the area after clearance
without resulting in an obstruction to the IDF function.

Outside of the approved/unavoidable impact area, the general areas around
threatened and conservation significant flora locations should be protected from
indirect or inadvertent impacts by designating construction exclusion zones around
any known occurrences within 20 m of the footprint — exclusion zones must be
specified within the construction contracts and the exclusions should cover but not be
limited to mechanical disturbance, dumping of fill, alteration of drainage patterns and
soil compaction. Physical barriers or cordons should be applied as necessary to
reinforce the exclusion requirements.

Exclusion zones with the component of the footprint attributed to a construction
disturbance buffer may in particular be a viable mechanism to further reduce impacts
by protecting some values within this buffer (noting complete disturbance within the
construction buffer is unlikely to be necessary).

In addition, a designated construction exclusion zone should be implemented around
the location of Leucochrysum albicans var. tricolor, which is approximately 200 m
from the footprint but as a significant population warrants additional protection.

The margin of the final footprint should be surveyed for Eucalyptus gunnii ssp.
divaricata to a radius of 15 m (the maximum tree protection zone under Australian
Standard for the Protection of Trees on Development Sites (AS 4970-2009) — any
individuals of the species found within the buffer (and alive) should be protected with
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Weeds

a radial exclusion zone proportional to 12 x diameter at breast height (as per AS
4970-2009).

For individuals of TSPA listed plants that cannot be avoided, a permit to take
threatened flora listed under the TSPA will be required through the Nature
Conservation Act 2002.

Undertake surveys of the precise works footprint when it is finalised.

Following the above surveys, prepare and implement a project specific Weed
Management Plan (which must be linked to contractor requirements within a
Construction Environment Management Plan or similar), which amongst other things
must adhere to the principles of containment requirements and prescriptions for:

*  Weed removal and treatment prior to, during, and after civil works.

» Requirements for wash-down and inspections of all site plant, including earth-
moving machinery?.

Threatened Fauna

Devils and quolls

Avoid impacts to dens/burrows confirmed to support devils based on the current
survey results. It is noted however, that if this is not achievable, it may be possible to
reassess the status of the dens/burrows closer to works (ie, the locations may no
longer be occupied at that time).

Implement the recommended den management protocols within the final impact
footprint (direct and indirect) to a buffer of 50 metres in the lead up to
clearance/disturbance®.

Implement roadkill mitigation measures as follows:

= Internal road use should be limited to daytime hours to the maximum extent
possible within the requirements of the project.

= Speed limits < 40 km/h should be applied to all internal roads during
construction and operation.

= For materials that will be transported to the site using roads, this should primarily
occur during daytime hours — any transport required outside daytime hours
should be subject to a roadkill risk assessment with mitigation if required.

= During the construction phase, all internal roads within the works area should be
monitored (with documentation) for roadkill whenever the roads are being used,
with mortalities removed immediately upon location (to limit likelihood of
predators being attracted to the carcass). The same should apply to selected
arterial roads that will be subject to increased use as contractors commute to the
site from places of accommodation (as indicated in a traffic assessment report).

= During operations, a monitoring program (with documentation) should be
established on internal roads for roadkill — with the frequency of monitoring to

2 DPIPWE (2015b)
3 As per the DPIPWE devil survey guidelines
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be established with understanding of how frequent staff will be on site once the
site is operational. As part of the program, mortalities would be removed
immediately upon location (to limit likelihood of predators being attracted to the
carcass). The same should apply to selected arterial roads that will be subject to
increased use as contractors commute to the site from places of accommodation.

Ptunarra brown butterfly

- Habitat avoidance should be prioritised based on our habitat quality stratification
results from high to low.

- Apply the recommended European wasp monitoring strategy.
Miena jewel beetle

- All known potential habitat patches should be excluded from the footprint of the
development.

- In addition to avoiding known habitat patches, the host plant Ozothamnus hookeri
must be considered during micro-siting surveys of the final footprint within the
northern half of the project area, to ensure that no potential habitat has currently
been overlooked due to the scale of the surveys.

- If all habitats cannot be avoided, an estimate of individuals to be impacted will be
required to inform a permit to take under the TSPA (Section 5), with an estimate of
individuals likely to require a targeted survey of food plants within the flowering
season.

Where complete habitat avoidance is not achievable, an alternative approach may be
warranted as follows:

- Conduct an additional survey comparing the density of beetles within the
unavoidable impact area to the remaining habitat patches — given that beetle density
may fluctuate between years and that the upcoming summer of 2024 will be an
alternate year in the species 2-year larval life-cycle, we propose that in lieu of
counting beetles, a count of larval bore holes is undertaken instead over the coming
winter (2023) — this may in fact be a more reliable measure of the value of the habitat
within the impact area, as comparing counts of adult beetles in a given area may be
obfuscated by the fact the adults could have moved around to different locations
and/or plants once they have emerged from their bore holes and larval stages
(notwithstanding that the flowering plants used by the adults represent an important
part of the lifecycle too).

- To support the count of larval bore holes, a count (or relative measure of abundance)
of O. hookeri plants should be collected (concurrently with the bore hole count)
within the impact area and patches of habitat outside of the footprint — this will
provide a more robust measure of foraging habitat loss/retention than the current
habitat patches, which do not account for variable density of the host and foraging
plants within each patch.

If the area of habitat to be lost to the footprint is not found to be disproportionately
important for bore hole locations (relative measure of abundance for number of beetles) nor
for the abundance of food plants (direct measure of habitat availability for adults), the
proposed extent of clearance may not be considered a significant loss by the regulator.

Further mitigation is available at the pre-clearance phase to limit the risk of direct impacts to
individuals (and thus reduce the overall effect of the habitat loss by not removing these B
individuals from the breeding population) as follows: Vi
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In the winter of the last even-dated year prior to works commencing (within, or in the
immediate vicinity of the known habitat patches, as works beyond this area are
irrelevant), all plants found to support larval bore holes of this species should be cut
at ground level and translocated to a habitat patch beyond the impact footprint.

Any larvae within the bore holes can be expected to be able to survive on the wood
of the translocated plant until emergence the following summer (Karen Richards pers.
comm.) — note this is why the harvesting of the plants must be undertaken in the
winter of an even-dated year, as if it was undertaken in the winter of an odd year the
larvae could not survive for 18 months on the dead plant and thus would not make it
to adulthood.

Translocation of the habitat plants containing larval bore holes (and presumably
larvae within) will require a permit to take threatened wildlife under the TSPA/NCA.

Consideration of Offsets

Vegetation

If significant residual impacts to threatened native vegetation remain after avoidance
and mitigation, offset priorities should be the GPH and MGH communities, with
significant scope to contribute to the State's reservation estate and/or implement
management agreements to improve the condition of the units on site. Management
agreements designed to maintain or improve condition of these units could include
grazing prescriptions, control of woody plants, and ecological burning. To provide a
mechanism that is compatible with existing landuse for primary production, it is
recommended to explore opportunities for the management agreements to be
implemented in the form of stewardship agreements, where landowners are
compensated for managing the habitat to maintain/improve the conservation
significant values — in situations where the stewardship agreement was not upheld
(informed by periodical monitoring) the associated stipend could be redirected as a
monetary contribution to research and/or conservation efforts specific to the value.

Threatened flora

After avoidance and mitigation, if residual impacts to threatened native flora are
sufficient to require offsets, the site has significant scope to contribute to an
improved reservation status of several species. There is also significant scope on site
for applying management agreements designed to maintain or improve habitat for
threatened flora, including through grazing prescriptions, control of woody plants
(within non-forest environments), and ecological burning. As per native vegetation,
paid stewardship agreements are recommended as the mechanism for such
agreements.

Based on current impacts, the need for offsets of threatened flora is unlikely,
particularly with the option to implement targeted exclusion zones for Senecio
longipilus and Pterostylis pratensis. Specific to these species however, additional
consideration of offsets may be warranted if proportional impacts to the overall
population estimates cannot be reduced (such as if the recommended exclusion
zones aren't applied).

o For the Senecio longipilus the species is considered to be highly suited to
seed collection and propagation of replacement plants, noting the
construction disturbance buffer post-works would be a highly suitable
location for establishing an offset planting, which could be self-sustaining
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along the new habitat edges where they occur adjacent to native grasslands
on basalt outcrops in particular.

o For Pterostylis pratensis the most effective offset outcome would be to place
a conservation covenant (or similar reservation mechanism) around a
concentration of plants, noting the species is poorly reserved as per the NRE
listing statement.

Threatened fauna

- The prevention of impacts to potential den sites is considered to be adequate for
maintaining the potential population persistence of devils and quoll species in the
area. If at some point during construction or mitigation, natal den locations are found
and are required to be decommissioned, these should result in an offset —
replacement dens from artificial structures are not seen as useful in an environment
with so many natural alternatives, so a more beneficial offset may involve a monetary
contribution to research and/or species conservation.

- Similarly, roadkill mortalities to threatened fauna, if they are considered to constitute
significant residual impacts, may best be offset with a monetary contribution to
research and/or species conservation, particularly if it can be linked to roadkill
mitigation priorities.

- In terms of the overall loss of potential habitat for devils and quolls, the permanent
loss of only 102.79 ha, plus the additional loss of denning suitability within 0.20 ha
(but remaining suitable for foraging) is not considered to constitute a significant
residual impact (as per the assessments in Section 5.1). If there is a requirement to
offset this loss of habitat however, there is limited value to these species in the offset
being a covenant of additional land, as this is not considered likely represent a net
gain for the species, considering available land is not limiting their populations, and
tenure and reservation status have little relationship to devil density®. In equivalent
scenarios a monetary offset has been accepted as the most beneficial mechanism for
loss of habitat, and if required in this scenario could be scaled according to the
measured habitat quality and supported density of devils (from available local data).

- After avoidance and mitigation, if residual impacts to ptunarra brown butterfly habitat
are sufficient to require offsets, offset priorities should be the highest quality butterfly
habitat and, more broadly, the GPH and MGH communities, with significant scope to
contribute to the State's reservation estate and/or implement management
agreements to improve the condition of the units on site. Management agreements
designed to maintain or improve habitat for the butterfly could include grazing
prescriptions, control of woody plants, and ecological burning. To provide a
mechanism that is compatible with existing land use for primary production, it is
recommended to explore opportunities for the management agreements to be
implemented in the form of stewardship agreements, where landowners are
compensated for managing the habitat to maintain/improve the conservation
significant values — in situations where the stewardship agreement was not upheld
(informed by periodical monitoring) the associated stipend could be redirected as a
monetary contribution to research and/or conservation efforts specific to the value.

4 DPIPWE (2010); Cunningham et a/. (2021)
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If the proportional loss of Miena jewel beetle habitat (or number of individuals) is
considered significant following the recommended additional survey work, there is
ample scope to undertake replacement planting of the key habitat plant within or
supplementary to equivalent habitat patches.
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Version Date Author / Comment

Draft 0.1 16/6/2020 Grant Daniels completed draft for internal review

Version 1.0 18/6/2020 Grant Daniels delivered to client for review

Version 2.0 27/04/2021 Grant Daniels (with NBES staff) delivered to client
following design updates associated with new
layout — new maps and figures

Version 3.0 24/12/2021 As above

Version 4.0 31/03/2022 As above

Version 5.0 21/6/2022 As above

Version 6.0 23/1/2023 As above

Version 7.0 16/6/2023 NBES updated in response to regulator comments

Version 7.1 21/6/2023 NBES minor updates

North Barker Ecosystem Services, 2023. This work is protected under Australian
Copyright law. The contents and format of this report cannot be used by anyone
for any purpose other than that expressed in the service contract for this report

without the written permission of North Barker Ecosystem Services.

North Barker Ecosystem Services
PAS115: 2023_06_21

Xii



St Patricks Plains Wind Farm
Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

List of Acronyms
(excluding measurement units and abbreviations defined within figures or tables)

AHF — freshwater aquatic herbland (TASVEG unit)

AHL - lacustrine herbland (TASVEG unit)

ANOVA - Analysis of variance

DAD - Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite (TASVEG unit)

DAWE - Department of Agriculture, Water and the Environment, now Department of Climate

Change, Energy, the Environment and Water (DCCEEW)

DDE - £ucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland (TASVEG unit)

DDP — Eucalyptus dalrympleana — E. pauciflora forest and woodland (TASVEG unit)

DGW - Eucalyptus gunniiwoodland (TASVEG unit)

DFTD — Devil Facial Tumour Disease

DPD - Eucalyptus pauciflora forest and woodland on dolerite (TASVEG unit)

DRO - Eucalyptus rodwayiforest and woodland (TASVEG unit)

DSEWPaC — Department of Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities

DPIPWE — Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and the Environment, Tasmania,
now NRE - Department of Natural Resources and the Environment, Tasmania

EIS — Environmental Impact Statement

EPA — Environment Protection Authority Tasmania

EPBCA — Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999

FAC — cleared land with a canopy (TASVEG unit)

FAG — agricultural land (TASVEG unit)

FPE — permanent easements (TASVEG unit)

FPH - plantations for silviculture (TASVEG unit)

FRG - regenerating cleared land (TASVEG unit)

FUM - extra-urban miscellaneous (TASVEG unit)

GPH - highland Poa grassland (TASVEG unit)

HSD (Tukey test) — Honestly Significant Difference

LUPAA — Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993

MGH - highland grassy sedgeland (TASVEG unit)

MNES — Matters of National Environmental Significance

MRR - Restionaceae rushland (TASVEG unit)

NBES — North Barker Ecosystem Services

NCA — Tasmanian Nature Conservation Act 2002

NLE — Leptospermum forest (TASVEG unit)

NRE — Department of Natural Resources and the Environment, Tasmania

NVA — Natural Values Atlas database (DPIPWE, Tasmania)

OAQ - water, sea (TASVEG unit)

RFA — Tasmanian Regional Forest Agreement 1997

PC — Phytophthora cinnamomi

SPRAT - Species Profile and Threats Database

TSPA — Tasmanian Threatened Species Protection Act 1995

WTG — Wind Turbine Generator
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background

A wind farm development is proposed on the St Patricks Plains area on the eastern Central
Plateau in Tasmania (Figure 1). The development will include the construction of up to 47
Wind Turbine Generators (WTGs). The turbines require a pad on which to be constructed, as
well as a hardstand to accommodate a crane during construction. Each turbine also requires
an access road. The project will also require a range of ancillary infrastructure, including
laydown areas and hardstands; construction compounds; and transmission infrastructure.
Three meteorological towers (met masts) have already been constructed for collecting data to
assess the feasibility of the proposal (with two to remain through operations). Further detail
on the project is contained in the main body of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

The proponent (Ark Energy Pty Ltd) engaged North Barker Ecosystem Services (NBES) to
undertake botanical field surveys and fauna habitat assessment (excluding avifauna within this
report) of the project area, and to make recommendations to minimise impacts to threatened
natural values, particularly regarding limiting the likelihood of significant impacts to Matters
of National Environmental Significance (MNES). Subsequently, the current study presents
results from surveys completed between 2019 and 2022 of the project area, which is bound by
the cadastral parcels of the participating landowners, but within which the proponent
specified some areas that will be excluded from development (thus requiring less survey or no
surveys at all) (Figure 1).

1.2 Project Area and Existing Environment

1.2.1 Project area and location characteristics

St Patrick’s Plains is in the Tasmanian Central Highlands bioregion and the jurisdiction of the
Central Highlands Council. The project area and the surrounding local areas have been subject
to a long history of human modification and management, including land
clearance/conversion, pastoral agriculture, game management, and forest use. Local terrestrial
habitats are consequently heterogeneous with varying apparent levels of human influence.

1.2.2 Survey/study area

The project area is effectively defined by the cadastral margins of the participating properties,
with the exception of an internal forest reserve (c. 275 ha) that has been excluded from
consideration and investigation by the proponent (Figure 1). The remaining 10,043 ha
represents the extent of the survey area for our investigations; within this area there were
additional internal exclusions nominated by the proponent for the purposes of natural values
avoidance (for previously reported values), nature covenants, and buffers around incompatible
land uses (e.g. shack villages) — the c. 1,300 ha within these exclusion areas were surveyed in
our investigations to the extent where we could map patch-scale values, but were not
surveyed to the same level of detail as areas that might contain the development footprint.

1.2.3 Geology

Soils throughout the project area are primarily derived from Jurassic dolerite (geocode Jd
6499), particularly the southern sections (e.g. Christians Marsh) and the northeast (Ripple
properties); soils derived from Tertiary basalt (Tb 7499) are more prominent on the properties
making up the north-western corner (Wihareja, Allwrights, St Patricks Plains), including low-
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profile basalt outcrops emergent from broader basalt plains, which themselves are
interspersed with swales of Quaternary depositions (Qh 8499).

1.2.4 Topography and altitude

The project area is around 600 m a.s.l° at its lowest point on the section of the Shannon River
in the southwest corner on Christians Marsh. The highest point is around 980 m a.s.| on the
flanks of a hill in the northwest corner of Ripple North near Poatina Road. Variation in relief is
greatest in the southern half of the project area, including relatively incised slopes leading
down the Shannon River, moderately steep hills (sometimes forming ridges), interjoining flats
and gully bottoms. Relief is far less within the northwest part of the project area, where a large
plateau (c. 900 m a.s.) grades gently to the margins of the Shannon River (c. 880 m a.s.l) and
is flanked by modest slopes of small rises (c. 920 m a.s.l).

1.2.5 Climate characteristics®

Mean rainfall for the area is around 1000 mm per annum, with a marked seasonal peak in
precipitation from May to September. This coincides with the coldest time of year, in which
average daily minimums are below 0 ° C and average daily maximum temperatures are below
10 ° C. Average daily maximum temperatures throughout the rest of the year are below 20 °
C, but temperature can be in excess of 30 ° C infrequently.

2 BOTANICAL SURVEY AND FAUNA HABITAT ASSESSMENT

2.1 Background Research - Supporting Data

The following sources were used for biological records from the region to supplement field
data collected by NBES:

e Protected Matters database’ — all matters of national environmental significance
that may occur in the area or relate to the area in some way.

e Tasmanian Natural Values Atlas (NVA)® - this Department of Primary Industries,
Parks, Water and the Environment, Tasmania (DPIPWE) database includes biological
records.

e TASVEG 3.0/4.0 (and TASVEG Live) digital data — these layers have been field-
truthed during ground surveys.

e Previous assessments on natural values within the project area (by NBES).

2.2 Survey Timing

Ground surveys by NBES ecologists commenced in winter 2019 and concluded in summer
2022, with multi-person field trips varying in duration from 1-5 days undertaken in July,
August, October, November, December, January, and March. The 2019 winter trips were
primarily for reconnaissance, while the autumn 2020 field trips were for targeted surveys of
the ptunarra brown butterfly (Oreixenica ptunarra); the distribution of survey effort across the

> Above sea level

6 Using climatological data from the nearest weather station at Liawenee Moor, 41.90°S 146.67°E 1,057m
AMSL

" EPBCA Protected Matters report, (Commonwealth of Australia) — PMST_ I63KLI

8 NVA report_ nvr_1_03-Jun-2020 (DPIPWE 2020a) — with the database checked manually at later dates
for new records
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other surveys was aligned with optimal survey timing for threatened flora species considered
to have a high likelihood of being present (based on previous records to a radius of 5 km).
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Figure 1: Location of the project area on the eastern Central Plateau
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2.3 Flora Methods

Flora field data were recorded using handheld non-differential GPS units with average location
accuracy < 10 m.

2.3.1 Vegetation mapping

In Tasmania, the primary source on the distribution of vegetation is the state-wide TASVEG®
mapping database (with TASVEG 4.0 being the latest iteration [version 3.1 being the latest at the
start of the project], and current distribution data available in the TASVEG Live database version).
The compilation of TASVEG has been an iterative process of improvement and refinement upon
the original base layer, that was collated from several sources'’. As a result, data within TASVEG
do not completely represent vegetation extent and distribution at a single date. Indeed, some
areas are still mapped at a coarser scale than the general 1: 25,000 or based on interpretation of
imagery over ten years old"!. Furthermore, vegetation mapping at any scale can be an exercise in
judgement, with an inherent potential for errors in interpretation. Subsequently, it is standard
practice to truth TASVEG data using recent imagery and ground sampling™?,

The image interpretation process for the current proposal involved several satellite images
accessed via Google Earth Pro'™. The images had a resolution of no more than 2.5 m, with
capture dates ranging from 29/12/2018 to 4/1/2019, with most images captured on the earlier
date. Imagery was examined for patterns of tone, texture, colour and contrast to identify
homogeneous patches of vegetation (aerial signatures). This was also informed by the
interpretation of environmental traits such as slope, aspect and elevation, due to their consistent
associations with vegetation units'™. Patches were then manually assigned to TASVEG units
based on correlation with existing polygons within the TASVEG database and evident aerial
signatures.

Ground sampling was undertaken over the course of all field visits. Ground sampling involved
two or three ecologists traversing the survey area (mostly on foot) in a stratified fashion that
ensured ground sampling of the complete range of image signatures. When a patch was ground
sampled, the observer assessed the requisite traits of vegetation structure, floristics, geology and
environment to discriminate the patch from any other possible TASVEG units using the
descriptions and stepwise keys within the online versions of the current TASVEG companion
manual'’®. Boundary discrimination was based on image interpretation and aided by point data
collected on a hand-held GPS unit. All ground sampling was undertaken during the daytime,
mostly in fine weather due to the potential sampling constraints associated with reduced
visibility from rain and/or low light.

This combination of image interpretation followed by stratified ground sampling and
interpolation is consistent with the DPIPWE guidelines for natural values assessments (section 7,
DPIPWE 2015a') as well as the methods applied within vegetation mapping elsewhere'” and
described in ecological manuals'®.

9 DPIPWE (2020a)

0 Harris and Kitchener (2005)

" Kitchener and Harris (2013)

2 TVMMP (2013)

'® Google Earth Pro (2020), March 2020 - DigitalGlobe, TerraMetrics, CNES/ Airbus
4 Kirkpatrick and Nunez (1980)

15 Kitchener and Harris (2013)

6 DPIPWE (2015a)
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Following ground sampling and the collation of data, TASVEG units observed on site were cross-
referenced against all vegetation communities listed as threatened under the Tasmanian Nature
Conservation Act 2002 (NCA) and/or the Commonwealth Environment Protection and
Biodiversity Conservation Act 71999 (EPBCA), as well as conservation priorities for the Central
Highlands area under the Tasmanian Regional Forest Agreement (RFA).

2.3.2 Floristic surveys, including threatened flora searches

To support the determination of TASVEG units (as per DPIPWE guidelines, 2015a) and provide
general floristic data, within each native community at least one full vascular plant species list
was taken in representative % ha plots using a Timed Meander Search Procedure®; this method
requires the observer to continue survey effort until survey yields (new species observations)
diminish towards zero. Outside the % ha plots, threatened species observations, and
observations of additional non-threatened plant species were noted as encountered while
traversing the site and while conducting all other observations — where nodes of additional
plants were present, additional plots were undertaken. Surveys for the current assessment (/.e.
excluding previous work on the site by NBES) included 95 floristic plots distributed across the
project area (Figure 2). While outside plots, flora survey effort was applied disproportionately
within locations considered likely to contain threatened species habitat (based on NBES
knowledge and NRE guidelines) or simply contain species not noted earlier (based on
observations of habitat variation at the sub-community scale). In addition, locations of previous
threatened flora observations within the project area (based on NVA observation data) were
visited for verification of identification and to establish if the species were still present. At least
one observation location was visited for each threatened species previously reported from the
project area. In total, over 75 % of all previous observation locations for threatened flora were
visited. Similar to the defined plots, meandering searches within potential threatened species
habitat or at previously reported locations continued until a point in time when it was apparent
the likelihood of more observations was too low to warrant further effort.

To further increase the survey effectiveness in capturing threatened flora, the survey timings
were chosen to maximise the potential for recording threatened species (based on species
known within 5 km), particularly those with narrow windows for identification, such as orchids®.
Across our 2019, 2020 and 2022 surveys, several days' (> 25) searching has been dedicated
primarily to threatened flora.

Declared?’ and environmental weeds, as well as symptomatic evidence of plant pathogens, were
searched for and recorded where evident within or close to (such as on an adjacent road) the
project area.

Botanical nomenclature follows the current census of Tasmanian plants?.

7 The Nature Conservancy (1994)

8 Kuchler and Zonneveld (2012)

9 Goff et al. (1982)

20 Wapstra, M. (2018)

21 Tasmanian Weed Management Act 1999
22 de Salas & Baker (2019)
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Figure 2: Coverage of flora and fauna survey methods
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2.4 Fauna Methods

Observations of habitat suitability for fauna (particularly threatened fauna) were made
concurrently with the flora ground surveys across the project area. Particular reference and/or
targeted searching was undertaken in relation to:

e The suitability of habitat for, and the presence of dens (including natal dens) of the
Tasmanian devil (Sarcophilus harrisi)), the eastern quoll (Dasyurus viverrinus), and
spotted-tailed quoll (Dasyurus maculatus ssp. maculatus);

e Habitat potential and the presence of possible emergence holes of the Miena jewel
beetle (Castiarina insculpta); and

e Habitat mapping (and eventually targeted seasonal surveys within suitable habitat) for
the ptunarra brown butterfly.

2.4.1 Tasmanian devils and quolls

The Department of Agriculture, Water and the Environment (DAWE) (formerly DSEWPaC and
now DCCEEW) published guidelines for surveying Tasmanian devils and quolls; these have been
largely superseded in relevancy and currency by NRE guidelines relating specifically to surveying
with respect to assessing the impacts of development proposals®. The major difference is the
focus of the NRE guidelines on potential denning opportunities, due to the importance of
limiting demographic pressures on the devil in particular in an era of increased mortality because
of Devil Facial Tumour Disease (DFTD). In contrast, the DAWE/DCCEEW guidelines were
developed to detect presence of a species only*, which has less utility in determining
meaningful impacts from a proposal. As such, our survey for these species used a combination of
techniques from both guidelines to establish presence/absence and determine the suitability of
habitat for denning.

For presence/absence®®, diurnal searching was undertaken for scats and prints throughout the
entire ground survey, with particular attention to potential dispersal routes (e.g., tracks) and soft
substrate. Scats in particular are often detectable in latrine sites such as at track junctions and
creek crossings®® and can be differentiated using morphometric traits including colour, shape,
size and contents?’. For further confirmation, remote motion-operated trail cameras were placed
at thirteen locations in the project area for between 2 and 60 nights (average 28 nights per
camera). The cameras were attached to stakes (or similarly solid surfaces) but directed towards
ground level. Some cameras were located at spots with passive evidence of Tasmanian devils
(scats) and/or potential denning or lay-up locations.

Characteristics of natal dens for these species include a dry, structurally stable inner chamber, a
chamber that is sufficient size for the mother and litter but is not so large as to be un-
defendable (which includes an entrance that is a tight fit for the mother), and the presence of
nooks and crannies for the young to hide in®. Preferable habit characteristics are considered to
include direct sun near the den entrance, shelter from predators around the den mouth, a dearth
of predators in the area (excluding other devils), an adequate prey base, habitat heterogeneity,

23 Natural and Cultural Heritage Division (2015)

24 DSEWPaC (2011)

25 DSEWPaC (2011); Natural and Cultural Heritage Division (2015)
26 DSEWPaC (2011)

2" Triggs (1996)

28 Mooney (unpublished data)
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complex shelter elements (such as cliffs, caves, earth banks and log piles), and friable soil for the
burrows®. Some of these traits are fine scale habitat attributes, whereas others are landscape
scale (or have plausible proxies at the landscape scale). Thus, to determine the denning potential
of habitat on site, observers included in our field assessments consideration of the presences of
burrows/potential den sites, as well as higher level traits such as hydrology, soil, vegetation
structure, efc Whilst it was not an aim of the assessment to undertake a systematic search for all
possible den structures, our general survey coverage is in excess of the minimum of 30 % visual
coverage recommended in the NRE guidelines™®.

Additional burrows/potential dens are typically found during more detailed pre-clearance
searches (NBES unpublished data). To potentially quantify the balance of burrows yet to be
found within the footprint, following the field surveys, the probability of further dens/burrows
occurring on site has been calculated by utilising the existing survey coverage to develop a
formula to predict the likely number of dens yet to be detected. To calculate the probability, all
survey tracks were buffered by 10 m (which accounts for the average extent of visibility of
ground surveying) and the density of dens/burrows observed per hectare calculated. Using this
known quantity, the potential for dens/burrows to occur in areas of the footprint that will be
searched with a pre-clearance survey can be extrapolated using the formula:

Potential unrecorded burrows/dens = D = H

Where D is number of known dens/burrows per hectare, and H is the extent of potential
habitat.

Additional predictive power is available by modelling denning habitat suitability based on
vegetation and landscape traits.

24.1.1  Denning habitat mapping & denning prediction

Habitat suitability has been modelled by stratifying vegetation based upon the likelihood of it
supporting denning structures. Table 1 shows the denning habitat classification and the
supporting rationale behind each class. This model has been run for both pre-construction (to
detail the level of impact) and post-construction (to highlight the change in potential habitat
suitability).

Table 1: Natal den habitat suitability classes for the Tasmanian devil and quoll species

Suitability class for

. . Rational
containing natal dens ationale

This category contains areas deemed optimal for denning
opportunities based on field observations and site attributes.
Characteristics include:

Optimal - All areas within 100 m of a recorded burrow or devil

observation (other than those areas excluded by unsuitable
conditions [see unsuitable conditions below]) — optimal on
the basis of existing burrow/s and expected that local traits

29 Mooney (unpublished data); Natural and Cultural Heritage Division (2015)
30 Natural and Cultural Heritage Division (2015)
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Suitability class for
containing natal dens

Rationale

would be suitable for the presence of additional burrows.

- All areas of dry forest TASVEG units (ideal soil and sheltering
conditions)®! other than DRO (associated with poor drainage
and high soil moisture compared to other dry forest units.

- GPH or GCL within 100 m of native forest units and/or with a
dense layer of shrubs (ideal soil and sheltering conditions)™.

- Silvicultural forest (FPH) areas (ideal soil and sheltering
conditions, including the presence of windrows)®.

- Regenerating cleared land (FRG) within a native mosaic and
with optimal soil and sheltering characteristics (including the
presence of log piles)*.

Unsuitable

This class captures all areas that are deemed unsuitable for denning
opportunities, based on field observations and site attributes.
Characteristics include:

- Permanently inundated areas denoted by OAQ on
vegetation mapping, including Wihareja Lagoon (these areas
being too wet for denning)®*.

- Areas of FAG or FUM > 100 m from native vegetation. These
areas are likely too far separated from high prey densities for
energetically efficient maternal denning. In addition to this,
exposed sites make young devils vulnerable around their
dens and are thus not selected by adults®.

Note FAG and FUM within 100 m of native forest considered suitable
but suboptimal; and noting that micro-siting during a den
management protocol should overrule the classification of unsuitable
if micro-habitats suitable for denning are present within the FAG
and/or FUM > 100 m from native forest, including the presence of
rock and log piles, or thickets of suitable vegetation within the
broader cleared area — these areas should be elevated to
consideration as suitable in such scenarios.

Sub-optimal

This category includes remaining areas of intermediate habitat,

31 pemberton (1990); Thalmann et al. (2016); Jones & Barmuta (2000); Jones et al. (2023); Godsell (1983)
32 Thalmann et al. (2016); Jones & Barmuta (2000); Lyall (2017); Fancourt (2016); Troy (2014)

33 Jones et al. (2023); Lyall (2017)

3 Pemberton (1990); Thalmann et al. (2016); Fancourt (2016); Jones et al. (2023); Lyall (2017)
%5 Natural & Cultural Heritage Division (2015)
36 Jones et al. (2023); Andersen et al. (2017)
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Suitability class for

containing natal dens Rationale

including (but not limited to) those with the following traits:

- Seasonally inundated lagoons and other wetland habitats
not classified as unsuitable (ie, those that dry out in
summer)?’.

- TASVEG units representing communities that can be
expected generally to be too moist for optimal denning
conditions, including MGH, seasonal examples of AHF and
AHL, GPH within 50 m of MGH, MRR, NLE, and DRO.

- Exposed grassland (lacking shrub cover) distant (>100 m)
from native forest®®,

- FAC vegetation (good shelter at canopy level, but less
suitable at ground level)®.

2.4.2 Miena jewel beetle*°

Miena jewel beetle adults are nectar feeders with a very strong (but not exclusive) feeding
preference for Ozothamnus hookeri (scaly everlastingbush)*'. The larvae are stem borers, which
are dependent solely on O. hookeri (which has rarely been found to support boring larvae of
other Castiarina species*?). Targeting the flowering food plant (O. hookeri) provides the best
chance of positive beetle sightings; however, the two-year lifecycle of the beetle means that
adults are scarce in alternate years, and the food plant can vary in flowering intensity between
years. Therefore, in situations with a paucity of flowering plants and/or if surveys fail to locate
adult beetles, the potential for new populations can be strongly indicated by the identification of
emergence holes in the stems of O. hookeri, followed up by a return survey in latter flowering
seasons to confirm adult presence.

The current project area is within the range of the Miena jewel beetle, with one past observation
record adjacent to the project area on Waddamana Road. Subsequently, within the present
survey, potential habitat for the Miena jewel beetle was mapped at the patch scale using the
presence of the food and larval host plant O. hookeri; because O. hookeri co-occurs with another
broadly similar shrub species, Ozothamnus ericifolius (often in dense thickets which limit the
ease of conclusively determining the absence of one or the other species without a precise,
deliberate survey of individual plants, which was beyond the scope of the current assessment of
habitat patches), habitat patches with either of these species of Ozothamnus were marked as
potential habitat for the jewel beetle (noting that our observations confirmed O. hookeri was
present in most patches, but varied in abundance, which may thus affect habitat suitability for
the beetle). In January 2020, a subset of habitat patches with the highest likelihood of supporting
the beetle were investigated for emergence holes by Karen Richards and Chris Spencer (at the

37 Thalmann et al. (2016); Natural & Cultural Heritage Division (2015)

38 Thalmann et al. (2016); Jones & Barmuta (2000); Lyall (2017); Andersen et al. (2017); Guiler (1970); Troy
(2014)

39 Thalmann et al. (2016); Lyall (2017); Troy (2014)

40 Ecology notes and survey techniques from Threatened Species Section (2019) and references within

41 Adults have occasionally been recorded on Baeckea gunniana (alpine baeckea)

42 Pers. comm. Richards and Spencer (2020)
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request of North Barker) (Figure 2). The survey was not intended to be definitive or systematic
but was intended to facilitate verification of the presence of characteristic emergence holes
following earlier NBES observations had established the presence of suspected emergence holes.
A subset of the areas was revisited by Richards and Spencer within the 2021 season (an adult-
emergence season within the two-year life cycle of the species) to conduct a presence/absence
assessment for adults.

2.4.3 Ptunarra brown butterfly

Spring and summer vegetation surveys established the presence of large areas of Poa tussock
grassy habitats with the potential to support ptunarra brown butterflies (which were known to
have two past observation records within the project area). A targeted survey was thus
undertaken to establish the presence of the species throughout the project area and attempt to
quantify variations in density in relation to habitat types.

24.3.1  Survey area

The survey area was defined as 7 broad zones (Figure 2), which covered the majority of potential
habitat within the project area®® and included internal and interzonal variation in the proportion
of habitat types and management. Zones were identified to facilitate placing multiple observers
across the project area to conduct simultaneous counts to aid identification of areas that
supported butterflies more densely than others.

2432 Habitat types*

e Sedgy grassland with sward of medium-sized tussocks (generally dominated by Poa
gunnii and equivalent to TASVEG unit MGH) - found in flat, low-lying areas with
relatively high moisture levels — considered to have high habitat potential from
preliminary assessments.

e Short native grassland (mostly dominated by Poa clivicola) with shrub component
(mostly dominated by Hakea microcarpa) to varying degrees of cover — equivalent to
TASVEG unit GPH — widespread on basalt outcrops and flats, this was the most abundant
habitat type within each zone and considered to have moderate habitat potential from
preliminary assessments.

e Tall tussock grassland — found in seasonally inundated areas on the edges of rivers and
wetlands, and within seasonal watercourses — dominated by Poa /abillardierei; which was
present only to a minor degree in the other habitat facies — equivalent in parts to
TASVEG units MGH and GPH, depending on broader composition traits — this was the
least extensive habitat type across the survey zones and considered to have low to
moderate habitat potential from preliminary assessments (largely relating to relative
inundation frequency and timing).

e Very short grassland with/without pasture component — generally heavily grazed and
contained the least native components, although in some areas represented very short
GPH - was most prevalent within the survey zone to the east of the Highland Lakes
Road, with minor amounts elsewhere associated with concentrations of pastoral activity
— considered to have low habitat potential from preliminary assessments.

43 With exclusions due to access constraints associated with the timing of the fallow deer hunting season.

44 Grassy woodland habitats were excluded from the survey as they were considered to be a relatively minor
component of the potential habitat on site and not likely to represent the core range of the local
population as well as the non-forest habitats — it will be prudent however to consider these habitats in
latter consideration of impact avoidance for this species.
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2433 Timing

Due to interannual variations in the commencement and duration of the flight season for
ptunarra brown butterfly adults, it was considered to be critical to monitoring the timing of the
start of the season using reconnaissance visits to the project area and a proxy site with a known
population on Liawenee Moor. Reconnaissance visits commenced in late February and were
conducted every 2-3 days until adult males were observed on the wing, which occurred at the
Liawenee Moor site on 4/3/2020. Liawenee Moor is slightly higher altitude than the project area,
and given adults emerge earlier at higher altitudes®, it was estimated that the season would
commence in the project area within a few days. From that point, survey days were chosen on
the basis of access permissions, weather, and staff scheduling, as well as the desire to spread
surveys across the flight season as much as possible. Surveys were undertaken on the 10", 11",
17" and 24™ of March, which appeared to represent the first, second and third weeks of the
adult flight season in the project area. Surveys were limited to between the hours of 10 am and 2
pm, and restricted to fine, mild weather conditions.

Plate 1: Sedgy grassland, potential butterfly habitat type

4 Threatened Species Section (2020)
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Plate 2: Short native grassland with shrub component, potential butterfly habitat type

Plate 3: Tall (inundation prone) tussock grassland, potential butterfly habitat type
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SR S e

Plate 4: Very short grassland, potential butterfly habitat type
2434  Survey method

Multiple observers were used on each survey day, with five present on the 10" and 11™, three on
the 17", and four on the 24™.

Around an hour was spent on the first survey morning (the 10™) familiarising observers with the
various habitat types and making some captures of flying males to confirm presence on site and
to facilitate discussion from the most experienced observers (Mark Neyland and Jo Potter-
Craven) as to survey techniques and morphological traits that best discriminate the target
species from the closely related silver xenica (O. /athoniella). Observers were then distributed to
individual survey zones.

Within their allocated survey zone, each observer conducted meandering transects at walking
pace. Throughout the transect, survey counts were undertaken in two-minute blocks, which
allowed observers to stay within individual habitat facies while meandering. It was later
calculated®® that the observers traversed on average around 100 m per survey. For each two-
minute survey, the observer noted: the number of ptunarra brown butterflies seen*’
(discriminating between males and females) and the habitat facies, as well as the time, and if the
sun was out (fully clouded survey periods were excluded from later analysis of count numbers

46 Calculated later from a combination of waypoints, tracklogs and survey notes
47 With nets available to undertake catch and release if considered necessary to ensure identification
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but were very rare on the survey days). In addition, one observer tracked the change in
temperature across the entire survey period*.

Individual observers were allocated different zones on each survey day, to lessen any potential
for observer bias within an area.

2.4.3.1  Analysis

One-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) with posthoc Tukey HSD test was used to determine if
abundance per survey varied statistically significantly between habitat types, controlling for intra-
seasonal variation in butterfly activity by limiting tests of significance to within survey weeks.

2.5 Limitations

Due to seasonal variations in detectability and accurate discrimination (ie. identification of
closely related species), there may be some herb, orchid and/or graminoid species present in the
survey area that have been overlooked due to flowering at times of the year other than when the
surveys were undertaken, or being absent at the time of surveys due to seasonality and/or the
absence of requisite germination triggers. This limitation applies within plots as well as the
survey area as a whole; as such, plots surveyed early in the season may be missing some
seasonal species captured in different plots in the same habitat later in the season. The potential
for this limitation to have impacted the detection probability of threatened species in particular
has been considered in the interpretation of results and was mitigated by the number and timing
of surveys.

To further mitigate survey limitations, field data from the present study were supplemented with
data from the Tasmanian Natural Values Atlas*® and the EPBCA Significant Matters database.
All threatened species known or with potential to occur in the local area (5 km radius of the
project area) have thus been considered in terms of habitat suitability on site.

Locations of critical elements (e.g., specific survey points, weeds®!, evidence of pathogens,
threatened species habitat, efc) were recorded with a handheld non-differential GPS with an
average accuracy of 3-10 m.

The fauna assessment in this study excludes avifauna as this is being addressed in a separate
assessment by NBES.

The study area is quite large and thus has been surveyed at a scale considered adequate with
respect to the proposal and the relative diversity of the landscape. It is possible that micro-siting
surveys will be required for particular lifeforms following the finalisation of design elements.

3 BIOLOGICAL VALUES

3.1 Vegetation

Nineteen TASVEG vegetation units have been recorded within the project area, with the current
investigation resulting in substantial reattributions from the mapping within the TASVEG
database:

48 Using temperature reports from the nearest weather station at Liawenee Moor, 41.90°S 146.67°E 1057m
AMSL

49 NVA report_ nvr_1_03-Jun-2020 (DPIPWE 2020a) — with the database checked manually at later dates for
new records

50 EPBCA Protected Matters report, (Commonwealth of Australia) — PMST_ 163KLI

1 Tasmanian Weed Management Act 1999
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AHF — freshwater aquatic herbland** — 70.15 ha

AHL — lacustrine herbland** — 2.13 ha

DAD - Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite — 345.22 ha

DDE - Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland - 1,072.06 ha

DDP - Eucalyptus dalrympleana — E. pauciflora forest and woodland — 531.34 ha

DGW - Eucalyptus gunniiwoodland — 21.71 ha

DPD - Eucalyptus paucifiora forest and woodland on dolerite — 1,688.57 ha

DRO - Eucalyptus rodwayiforest and woodland — 134.40 ha

FAC - cleared land with a canopy (primarily £ rodwayiand some £. pauciflora) — 264.32 ha

FAG — agricultural land — 1,089.47 ha (with Er indicating emergent £ rodwayi < 5 % cover, and Ep
indicating £ pauciflora < 5 % cover)

FPE — permanent easements — 4.30 ha

FPH — plantations for silviculture (hardwood) — 602.15 ha
FRG — regenerating cleared land — 328.37 ha

FUM — extra-urban miscellaneous — 27.53 ha

GPH - highland Poa grassland** — 2,706.09 ha

MGH - highland grassy sedgeland** — 1,083.63 ha

MRR — Restionaceae rushland — 3.29 ha

NLE - Leptospermum forest — 6.69 ha

OAQ - water, sea—61.90 ha

* Indicates units that correspond to communities listed as threatened under the Commonwealth
EPBCA.

** Indicates units that correspond to communities listed as threatened under the Tasmanian
Nature Conservation Act 2002.

The native vegetation types are described below within groupings derived from similarities in
floristics and structure. Vascular plant species lists from sampling points are given in Appendix A.
The distribution of TASVEG units recorded within the study area is illustrated in Figure 3.

3.1.1 Aquatic habitats (natural and non-natural)

- AHF - freshwater aquatic herbland — 70.15 ha
- AHL - lacustrine herbland - 2.13 ha
- OAQ - water, sea—61.90 ha

Freshwater aquatic herblands (AHF) dominate natural shallow waterbodies within the project
area (Plates 5 and 6), which range from small, ephemeral pans within non-forest habitats, to
large permanent and semi-permanent waterbodies, with varying degrees of desiccation
proneness during the summer months (Plate 7). It was the relatively larger and less seasonal
waterbodies, including Allwrights and Wihareja lagoons, that were primarily captured by our
mapping of AHF for this project, with the very small and ephemeral examples being subsumed
by the surrounding vegetation.
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AHF on site are typically dominated by Schoenus fluitans, Ornduffia reniformis, Isolepis fluitans,
Myriophyllum simulans, Potamogeton tricarinatus, and the introduced Juncus bulbosus, with
emergent patches of Baumea arthrophylla, Eleocharis species and Cycnogeton species in the
areas that hold water most permanently. In addition to the dominant species, the shallow edges
include bands of Asperula subsimplex, tufts of Lachnagrostis lacunarum, and various marginal
herbs, graminoids and shrubs, including Ranunculus spp. Brachyscome radicans, Leptinella
reptans, Epilobium tasmanicum, Hypericum japonicum, Liparophyllum exiguum, Lobelia irrigua,
Montia australasica, Montia fontana subsp. chondrosperma, Myriophyllum pedunculatum,
Trithuria submersa and Epacris petrophila. Some of the marginal species are primarily associated
with seasonally bare areas of mud, while others occur within a complex perennial sward or lawn.
The lawn-like margins of many of the waterbodies correspond to the TASVEG unit lacustrine
herbland (AHL) (Plate 8), which was also only mappable to a practical degree in the largest
examples. The AHL lawns in the project area are defined by mats of the herbs mentioned above
and largely devoid of substantial cover of sedges, shrubs, or grasses, although the patches grade
into vegetation dominated by these within a short distance (Plate 9).

Areas mapped as OAQ within the project area included non-natural waterbodies (including farm
dams and a large trout dam on St. Patricks Plains) and the Shannon River (Plates 10 and 11.
Areas of OAQ are floristically similar to the above aquatic communities (indeed with time the
trout dam is likely to be heavily colonised by species typical of natural AHF), however the OAQ
classification has been applied to water lacking dominance of vascular macrophytes. These areas
do nonetheless contain aquatic plant values, including in the case of the Shannon River values
not found in the AHF and AHL observed elsewhere on site, including the threatened species
Barbarea australis, Carex capillacea and Isoetes humilior, and riparian shrub species mostly
absent from surrounding vegetation types, such as Melaleuca virens and Baeckea gunniana.

AHF and AHL are listed threatened communities under the NCA, within the wetlands
classification. OAQ waterbodies are not equivalent to the NCA listed wetlands due to the paucity
of aquatic macrophytes. None of the communities in this grouping meet the definitions of
ecological communities listed as threatened under the EPBCA, however Allwrights Lagoon
individually is listed under the EPBCA as a nationally important wetland.

Based on current observations, the survey area does not support the EPBCA listed ‘alpine
sphagnum bogs and associated fens’ ecological community, which is predicted as being likely to
occur in the area by the Protected Matters Search Tool (PMST) database but is unlikely to have
been overlooked and is typically (but not exclusively) found at higher altitudes (more detail in
Appendix B).
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Plate 5: Typical dominant vegetation of freshwater aquatic herbland (AHF) in project area

Plate 6: Area of emergent Baumea arthrophylla within freshwater aquatic herbland (AHF)
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Plate 8: Lagoon margin dominated by lawn-like lacustrine herbland (AHL)
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Plate 10: Shannon River (OAQ) with obligate riparian species and patchy occurrences of aquatic
macrophytes
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3.1.2 Dry eucalypt forest and woodland habitats

Dry eucalypt forest and woodland is the most extensive TASVEG group found on site,
concentrated within the south and northeast of the project area. The occurrence of tree species
varies with aspect and gradients of elevation and inundation, resulting in a complex blending of
canopy dominance where these factors have local heterogeneity. At a broader level however,
general structure and composition within communities is strongly consistent with the key traits
and descriptions for respective units within the TASVEG companion manual®®>. At a very fine
scale, environmental or geological traits (such as rock plates) are prominent in some areas,
leading to patches of treelessness and local dominance of ephemeral herbs, non-vascular
species, grasses, bare ground, or rock — these areas were considered to be too small to map into
units such as ORO (lichen lithosphere) or GRP (rockplate grassland) within a project of this scale.

- DPD - Eucalyptus pauciflora forest and woodland on dolerite — 1,688.57 ha
- DDP - Eucalyptus dalrympleana — E. pauciflora forest and woodland — 531.34 ha

Eucalyptus pauciflora forest and woodland (DPD) is the most widespread and abundant dry
sclerophyll unit on site. The occurrences within the project area are almost entirely secondary
growth, with evidence of continued forest use in several areas and varying degrees of human
disturbance (Plate 11). Mature forest elements are subsequently relatively uncommon and tend
to be concentrated in rockier areas or hill tops (Plates 12 and 13). In these areas, particularly in
the north of the project area, £ dalrympleana becomes more prominent, and where it has
meaningful areas of canopy dominance or co-dominance the mapping unit DDP has been
applied (Plate 14). A minority of the DDP stands are pure £ dalrympleana and these are mostly
small patches within the grassland dominated plateau in the northwest. In addition to £
dalrympleana, the DPD patches contain localised areas of £ rodwayi (typically on the margins of
flats) and areas of co-dominant £ rubida, which is particularly prominent within southern
remnants, where it dominates some stands (but there is not currently a TASVEG unit to
differentiate this from DPD). Understorey floristics and structure within these units are consistent
with the definitions in the TASVEG manual, with small shrubs such as Leptecophylla parvifolia,
Lomatia tinctoria, Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus variously prevalent over a mixed
ground cover of low shrubs (such as Tetratheca procumbens and Acrothamnus hookeri), grasses
(particularly Poa gunnii and P. clivicola) and herbs (including Acaena echinata, Acaena novae-
zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Brachyscome spathulata, Colobanthus apetalus, Daucus glochidiatus,
Epilobium tasmanicum, Geranium brevicaule, Ranunculus lappaceus, Scleranthus biflorus,
Senecio gunnii, S. prenanthoides, Veronica calycina and Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia).

DPD and DDP do not correspond to listed threatened communities under the NCA or the EPBCA.
- DRO - Eucalyptus rodwayiforest and woodland — 134.40 ha

DRO forest and woodland in the project area primarily occurs within characteristic low-lying
inundation-prone frost hollows and riparian zones (Plate 15) but is also present to a minor
degree on freely draining rises. Some of the patches in the latter situations may have once been
merely a localised patch of £ rodwayi within a broader patch of forest dominated by other
species (ie, they may be fragments from partial clearance or historical environmental change).
Consistent with this, £ rodwayi is present as a patchy sub-dominant within areas of DPD in
particular. Evident levels of disproportionate clearance are indeed highly apparent for the low-
lying occurrences of this community (Plates 16 and 17), as a result of its niche overlapping with
areas suitable for grazing. Resultantly, scattered £ rodwayi are frequent in areas of cleared land

>2 Kitchener and Harris (2013)
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in the south in particular, with areas of FAC (Er) and FAG-Er mapped within the modified land
sub-group discussed below.

Understorey floristics and structure within DRO patches on site thus vary in relation to location
and disturbance. In riparian situations a dense tall shrub layer of Leptospermum lanigerum is
present, with smaller shrubs of Melaleuca pallida, Leptecophylla parvifolia, Bossiaea cordigera
and Epacris gunnii. At ground level, moisture-reliant herbs such as Gratiola peruviana, Centipeda
elatinoides and Oxalis exilis are present, in addition to variably dense occurrences of Juncus and
Carex species. Understorey components elsewhere are broadly consistent with the other forest
communities on site, with occurrences of common and widespread species such as Acrothamnus
hookeri and Leptecophylla parvifolia, as well as various grasses and herbs. In areas disturbed by
surrounding pastoral activities, native understorey elements are sparser and predominantly
comprised of herbivore-resistant species such as Melicytus angustifolius ssp. divaricatus in
addition to low-growing herbs and grasses.

DRO does not correspond to a threatened community under the NCA or EPBCA but corresponds
to a Central Highlands regional RFA priority £ rodwayi forest (RO — priority Y; incorporating the
floristic communities DRY-sdROD and DRY-scROD, and DRY-gROD - priority A) >3.

- DAD - Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite — 345.22 ha

DAD vegetation within the project area is restricted to the southern half of the site, where it
occupies mid-slope positions, generally above cleared land or DRO, and below DDE (Plate 18); in
some locations it is intermingled with DPD. The DAD community has mostly been spared from
recent forestry use throughout the site but has been subject to firewood harvesting and other
human disturbance in parts and appears to be primarily second growth from historic clearance.
Understorey composition includes a moderately dense small shrub layer comprised of
widespread and common species such as Acacia dealbata, Lomatia tinctoria, Pultenaea
Juniperina, Leptecophylla parvifolia, Acrotriche serrulata, and various small herbs, grasses, and
ground ferns.

DAD does not correspond to a listed threatened community under the NCA or the EPBCA.
- DDE - Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland - 1,072.06 ha

DDE is extensive within the project area, being prominent within the south in particular, but also
on rises and southeast-facing slopes in the northeast. Native forest harvesting is widespread
within this unit across the project (Plate 19), with mature forest elements subsequently limited
and disturbance levels often high (Plate 20). Understorey composition varies with location but is
often quite sparse due to the prevalence of rocks and boulders, with species such as Senecio
linearifolius ssp. denticulatus, Hakea lissosperma and Olearia viscosa locally dominant amongst
the same suite of widespread species referred to for DPD and DDP.

DDE does not correspond to a listed threatened community under the NCA or the EPBCA.
- DGW - Eucalyptus gunniiwoodland — 21.71 ha

Consistent with a broader long-term trend across the range of the species, crown dieback is
widely evident with stands of £ gunnii on site, with dead stags indicating some patches have
suffered complete mortality (Plate 21). Consistent with the principles of forestry management in
Tasmania, patches with complete canopy mortality have still been mapped as DGW to preserve
distribution data and acknowledge the potential for regeneration (albeit this is known to be very

>3 Forest Practices Authority (2005)
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low likelihood for this species in this environment). Stands of living DGW within the project area
are protected by covenants under the NCA. Understorey composition within live and dead
stands are not highly distinctive and simply a subset of common and widespread species from
the surrounding communities, such as Hakea microcarpa, Melicytus angustifolius subsp.
divaricatus, Acrothamnus hookeri, Pimelea pygmaea, Pultenaea fasciculata, and Scleranthus
biflorus, as well as grasses and herbs associated with the adjacent non-forest communities.

DGW does not correspond to a listed threatened community under the NCA or the EPBCA.

- Tasmanian forests and woodlands dominated by black gum or Brookers gum (£ucalyptus
ovata/ E. brookeriana — not present

Although this ecological community is predicted as being likely to occur on site by the PMST
database, it has not been observed within the project area and is not likely to have been
overlooked. Nor is the habitat in the project area considered to be highly suitable for the
community based on environmental traits and its current mapped distribution at a state-wide
level, in which the constituent TASVEG units are largely absent from the highlands, with the
nearest purported patch being around 10 km away (Appendix B).

Plate 11: Area of DPD lacking mature forest elements and with a moderately browsed understorey
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Plate 13: Area of DPD with mature gnarled trees on exposed outcrop
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Plate 15: Riparian area of DRO with shrubby understorey
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Plate 17: Low-lying DRO (/FAC Er) with heavily modified understorey due to cleared land matrix and stock
grazing
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Plate 18: Area of DAD within a matrix of forest use

Plate 19: DDE forest with a history of harvesting
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Plate 20: DDE forest area with a large population of Senecio linearifolius ssp. denticulatus which is likely to
have benefited from past disturbance events

Plate 21: Example of tree mortality in remnant stand of DGW 08
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3.1.3 Native non-forest mosaic: grassland, sedgeland and rushland

- GPH - highland Poa grassland — 2,706.09 ha
- MGH - highland grassy sedgeland — 1,083.63 ha
- MRR - Restionaceae rushland - 3.29 ha

These units form a complex mosaic concentrated within the plateau in the northwest of the site,
collectively covering over a third of the project area. Boundaries between these units are often
diffuse and complicated, with numerous areas having ambiguous composition due to the
presence of elements characteristic of multiple units, on account of microscale heterogeneity of
soil moisture and drainage in particular.

The GPH highland Poa grassland is the most extensive individual unit within the project area. The
GPH is concentrated on relatively well-drained parts of the plateau, particularly basalt knolls and
outcrops, but also including extensive plains with minimal change in relief. The floristic
composition of GPH is broadly consistent across the project area, defined by near complete
treelessness and the prevalence of Poa clivicola and Poa gunnii, with localised patches of Poa
labillardierei. However, distinctive structural facies are evident, which may correlate to variations
in management history, with a degree of environmental influence (some of which may provide
some resilience to land use). The most prevalent facies of the GPH community is a woody facies
defined by an emergent shrub layer 1-3 m high with up to 80 % cover, mostly in the form of
Hakea microcarpa (Plates 22-24), but with dominance of Melicytus angustifolius subsp.
divaricatus, Ozothamnus ericifolius and O. hookeriin places (Plate 25). Low shrubs (< 60 cm) also
form a variably dense component of this facies, with Acrothamnus hookeri, Pimelea pygmaea
and Exocarpos nanus being very frequent and widespread (although the latter only becomes
readily apparent later in summer when seasonal growth of other species recedes), while others
such as Olearia algida, Muehlenbeckia axillaris, Bossiaea cordigera and B. riparia are more
localised but in some places dense. The ground layer of grasses and low shrubs is variously
perforated by rocks and patches of bare ground, with the later most prevalent in areas that are
heavily grazed areas and/or ostensibly subject to frost heave. Herbs are prevalent throughout
the shrubby GPH facies, but subject to strong influences of seasonality and micro niche
stratification. Prominent herbs overall include Acaena novae-zelandiae, Acaena ovina, Ajuga
australis, Asperula gunnii, Asperula pusilla, Brachyscome decipiens, Brachyscome spathulata,
Chrysocephalum apiculatum, Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Craspedia rosulata, Crassula
decumbens var. decumbens, Epilobium tasmanicum, Euchiton japonicus, Geranium brevicaule,
Geranium  potentilloides var. potentilloides, Leptorhynchos squamatus, Oxalis exilis,
Pappochroma bellidioides, Pappochroma pappocromum, Plantago antarctica, Ranunculus
lappaceus, Ranunculus pimpinellifolius, Ranunculus pumilio var. pumilio, Scleranthus biflorus,
Senecio gunnii, Solenogyne gunnii, Stellaria multiflora subsp. multiflora, Velleia montana,
Veronica calycina, Veronica gracilis, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia.

The second most prevalent facies of GPH is a more typical grassland facies that lacks the
emergent shrub cover of the woody facies and includes more consistent ground cover of Poa
clivicola and P. gunnii ** (Plate 26). Low shrub cover in addition to areas with a high proportion

> It was noted that the relative dominance of Poa clivicola and P. gunniivaries between the woody and the
grassland facies of GPH. Other than in very localised areas, Poa clivicola is the more dominant species in
each facies overall, however P. gunnii becomes markedly more prevalent within the woody facies.
Seemingly the taller P. gunnii receives some degree of grazing protection within the woody facies,
whereas the ground-hugging P. clivicola is more resilient to consistent grazing in open patches. The
reverse pertains within the MGH community, where the consistent presence of soil moisture of the
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of rocks and/or bare ground are still evident at a landscape scale within the grassland facies
(Plates 27 and 28), but there is effectively an absence of larger shrubs (> 1 m) and a tendency
towards almost two-dimensional lawn-like areas (Plate 29), some of which blend with areas of
non-pasture, between which there can be difficulty discriminating the boundaries.

The least extensive facies of GPH mapped is an inundation facies of tall tussocks (30-60 cm) of
Poa labillardierei with over 75 % cover (Plate 30). The inundation facies occurs on riparian
margins and ephemeral wet places (as opposed to more consistently moist [but perhaps less
inundated] MGH discussed below) and is mostly devoid of woody species (with these ostensibly
restricted by regular inundation) and relatively species poor compared to the other GPH facies. It
does however contain a suite of moisture-reliant species mostly absent from the other facies,
such as Celmisia asteljifolia, Gunnera cordifolia, Hydrocotyle sibthorpioides, Carex capillacea,
Carex ovalis and Veronica serpyllifolia. In some areas the inundation facies of GPH is
intermingled with clusters of sedges and rushes and grades into units of MGH (Plates 31-32).

The MGH units within the project area are in all cases contiguous with patches of GPH, but the
MGH occupies relatively lower parts of the landscape with more consistent moisture and
relatively impeded drainage. In such areas the MGH covers broad swathes of flat land (Plates 33
and 34), in some cases functioning as a conduit of water to wetlands. Although differentiated
from GPH by the higher proportional cover of non-grass species such as Carpha alpina, Carex
gaudichaudiana, Carex iynx, Carex raleighii, Empodisma minus, Baloskion australe and
Lepidosperma filiforme >°, the MGH also contains a prominent (> 50 %) sward of grass, primarily
tussocks of Poa gunnii, with localised patches of Poa /abillardierei. Epacris gunnii and Almaleea
subumbellata are indicative shrub species present in most patches, with occasional £pacris
lanuginosa and Leucopogon pilifer. Herb species that differentiate the MGH from GPH (at least
in terms of their frequency) include Microseris lanceolata, Montia australasica, Euchiton traversii,
Oxalis exilis, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Diuris monticola, Gentianella polysperes, Argyrotegium
mackayi, Comesperma retusum and Craspedia glabrata.

In one patch within the non-forest mosaic the dominance of rushes (particularly Baloskion
australe) and the relative paucity of grasses accorded to the definitions of MRR at a mappable
scale. Beyond these factors, the MRR is broadly similar in composition and landscape position to
the MGH elsewhere. Small patches equivalent to MRR may be present elsewhere within the non-
forest mosaic but could not practically be discriminated for mapping in a project of this scale.

GPH and MGH are listed threatened communities under the NCA, but MRR is not. None of these
units correspond to listed communities under the EPBCA, including the ‘lowland native
grasslands of Tasmania’ community, which is predicted to occur within the project area by the
PMST database but for which the GPH and MGH on site do not meet the key trait relating to
altitude, with the EPBCA community restricted to lower altitudes (below 600 m a.s.l.*®) (Appendix
B).

dense sward of non-grass species may provide the taller 2. gunnii a buffer against grazing pressure,
allowing it to obtain dominance over P. c/ivicola, which becomes effectively absent in dense MGH.

55 It was noted that the prevalence of L. filiforme in MGH within this project area was not as great as
described in the description in the TASVEG manual and the species was absent from MGH at a local
scale in some areas. However, it was observed that the species was consistently present within the MGH
at a broader patch scale; in some cases, it may be inhibited by browsing or some other management
artefact. Despite the relatively low cover of L. filiforme, the presence of several other indicative species
and the marked niche separation from the GPH, made the classification as MGH appropriate.

%6 Department of the Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts (2010)
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Plate 23: Dense healthy regrowth of Poa gunniifollowing a patch burn within an area of Hakea dominated
woody facies of GPH
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Plate 25: Emergent Ozothamnus spp. dominate a minor component of the woody facies of GPH in the
project area
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Plate 26: Productive area of grassland facies GPH

Plate 27: Grassland facies GPH, but with relatively high cover of low shrubs
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Plate 28: Grassland facies GPH, but with relatively high cover of low shrubs

Plate 29: Lawn-like area of closely grazed grassland facies GPH
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Plate 30: Inundation facies of GPH within seasonal wetland

Plate 31: Riparian mosaic of inundation facies of GPH with MGH and rushland elements
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Plate 32: Confluence of inundation facies of GPH (right middle-ground) with MGH (left middle-ground) and
grassland facies GPH (right foreground)

Plate 33: Extensive plain of MGH grassy sedgeland

Plate 34: Extensive plain of MGH grassy sedgeland
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3.1.4 Non-eucalypt forest
- NLE - Leptospermum forest — 6.69 ha

In the forested areas away from the areas of non-forest mosaic, the most-poorly drained habitats
include some small patches dominated by Leptospermum lanigerum over 10 m tall, consistent
with the definition of Leptospermum forest (NLE). The NLE is relatively species poor in terms of
woody plants, with the occasional emergent eucalypt and sparse small shrubs of Leptecophylla
parvifolia. The ground layer includes a high cover of moss and closely browsed grasses and
herbs, including Schoenus apogon, Hydrocotyle hirta, Hypericum japonicum, Leptinella reptans
and Lobelia pedunculata.

NLE does not correspond to a listed threatened community under the NCA or the EPBCA but the
examples on site correspond to the floristic community SWAMP-E1 which is inadequately
reserved in the region (but adequately reserved elsewhere in Tasmania) — priority B *'.

Plate 35: Remnant patch of NLE with south of project area

57 Forest Practices Authority (2005)
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Figure 3a: Distribution of verified vegetation types within survey area (northern section)
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Figure 3b: Distribution of verified vegetation types within survey area (southern section)
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3.2 Threatened and Conservation Significant Flora

3.2.1 Threatened flora

The 2019, 2020 and 2022 surveys documented 354 vascular plant species (including 68
exotics) within the project area (Appendix C). Our surveys confirmed or established the
presence of 23 threatened flora species, with 9 of these not previously recorded within the
project area (denoted with an asterisk) (Figure 4):

- Asperula scoparia ssp. scoparia (TSPA rare)

- Asperula subsimplex (TSPA rare)

- Barbarea australis (TSPA and EPBCA endangered) *

- Calocephalus lacteus (TSPA rare)

- Carex capillacea (TSPA rare) *

- Colobanthus curtisiae (TSPA rare and EPBCA vulnerable)®®
- Cryptandra amara (TSPA endangered) *

- Eucalyptus gunnii ssp. divaricata (TSPA and EPBCA endangered)
- Glycine latrobeana (TSPA and EPBCA vulnerable)

- Hovea tasmanica (TSPA rare)

- Isoetes humifior (TSPA rare)

- Leucochrysum albicans var. tricolor (TSPA and EPBCA endangered)
- Muehlenbeckia axillaris (TSPA rare)

- Mpyosurus australis (TSPA endangered) *

- Myriophyllum integrifolium (TSPA vulnerable) *

- Pterostylis pratensis (TSPA and EPBCA vulnerable)

- Ranunculus pumilfio var. pumifio (TSPA rare)

- Rhodanthe anthemoides (TSPA rare)

- Senecio longipilus (TSPA vulnerable) *

- Scleranthus fasciculatus (TSPA vulnerable) *

- Taraxacum aristum (TSPA rare) *

- Trithuria submersa (TSPA rare)

- Viola cunninghamii (TSPA rare) *

An additional 3 species that have been recorded from the project area in the past were not
relocated during our surveys but are still considered likely to be present, albeit not expected
to be widespread or abundant.

- Epilobium willisii (TSPA rare)
- Isoetes drummondlii ssp. drummondlii (TSPA rare)
- Pilularia novae-hollandiae (TSPA rare)

>8 In addition to the species suspected to be mis-identified below, observations made during our surveys
indicate that records of Colobanthus curtisiae attributed to grassland habitats within the north of the
project area may be misidentifications of Colobanthus apetalus and/or C. affinis - our observations
suggest Colobanthus curtisiae may be restricted to rocky outcrops within forested areas in the south.
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Figure 4a: Reference index and legend for maps of distribution of
threatened flora
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Table 2: Threatened flora species with observations (Tasmanian Natural Values Atlas) or predicted habitat (EPBCA Protected Matters database) from within a 5 km radius of the site %°

60 :
. TSPA Potential t . . . . .
Species Status™ TSPA / otentia .o Observations and preferred habitat®’ Modelled habitat within the project area®
EPBCA occur on site
Confirmed as present in project area by NBES
Asperula scoparia subsp. scoparia is widespread in Tasmania and is mainly found in native
rasslands and grassy forests, often on fertile substrates such as dolerite-derived soils. . . .

9 . grassy . L The project area contains no forests dominated by Eucalyptus globulus or E.
Forested sites are usually dominated by Eucalyptus globulus and E. viminalis (lower L . .

Asperula scoparia subsp elevations) and £ delegatensis (higher elevations) viminalis, however there are several patches of £ delegatensis dominated forest
P <coparia ' . o ' . ’ , (DDE). The DDE in the south of the project area is very rocky and located largely in
P rare/ - - Occasional within the project area, with scattered plants (< 10) observed in grassy and | 5 mosaic of plantations. This rocky habitat is not suitable for this species.
rickly woodruff rocky locations in the northern half of the project area (Plate 36). It may be more o .

P y . y L bro) ) ,( . ) . y L Habitat is modelled as all areas of grassland (GPH), and all DDE forest on dolerite
widespread than current mapping indicates at the plant is tiny and inconspicuous within . .

. . . . and basalt north of the confluence of Ripple Creek and the Shannon River.
grassy vegetation — it is unlikely however to be present in abundance based on our
findings.
Asperula subsimplex occurs in sites with impeded drainage including damp grasslands,
floodplains and sometimes in grassy forest and woodland along drainage depressions
(even at the outfall of artificial dams). Habitat for this species may occur within micro-topographical variations across the
Asperula subsimplex Prolific at a localised scale within the project area, with hundreds of plants in seasonally | landscape and is difficult to map with any great certainty.

water woodruff rare/ - - wet depressions and wetland margins, with some locations supporting dozens of stems | As a conservative measure, potential habitat is likely to occur in grassland and
per square metre. The plants varied markedly with seasonal inundation, with early season | sedgy grassland (GPH and MGH) habitats within 10 m of waterways and marshland
flooding resulting in strongly etiolated submerged plants (Plate 37), which later in the | and a 10 m radius of wetland vegetation communities (AHF, AHL).
season reverted to tightly clustered mats as the water receded (Plate 38). A total of over
30,000 m? extent of occurrence was observed in the project area.
Barbarea australis is a riparian species found near river margins, creek beds and along
flood channels adjacent to the river. It tends to favour the slower reaches and has not
been found on steeper sections of rivers. It predominantly occurs in flood deposits of silt
and gravel deposited as point bars and at the margins of base flows, or more occasionally
or between large cobbles on sites frequently disturbed by fluvial processes. Some of the
sites are .a consnde.rableh distance from the river, |r.1 flood channels scoured‘ by previous Beyond the Shannon River, there is no suitable habitat present in the project area.

Barb " flood action, exposing river pebbles. Most populations are in the Central Highlands, but ] i ) ) o

arbarea australls endangered/ . . . As this species occurs on the margins of the river bed and within the creek bed,

) ) - other populations occur in the north-east and upland areas in the central north. ] ) ) )
riverbed wintercress ENDANGERED ) o ) o i habitat for this species has been modelled by applying a 10 m buffer on the

Not previously known within the project area (known within 5 km — Appendix E). A total of Shannon River
around 20 plants were observed at several locations on the Shannon River (Plate 39),
mostly in the far south of the project area on the boundary of Christians Marsh, but also
with a couple of plants on the Shannon boundary of St. Patricks Plains and Allwrights. It is
noted that the species is best discriminated by the weed B. intermedia by seed and fruit
attributes that are not present all year round, and that not every plant could be visited
with perfect timing within the scope of this assessment. As such, some plants have been

59 Natural Values Report # 1_03-Jun-2020, DPIPWE, 2020a; EPBCA Protected Matters report PMST_I63KLI
60 Tasmanian Threatened Species Protection Act 1995, Commonwealth Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999

61 Threatened Species Section (2020)

62 Total available habitat/Potential extent of occurrence is a broad level estimate of areas that may contain habitat niches that may provide areas of occupation for threatened flora species — it cannot be assumed that species will have complete occupation of their 45
potential extent of occurrence, nor that potential for occurrence within the modelled overall extent will be uniformly suitable at a finer scale — e.g. plants can be expected to have finer niches within the overall mapped potential extent of occurrence; a minority of
plants could also occur outside of habitat with these preferred defintions.
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Species

Status® TSPA /
EPBCA

Potential to
occur on site

Observations and preferred habitat®’

Modelled habitat within the project area®

attributed to this species on the basis of confirming seeds and fruits of morphologically
similar plants elsewhere in the project area. It is also noted that even some of those plants
that were confirmed with fruit and seed traits had occasional upper stem leaves with two
pairs of lateral lobes, which is more typically associated with B. intermedia but is
acceptable within the definition of B australis and seen as less important than
reproductive characteristics.

Calocephalus lacteus

milky beautyheads

rare/ -

Calocephalus lacteus occurs in open, dry sites in lowland areas of eastern and northern
Tasmania and on lower altitudes of the Central Plateau. It requires bare ground for
recruitment and may benefit from disturbance. It is often found on roadsides and beside
tracks.

Prolific at a moderately broad scale within the project area, with some extensive patches
present in the grassland and sedgeland habitats (with estimates of hundreds of plants),
where is it resilient to grazing and occurs in relatively moist niches (Plate 40).

The habitat niche for this species may occur in a wide range of habitats, but is
largely confined to grassland habitats and roadside verges.

The potential habitat is defined as all areas of grassland (GPH) and a buffer of 30
m where it borders sedgy grassland (MGH) as well as a 10 m buffer on all roads in
grassy habitats.

Carex capillacea

yellowleaf sedge

rare/ -

Carex capillacea is found in the Central Highlands in marshy habitats, extending to short
alpine herb fields associated with snow patches.

An extensive occurrence (> 100,000 plants estimated) was found during our assessment,
all of which occurs in the marshy margins of the Shannon River (Plate 41).

Within the project area, only the Shannon River is considered likely to support this
species. All other areas of marshland/wetland were surveyed with no further
observations. This species is relatively distinctive and conspicuous and is unlikely
to have been overlooked if present elsewhere.

Potential habitat for this species is thus modelled as a 10 m buffer on the Shannon
River.

Colobanthus curtisiae

grassland cupflower

rare/
VULNERABLE

When first described, Colobanthus curtisiae was understood to occur in native grassland
and grassy woodland (the type location is a grassy £ pauciflora woodland on a small
basalt hill) but also extending to subalpine low vegetation (Ben Lomond area). This
species is now known to occur in lowland grasslands and grassy woodlands but is also
prevalent on rocky outcrops and margins of forest on dolerite on the Central Highlands
(including disturbed sites such as log landings and snig tracks) (Appendix E).

A large number of records for this species from within the non-forest habitats were
investigated during our surveys, only to find plants that better fit the description of
Colobanthus apetalus (and to a lesser degree C affinis) (Plate 42). After several
unsatisfactory attempts at finding C curtisiae at reported locations (many of which were
supported by notes suggesting the species was abundant across the grassland plateau)
we engaged ECOtas for a second opinion on the identification of our Colobanthus
collections (Appendix D). The assessment from ECOtas supported our stance that the
identification of Colobanthus curtisiae from grassland habitats within the project area is
likely to be erroneous and if C curtisiae is present within the project area it is thought to
be restricted to rocky outcrops within forest areas in the south, which is consistent with
the above habitat description. Based on this consideration, we suggest there are limited
numbers of C curtisiae present within the project area (< 100) rather than the thousands
to millions of plants that are present if the grassland plateau individuals are attributed to
this taxon. DPIPWE have chosen not to re-determine the attribution of NVA records from
the grassland area but have put a note on all these records suggesting they may be
mostly C apetalus.

External consultation (Appendix D) supports our assessment that the records
located on the grassland plateau are likely to be erroneous. As a result of this,
habitat is likely to be confined to the south of the project area.

Potential habitat is thus defined as a radius of 200 m from existing records within
the same habitat, but restricted to records in the south of the project area. These
occurrences are in Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite (DAD)
and Eucalyptus paucifiora forest and woodland on dolerite (DPD).

Cryptandra amara

pretty pearlflower

endangered/ -

Cryptandra amara grows in some of the driest areas of the State and is typically
associated with fertile rocky substrates (e.g., basalt). Its habitat ranges from near-riparian
rock plates to grasslands or grassy woodlands.

Given the distinctive nature of this species, additional occurrences are unlikely to
have been overlooked in the project area.

As such, the potential habitat for this species is defined as a 500 m of all known
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Species SEEIEL ) Potential Fo Observations and preferred habitat®’ Modelled habitat within the project area®
EPBCA occur on site
Not previously known from the project area (known from within 5 km). Observed at one | records within the same habitat - Fucalyptus paucifiora forest and woodland on
location supporting 10 plants on a shallow rocky bank of the Shannon River on Christians | dolerite (DPD). There is no areas of native grassland within 500 m of records of this
Marsh (Plate 43), adjacent to cleared land. May be more abundant in that area but | species.
unlikely to be widespread elsewhere through the site.
Eucalyptus gunnii subsp. divaricata dominates open woodland and woodland with
grassy/heathy/shrubby understoreys on dolerite around the Great Lake region on the
Central Plateau (Appendix E). The most characteristic forms are found towards the
exposed edges of treeless flats, which tend to be poorly drained and prone to severe frost
(the species is the most frost-tolerant of any eucalypt). It also extends to adjacent rocky
slopes, often dominated by £ delegatensis. The recorded altitude range is 865-1,150 m | Habitat for this species within the project area is highly unlikely to extend beyond
Eucalyptus gunnii subsp. above sea level. Unfortunately, there has been significant dieback of trees of £ gunnii | its known range. As FEucalyptus trees are distinctive within the landscape,
divaricata endangered/ - subsp. divaricata, coupled with browsing of regeneration, so many sites are marked by | additional occurrences are unlikely to have been overlooked.
Miena cider gum FNDANGERED dead stags and dying trees, with little prospect of replacement. Habitat is modelled as the current extent of Fucalyptus gunnii woodland (DGW)
Trees of this species with varying degrees of death and dieback were well mapped on the | and individual £ gunnii subsp. divaricata records.
project area prior to our assessment and no new observations were made. Some
observations were made of individuals attributed to £ gunnii subsp. gunnii. Some
locations previously reported to support the species were confirmed as no longer having
plants present (either from death, fall, or removal), including 3 NVA recorded locations on
the margin of the footprint.
Glycine latrobeana occurs in a range of habitats, geologies and vegetation types. Soils are | We have a high level of confidence that thus species is unlikely to occur far
usually fertile but can be sandy when adjacent to or overlaying fertile soils. The species | beyond the current known extent, which is confined to the southern extent of the
Glycine latrobeana vulnerable/ mainly occulrs or.1 flats and u;dl;llé;irg;errair; or:/erca widlepgljeograp:ical rngz, iIncIud.inlg project areaT. . | |
clover glycine VULNERABLE - near-coastal environments, the Midlands, and the Centra ateau (Appendix E). It mainly | The potential habitat is therefore defined by a 500 m radius of known records
occurs in grassy/heathy forests and woodlands and native grasslands. within the same habitat, which in the case of this species is Eucalyptus pauciflora
A small number of plants (< 50) were observed within forest remnants in the far south of | forest and woodland on dolerite (DPD) and Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and
the project area (Plate 44). May be found at other locations within the project area. woodland on dolerite (DAD).
Hovea tasmanica occurs in central and north-eastern regions. It is usually found on dry, | As this species is highly distinctive, it is unlikely to occur far beyond the current
Hovea tasmanica rocky ridges or slopes (mostly dolerite) in forest and riverine scrub. known extent.
rockfield purplepea rare/ - - Observed to be prolific (hundreds of plants) on the steep rocky banks of the Shannon | The potential habitat is therefore defined by a 200 m radius of known records
River through Christians Marsh in the southern half of the project area (Plates 45 and 46). | within the same habitat, which in the case of this species is Eucalyptus paucifiora
Unlikely to have been overlooked elsewhere in the project area. forest and woodland on dolerite (DPD).
Isoetes humilior occurs in still waters and slow-moving sections of running water around
the Central Highlands. It frequently occurs with Isoetes gunnii and the two species may be
intermingled within the same clump. Based on the habitat requirements of this species, all areas of permanent wetland,
Isoetes humilior rare/ - i Previously reported from the project area in the early 90s from a stretch of the Shannon | as well as the Shannon River are considered as potential habitat for this species.
veiled quillwort River between St. Patricks Plains and Allwrights (where it was noted as “common”) and | Habitat for this species is thus modelled as a 10 m buffer of all AHF and AHL
confirmed as still present in this part of the river during our surveys (Plate 47). May be | vegetation (inclusive) and a 10 m buffer of the Shannon River.
present at other locations in the river but was not observed elsewhere during our
assessment.
‘ Leucochrysum albicans var. tricolor occurs in the west and on the Central Plateau and the Given the distinctive nature of this species, additional occurrences are unlikely to
Leucochrysum albicans Midlands (Appendix E), mostly on basalt soils in open grassland. This species would have . .
var. tricolor endangered/ - originally occupied Eucalyptus pauciflora woodland and tussock grassland, though most have been overlooked in the project area.
ENDANGERED As such, the potential habitat for this species is defined as a radius of 100 m of all

grassland paperdaisy

of this habitat is now converted to improved pasture or cropland.

Uncommon within the project area, with a localised occurrence around the St. Patricks

known records within grassland habitat (GPH).
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. Status®® TSPA Potential to X . . L .
Species / . Observations and preferred habitat®’ Modelled habitat within the project area®
EPBCA occur on site
Plains trout dam (adjacent to Highland Lakes Road) verified as still extant during our
assessment (Plate 48). It is considered a low likelihood that the species exists elsewhere
within the project area unless it has been heavily suppressed by grazing.
Muehlenbeckia axillaris is predominantly found in moist gravely or rocky places on the
Central Plateau, extending out to the west, north-west and lower reaches of the South Esk . . e . . . . .
River Habitat for this species is difficult to define as it was recorded in various habitats,
Muehlenbeckia axillaris ’ however most records were on mid-slopes of basalt outcrops.
Prolific at a moderately broad scale within the project area, with tens of thousands of . L . L .
. rare/ - - y pro) . ) Potential habitat is defined as a 100 m buffer of known records in similar habitats
matted lignum square metres extent of occurrence and numerous locations supporting dense mats . . .
. A (predominantly GPH on basalt or dolerite). The slopes of the Shannon River valley
hugging rocks and the ground (Plate 49). Was mostly noted growing in mid-slope bands o . . .
. . . as it rises to the grassland plateau may also provide suitable habitat.
around the margins of basalt outcrops in the northern half of the project area, but also
with minor occurrences along the margins of the Shannon River in the southern half.
Prior to our surveys for this project, Myosurus australis had only been recorded twice in
Tasmania, from a dolerite rockplate amongst basalt just north of Penstock Lagoon on the
Central Plateau in 2005, and prior to that was only from a small hillside soak near Jericho | This species is most likely to occur in seasonally wet areas on basalt, however
in 1970. some occurrences were recorded on alluvial deposits and dolerite.
Myosurus australis endangered; - ) Our surveys found M. australis to be relatively frequent and widespread within shallow, | As the habitat niche for this species can occur within a myriad of non-forest
southern mousetail seasonally wet areas within the non-forest mosaic habitats across the north of the project | vegetation types, potential habitat may occur within a 30 m buffer of marshlands,
area (Plates 50-52), with over 2,000 plants observed within the narrow survey period of | wetlands, and major streams in grassland (GPH), sedgy grassland (MGH) and
less than two months, including one patch in closely grazed grassland supporting around | agricultural land (FAG).
1,000 plants. Most other occurrences had far less plants (generally less than 100). It is
likely to be present at additional locations in the same habitats.
Myriophyllum integrifolium occurs mostly in the northern Midlands, with isolated
populations in the State's north, north-east and south. It grows at the margins of wetlands
and in seasonally wet places, including depressions associated with small ephemeral . . . . . -
. . . . o Habitat for this species may occur within micro-topographical variations across the
. lakes. It can occur in coastal heathland and in forest in the Midlands, where it is often e . ;
Myriophyllum . . landscape and is difficult to map with any great certainty.
. . associated with old muddy tracks.
integrifolium vulnerable/ - - i L . As a conservative measure, potential habitat is likely to occur in grassland and
. e Was recorded at only one location within the project area, a shallow, seasonally wet area . L
tiny watermilfoil . . . . . sedgy grassland (GPH and MGH) habitats within 30 m of waterways and marshland
supporting an estimated 1,000 plants within the grassland of Wihareja (Plate 50). Only . . .
. . . . o . and a 30 m radius of wetland vegetation communities (AHF, AHL).
one other record is known within 5 km. Is likely to be more widespread within equivalent
patches elsewhere within the non-forest habitats but is easily overlooked due to its tiny
size and very brief annual life cycle.
Pterostylis pratensis is restricted to the Central Highlands of Tasmania (Appendix E),
growing at an elevation of 850-1100 m above sea level in subalpine Poa /labillardierei
tussock grassland that is very exposed, low and open, with patches of often stunted
Olearia algida (alpine daisybush) and Hakea microcarpa (smallfruit needlebush) scrub on
. ) red—brown loamy to clay soils derived from basalt. o ] ) )
Pterostylis pratensis vulnerable/ lativel e within th i h ‘ Habitat is defined as all areas of native grassland (GPH) on basalt or dolerite
Liawenee greenhood VULNERABLE Relatively common at a broad scale within the project area, with dozens of scattered derived soils.

plants within the grassland plains (Plates 53 and 54). Has a relatively short flowering
period, meaning that our surveys are unlikely to have captured the full range of its
occurrence within the project area, however this was captured in some areas by mapping
predicted area extent with polygons for avoidance. Potential habitat for this species is
widespread across the project area.
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. Status®® TSPA Potential to . . . o .
Species / . Observations and preferred habitat®’ Modelled habitat within the project area®
EPBCA occur on site
Ranunculus pumilio var. pumilio occurs mostly in wet places (e.g., broad floodplains of
permanent creeks, "wet pastures”) from sea level to altitudes of 800-900 m above sea
level. The habitat requirements for this species are relatively broad and is present
Prolific at a broad scale within the project area, with a minimum extent of occurrence of | throughout the project area. Habitat may occur in a range of grassy vegetation
Ranunculus pumiljo var. around 100 ha and with some locations supporting populations of thousands of plants | tYPes-
pumilio rare/ - - scattered across the grassland plains, concentrated at a local scale within small patches of | As a conservative measure, habitat for this species has been defined as areas of
ferny buttercup bare ground (Plate 55). Has a relatively short annual life cycle, meaning that our surveys | grassland (GPH), grassy sedgeland (MGH), and agricultural land (FAG) within a 30
are unlikely to have captured the full range of its occurrence within the project area — | m buffer of mapped marshlands, wetlands, and major streams, and a 30 m buffer
equally however, it is possible the similar and equally tiny Ranunculus sessiliflorus is | on wetland vegetation communities (AHF and AHL).
present within the population and contributes to some of the abundance, noting with
different moisture preferences the species may oscillate in dominance year to year.
The distribution of Rhodanthe anthemoides includes montane grasslands, heath and
heathy scrub in central and north-western Tasmania.
A. large, localised occurrena.e.around. the St. Patricks Plains .trout dam (adjacent to | Giyen the distinctive nature of this species, additional occurrences are unlikely to
Rhodanthe anthemoides ' Highland Lakes Road) was verified as still extant and healthy during our assessment (Plate | 15ve been overlooked in the project area.
rare/ - - 56) (with past estimates putting the population at over 10,000 plants). Outlying records . . . L. . .
chamomile sunray ) { P . P g pop . . P ) . y 'g As such, the potential habitat for this species is defined as a radius of 100 m of all
such as on Ripple North and near the Shannon River on Allwrights were investigated but o :
. . o . ) o known records within grassland habitat (GPH).
no plants were observed. It is considered a low likelihood that the species exists within
the project area outside of the well documented occurrences proximal to the trout dam
unless it has been heavily suppressed by grazing.
Scleranthus fasciculatus is mostly known from a few locations in the Midlands and south- . _ . .
. L Potential habitat in the project area may include areas of grassland and grassy
east. The vegetation at most of the sites is Poa grassland/grassy woodland. Scleranthus . . L
. . . woodlands that are protected from grazing. This species is scarcely known from
fasciculatus appears to need gaps between the tussock spaces for its survival and both . .63
) . . . . . . the Central Highlands region®.
Scleranthus fasciculatus fire and stock grazing maintain the openness it requires. Often found in areas protected _ ' _ o '
spreading knawel vulnerable/ - - from grazing such as fallen trees and branches. Habitat may be more widespread, however given the limited extent recorded in
. . . the project area, it is likely to be highly localised. Potential habitat is defined as a
Found at only one location within the project area, a patch of dry sclerophyll forest on the Lo o .
. . . 500 m buffer of known records within similar habitat (ie DPD forest, with a buffer
northern boundary of Wihareja, where 5 plants were observed. Not previously reported o
_ of 100 m extending into GPH).
from within 5 km.
Given that this species was not known at the site prior to our field surveys, it is
] ] ] likely to be more extensive than the current known range. The vast majority of
Only 2 Tasmanian records prior to our surveys, one from 1837 and the other 1929, with . .
) } ] ) ) records are in Poa dominated grassland on basalt, however a small number occur
the species considered to be locally extinct at both locations; the total time between . . . .
) ) - ) ) ) i on the margins of dolerite outcrops and alluvial deposits. Some occurrences are
Tasmanian observations of c. 90 years qualified the species for consideration as being . . - .
. - ; o ) . with mapped agricultural land, however there is likely to be sufficient cover of Poa
Senecio longipilus presumed extinct — numerous occurrences were found within the project area, with a total | . . -
o vulnerable/ - - i o in these areas. The boundaries of the GPH and FAG communities can be somewhat
longhair fireweed estimate of aroun.d 39,700 (+/- 9,350) plants, concentrated within seven patches betwegn 'fuzzy' and difficult to delineate a distinct boundary.
14 and 0.62 ha in size (Plates 57 and 58); these represent the only known plants in T ) ) o ) ) o
. . . . . It is difficult to ascertain the true extent of this species given it potential habitat is
Tasmania. Was subsequently nominated for listing on the TSPA after discovery on site and ] ] ) o )
L widespread across much of the Central Highland region®4. Within the project area,
accepted for listing as vulnerable. ) ) ] -
potential habitat has been identified as all areas of Poa grassland (GPH) on basalt,
as well a 200 m radius of known records within treeless vegetation types.

63 Natural Values Atlas data — as at March 23 2023
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Taraxacum aristum

mountain dandelion

rare/ -

Taraxacum aristum occurs in subalpine grassland, grassy heath and grassy woodland in
the Central Highlands.

A total of four plants were observed during our surveys, with three on a rocky forested
outcrop on the Ripple property (Plate 59) and the other within grassland habitat on
Wihareja. Is likely to be more widespread in the project area, with relatively high numbers
of plants known from the Steppes Reserve in similar habitats to those in the project area.
The similar looking introduced 7. officinale is widespread and abundant throughout the
site.

This species may occur in a range of vegetation types; however it is typically
known from grasslands and grassy woodlands.

Potential habitat is therefore defined as all grasslands (GPH), as well as a 200 m
radius on known records within similar habitat (DDE and DPD).

Trithuria submersa

submerged watertuft

rare/ -

Trithuria submersa occurs in the Northern Midlands, near-coastal areas in the east and
north-east, King Island, Flinders Island and Cape Barren Island, with an isolated record
from the Central Highlands. Habitat includes areas subject to flooding, such as the
margins of wetlands, small watercourses, shallow temporary depressions, and wet
heathlands.

Prolific at a localised scale within the project area (Plate 60), with some locations
supporting populations of thousands of plants with densities of dozens of plants per
square metre. Was observed within patches of seasonal mud in small depressions, shallow
wet areas, and the margins of lagoons. Was mostly observed in the far north of the
project area within the non-forest mosaic habitats but is likely to be more widespread
than current records indicate.

Habitat for this species may occur within micro-topographical variations across the
landscape and is difficult to map with any great certainty. As a conservative
measure, potential habitat is likely to occur within 10 m of waterways, marshland
and wetland (AHF, AHL) habitats.

Viola cunninghamii

alpine violet

rare/ -

Viola cunninghamii occurs in short alpine herbfield, grassland and grassy heath in the
higher parts of the eastern and central mountains where it is often associated with small
patches of bare ground.

Confirmed during our surveys around the Shannon River (Plate 61) but may be more
widespread in the project area due to being relatively conspicuous and indistinct without
flowers.

Observations of this species are typically associated with moist®, riparian
habitats®, as such, potential habitat is defined as a 30 m buffer on all major
waterways within grasslands and grassy sedgeland environments (GPH and MGH).

Previously reported from project area or within 500 m radius

Asperula minima

mossy woodruff

rare/ -

Previously
accepted records

on site
A. minima very
unlikely to be
present based on
our assessment

Asperula minima occurs in a range of vegetation types, the common factor being locally
impeded drainage. Habitats include near-coastal swamp forests, Melaleuca ericifolia
swamp forest, Eucalyptus ovata sedgy forest, "old pasture” regenerating to sedges and
rushes, and firebreaks adjacent to clear-felled forest.

Previous surveys have attributed records of this species to the project area but without
supporting herbarium specimens to validate them. Although the project area may be
viable for this species, our surveys of the locations purported to support A. minima
established the presence of other non-threatened con-generics, particularly A. pusilla
(Plate 62), A. conferta (Plate 63) and A. gunnii (Plate 64), but never A. minima. We
concluded that A. minima is likely to be absent from the project area and that the
previous records appear to be misidentifications. This was supported (and elaborated
upon) by the independent assessment requested from ECOtas (Appendix D) and DPIPWE
have marked the previous records on the NVA with a note saying they are likely to be A.

Our assessment has determined that this species is highly unlikely to be present in
the project area. This result has been substantiated through external consultation
(Appendix D).

Potential habitat for this species has not been mapped.

85 University of Tasmania (2019)

66 Natural Values Atlas data — as at March 23 2023
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pusilla — although we note that without specimens or photos from the previous surveys,
we cannot be certain which of the Asperula that we recorded may have been attributed to
A. minima.

Epilobium willisii

carpet willowherb

rare/ -

Considered to be
PRESENT

Epilobium willisii occurs in wet montane herb fields around the central mountains and
bare places around the eastern mountains.

A single verified herbarium specimen is attributed to the St. Patricks Plains property within
the project area. The species could not be relocated at this location (or within other
suitable areas) during our assessment but given it can be very discrete and vary in
seasonal detectability, it can be overlooked. In addition, to differentiate it from the very
similar £. tasmanicum requires close examination of seeds, which are only present for a
relatively short part of the survey period. Dozens of mat forming Epilobium were
examined during our assessment, but none had characteristics that could be attributed to
E. willisii.

Habitat for this species is difficult to define as it can occur in wet places
throughout the project area. As a conservative measure, potential habitat is
identified as a 30 m buffer on all watercourses and wetland habitats (AHF and
AHL) within native grasslands and grassy sedgelands (GPH and MGH).

Hovea montana

mountain purplepea

rare/ -

Very low

Hovea montana occurs in subalpine grasslands and grassy woodlands, occasionally
extending to grassy/heathy subalpine forests dominated by £ delegatensis, E. paucifiora,
E. gunnii, E. coccifera and E. dalrympleana.

Habitat on site is suitable for this species, however it is extremely conspicuous when in
flower, at which time we conducted searches of the most suitable habitats. Unlikely to
have been overlooked.

There is an NVA record for the species attributed to the northern boundary of the project
area from NBES staff - this purely due to spatial inaccuracy of the record and the actual
plants observed at that time were found on the other side of the road outside of the
project area.

As this species is highly distinctive, it is unlikely to occur far beyond the current
known extent.

The potential habitat is therefore defined by a 200 m radius of known records
within the same habitat, which in the case of this species is Eucalyptus paucifiora
forest and woodland on dolerite (DPD).

Isoetes drummondlii
subsp. drummondii

plain quillwort

rare/ -

Considered to be
PRESENT

Isoetes drummondii subsp. drummondii is usually found in damp soils amongst dense
grasses, such as the waterlogged pastures and waterways of the Midlands (with some
outliers on the Forestier Peninsula and elsewhere). Habitats include woodland and forest
dominated by Eucalyptus rodwayi and E. amygdalina, man-made ditches, muddy tracks
and grassy "runs" through open forest. It also occurs on the seasonally inundated shores
of man-made or natural waterbodies such as Camerons Lagoon, Wihareja Lagoon and
Lake Leake.

Verified herbarium collections have been made from the project area in the 70s and early
90s, including Wihareja Lagoon and an ephemeral wetland on St. Patricks Plains. The
species could not be relocated at these locations (or within other suitable areas) during
our assessment but given it can be very discrete and vary in seasonal detectability, it can
be overlooked.

Habitat for this species may occur within micro-topographical variations across the
landscape and is difficult to map with any great certainty. As a conservative
measure, potential habitat is likely to occur within 10 m of waterways, marshland
and wetland (AHF, AHL) habitats.

Pilularia novae-
hollandiae

Australian pillwort

rare/ -

Considered to be
PRESENT

Pilularia novae-hollandiae occurs mainly in the central to northern parts of the State, in
mud or silt of shallow rivers and on seasonally inundated margins of creeks and rivers. It is
often hidden among grasses and sedges in damp mud, bogs and swamps.

A vouchered specimen of this species was collected from Wihareja lagoon in 1991. The
species could not be relocated at that location (or within other suitable areas) during our
assessment but given it can be very discrete and vary in seasonal detectability, it can be
overlooked.

H Habitat for this species may occur within micro-topographical variations across
the landscape and is difficult to map with any great certainty. As a conservative
measure, potential habitat is likely to occur in grassland and sedgy grassland (GPH
and MGH) habitats within 10 m of waterways, marshland and wetland (AHF, AHL)
habitats.
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Plantago glacialis

small-star plantain

rare/ -

Nil

Plantago glacialis is found in short alpine herb fields, associated with snow patches in the
central and western mountains. The nearest verified herbarium specimen is over 50 km
away on Mount Rufus. The project area is not considered to contain viable habitat for this
species. The record from 1995 in Cider Marsh within the Steppes Reserve (less than 500 m
from the project area boundary) is thought to be a misidentification of Plantago
paradoxa. P. paradoxa was found to be common on site, has basal tufts of golden-brown
hairs and can in some cases have almost glabrous leaves (like P. glacialis).

No habitat present on site.

Prasophyllum
crebriflorum

crowded leek-orchid

endangered/
ENDANGERED

Accepted records
on site
may warrant re-
attribution to P.
sphacelatum, with
taxonomic review

In north-western Tasmania (Appendix E), Prasophyllum crebriflorum occurs in montane
tussock grassland dominated by Poa labillardierei (silver tussock grass), with scattered
patches of the woody shrub Hakea microcarpa (smallfruit needlebush). On the Central
Plateau, plants sometimes ascribed to Prasophyllum crebriflorum occur in highland native
grassland dominated by Poa gunnii (Gunns snowgrass) and grassy woodland with a
sparse overstorey of Eucalyptus gunni.

Previous surveys within the project area have attributed Prasophyllum plants of the
subalpine green-brown type to this taxon. However, our conclusion from observations
during the current assessment is that Prasophyl/lum plants of this type in the project area
are better ascribed to the non-threatened P. sphacelatum, primarily due to flower size and
the nature of the dorsal sepal (Plate 65). This is supported by the independent assessment
undertaken at our request by ECOtas (Appendix D) and the presence of a verified
herbarium specimen of P. sphacelatum from Allwrights (HO400905). Nonetheless, due to
the complexities of the previously reported Prasophy/lum on site being associated with an
offset for another project, DPIPWE consider it more appropriate to continue to treat the
plants on site as P. crebriflorum (and have lodged our observations of Prasophyllum from
the current survey as P. crebriflorum on the NVA, but with a note saying they are probably
P. sphacelatum) until taxonomic uncertainty is resolved with a revision of the genus.
Similarly, as a precautionary approach, we have treated our observations of suspected A.
sphacelatum as equal conservation significance to P. crebriflorum in the consideration of
results of this assessment (Figure 5).

Our assessment has determined that this species is highly unlikely to be present in
the project area. This result has been substantiated through external consultation
(Appendix D).

Potential habitat for this species has not been mapped.

Schoenoplectus
tabernaemontani

river clubsedge

rare/ -

Very low

No NVA observation records or herbarium specimens are known for this species from
within 50 km, however Allwrights Lagoon is mentioned as containing an important
population of the species on its threatened species note sheet®’, and the species is also
mentioned as present (under the synonym Schoenoplectus validus) at Allwrights within
the directory of important wetlands information sheet®®.

Given the reports of this species from Allwrights Lagoon are not substantiated by verified
NVA or herbarium records, they may be erroneous misattributions. The only species we
observed within lagoons on site that may be confused with S. tabernaemontani is B.
arthrophylla, which has vaguely similar dropping panicles, has poly-tubular stems, and
appears to be a broadly similar blue-green colour, particularly when observed from a
distance, such as what may happen if observed from the margins of a lagoon. There is
definitively no likelihood of Schoenoplectus tabernaemontani having been overlooked in
our surveys. As such, if it was ever present in Allwrights Lagoon it is no longer there or

As the potential for occurrence is very low, and the species is highly distinctive and
conspicuous and unlikely to have been overlooked, potential habitat for this
species has not been modelled.
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may be in prolonged dormancy (not typical for the species in our experience).

Uncinia elegans

handsome hooksedge

rare/ -

Low

Uncinia elegans occurs in a wide range of forest types including wet sclerophyll forest, dry
sclerophyll forest and open grassy woodlands. It is most often associated with damp
grassy habitats and can occur on disturbed sites. It has been reported from adjacent to
the project area near Arthurs Lake Road.

Moderately suitable habitat occurs on site in moist woodland and forest areas, but the
species has not been observed in these habitats and is unlikely to have been overlooked
unless restricted in extent, very low in abundance, and/or suppressed by grazing during
our assessment.

As the potential for occurrence is low, and the species is unlikely to have been
overlooked unless restricted in extent, low in abundance, and/or suppressed by
grazing, potential habitat for this species has not been modelled.

Previously reported from within 5 km radius

Acacia siculiformis

dagger wattle

rare/ -

Very low

Acacia siculiformis is found near watercourses (e.g., dense shrubby riparian scrubs along
major rivers in the Midlands and surrounding uplands) and in dry sclerophyll forest. It is
often associated with rocky dolerite sites. Care needs to be taken with outlier records not
supported by herbarium specimens.

Only two observation records within 5 km. Habitat is suitable in rocky and riparian areas,
particularly in the south of the project area. Unlikely to be present within the
development footprint, and if present in the project area at all can be expected to be in a
relatively restricted area and/or not overly abundant.

As the potential for occurrence is very low, and the genus is highly distinctive and
conspicuous and unlikely to have been overlooked, potential habitat for this
species has not been modelled.

Agrostis australiensis

southern bent

rare/ -

Very low

Agrostis australiensis has been recorded from alpine fjaeldmark, damp sclerophyll forests
on moist well-drained soils and from intermittent wetlands in the Central Highlands. The
distribution and habitats of native species of Agrostis are poorly understood because of
recent taxonomic changes.

Suitable habitat for this species occurs on site within areas of frost heave and seasonally
inundated areas in the non-forest mosaic. Nothing fitting the characteristics of this
species has been observed during our surveys and it is unlikely to be present unless
restricted in extent, very low in abundance, and/or suppressed by grazing during our
assessment.

As the potential for occurrence is very low, and the species is unlikely to have been
overlooked unless restricted in extent, low in abundance, and/or suppressed by
grazing, potential habitat for this species has not been modelled.

Agrostis diemenica

flatleaf southern bent

rare/ -

Very low

Agrostis diemenica has been recorded from the edges of lakes, marshes and streams. The
distribution and habitat requirements of native species of Agrostis is poorly understood
because of many recent taxonomic changes.

Suitable habitat for this species occurs on site within seasonally inundated areas in the
non-forest mosaic. Nothing fitting the characteristics of this species has been observed
during our surveys and it is unlikely to be present unless restricted in extent, very low in
abundance, and/or suppressed by grazing during our assessment.

As the potential for occurrence is very low, and the species is unlikely to have been
overlooked unless restricted in extent, low in abundance, and/or suppressed by
grazing, potential habitat for this species has not been modelled.

Amphibromus neesii

southern swampgrass

rare/ -

Very low

Amphibromus neesiiis found in damp ground around marshes, lagoons, river flats, pools
and streams.

Suitable habitat for this species occurs on site within seasonally inundated areas in the
non-forest mosaic. Nothing fitting the characteristics of this species has been observed
during our surveys and it is unlikely to be present unless restricted in extent, very low in
abundance, and/or suppressed by grazing during our assessment.

As the potential for occurrence is very low, and the species is unlikely to have been
overlooked unless restricted in extent, low in abundance, and/or suppressed by
grazing, potential habitat for this species has not been modelled.
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Brachyscome rigidula

cutleaf daisy

vulnerable/ -

Very low

Brachyscome rigidula is found in the Midlands, East Coast and in parts of the eastern
Central Highlands of Tasmania, where it occurs in rough pasture, grassland and grassy
woodland on dry rocky hills and flats.

This species has only been recorded twice within 5 km of the project area and has not
been observed within that radius for 25 years. Seedlings of the species are highly
palatable, and the likelihood of its presence is thus reduced by heavy grazing and
browsing.

Grassland and grassy woodland vegetation may support this species in the project
area, however given the lack of recent records from the broader region, and the
low likelihood of detection if present, potential habitat has not been modelled.

Dianella amoena

grassland flaxlily

rare/
ENDANGERED

Very low

Dianella amoena occurs mainly in the northern and southern Midlands, where it grows in
native grasslands and grassy woodlands.

The single record from within 5 km of the project area (Appendix E) is from 1984 and not
supported by a herbarium specimen. The record may be erroneous as the nearest
herbarium specimen is around 50 km away in the lowlands near Hamilton. Highly unlikely
to be present on site.

Highly unlikely to be present on the site, as such, potential habitat has not been
modelled.

Discaria pubescens

spiky anchorplant

endangered/ -

Very low

Discaria pubescens is found sporadically in the Midlands and more abundantly in drier
parts of the Central Highlands. It grows on sandy or gravelly soil, in basalt talus slopes
and clefts amongst fractured dolerite rocks and flood channels. Many sites are in rough
pasture, and it also grows on roadsides. Recent collections indicate the species is
occasionally associated with sandstone outcrops.

Habitat on site is suitable, however the species is highly distinctive and conspicuous,
meaning it is unlikely to have been overlooked unless present in low numbers and/or with
a very restricted extent.

As the potential for occurrence is very low, and the species is highly distinctive and
conspicuous and unlikely to have been overlooked, potential habitat for this
species has not been modelled.

Glossostigma elatinoides

small mudmat

rare/ -

Low

Glossostigma elatinoides is an aquatic plant that occurs submerged in shallow water and
on the banks of streams.

Suitable habitat is present on site and the species is sufficiently indistinct (when not
flowering) and inconspicuous to be overlooked if not abundant or widespread. If present
it is unlikely to overlap with the development footprint due to the avoidance of major
wetlands and riparian habitats.

If present on the site, it is considered not to be at risk of impacts. As a result of this
conclusion, habitat for this species has not been modelled.

Pentachondra ericifolia

fine frillyheath

rare/ -

Very low

Pentachondra ericifolia occurs in rocky sites in open alpine/dry sclerophyll woodland and
heathland.

Habitat on site is suitable, however the species is highly distinctive and conspicuous,
meaning it is unlikely to have been overlooked unless present in low numbers and/or with
a very restricted extent.

As the potential for occurrence is very low, and the species is highly distinctive and
conspicuous and unlikely to have been overlooked, potential habitat for this
species has not been modelled.

Phyllangium divergens

wiry mitrewort

vulnerable/ -

Very low

Phyllangium divergens occurs in a wide variety of near-coastal habitats on a range of
substrates, a common feature usually being bare ground (e.g. tracks) and rock exposures
(e.g. outcrops, coastal cliffs, etc.).

Although suitable habitat is present on site, the highland location would be atypical for
the species to occur. The single record from within 5 km of the project area is from 1995
and not supported by a herbarium specimen. The record may be erroneous as the nearest
herbarium specimen is over 50 km away in the lowlands near Launceston. Highly unlikely
to be present on site.

Highly unlikely to be present on the site, as such, potential habitat has not been
modelled.

Pterostylis wapstrarum

fleshy greenhood

endangered/
CRITICALLY

Very low

Pterostylis wapstrarum records are largely restricted to the Midlands and south-east of
Tasmania where it occurs in native grassland and possibly grassy woodland. It has been

Highly unlikely to be present on the site, as such, potential habitat has not been
modelled.
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ENDANGERED

reported from basalt soils.
Records from the eastern Central Plateau (Appendix E) are historical (1929 the most
recent) and the species is probably extinct in the region, or the specimens may warrant
re-detting to P. pratensis.

Predicted by habitat mapping only

Acacia axillaris

Midlands wattle

vulnerable/
VULNERABLE

Very low

Acacia axiflaris is mainly confined to riparian habitats such as dense riparian scrub and
associated floodplains but also extends to paddocks and open grassy forests in frost
hollows and areas of poor drainage, but also occasionally occurs on rocky slopes (there is
a somewhat anomalous population on the midslopes of Mt Barrow in the north-east). All
populations are strongly associated with dolerite. Records outside the core of the range
(e.g. Prosser River, Broad River, River Clyde) need to be treated carefully as they may
represent the more recently described Acacia derwentiana.

Habitat on site is suitable, and the location is marginally plausible, however the species is
highly distinctive and conspicuous, meaning it is unlikely to have been overlooked unless
present in low numbers and/or with a very restricted extent. Not known within 10 km
(Appendix E).

As the potential for occurrence is very low, and the species is highly distinctive and
conspicuous and unlikely to have been overlooked, potential habitat for this
species has not been modelled.

Caladenia anthracina

blacktip spider-orchid

endangered/
CRITICALLY
ENDANGERED

Nil

Caladenia anthracina has a restricted distribution in the Campbelltown/Ross area,
occurring in grassy woodland with Acacia dealbata (silver wattle) and bracken on well-
drained sandy soil. Two historical sites from the Derwent Valley are presumed extinct.

No suitable habitat within the project area and well beyond (> 50 km) known range
(Appendix E).

No habitat present on site.

Lepidium hyssopifolium

soft peppercress

endangered/
ENDANGERED

Nil

The native habitat of Lepidium hyssopifolium is the growth suppression zone beneath
large trees in grassy woodlands and grasslands (e.g., over-mature black wattles and
isolated eucalypts in rough pasture). Lepidium hyssopifolium is now found primarily
under large exotic trees on roadsides and home yards on farms. It occurs in the eastern
part of Tasmania between sea-level to 500 metres above sea level in dry, warm and fertile
areas on flat ground on weakly acid to alkaline soils derived from a range of rock types. It
can also occur on frequently slashed grassy/weedy roadside verges where shade trees are
absent.

No suitable habitat within the project area, incompatible management regime (heavy
grazing and browsing), and well beyond (> 10 km) extant range (Appendix E).

No habitat present on site.

Pterostylis commutata
Midlands greenhood

endangered/
CRITICALLY
ENDANGERED

Nil

Pterostylis commutata is restricted to Tasmania’'s Midlands, where it occurs in native
grassland and Eucalyptus pauciflora grassy woodland on well-drained sandy soils and
basalt loams.

Habitat is suitable within the project area but well beyond (> 50 km) known range
(Appendix E).

No habitat present on site.

Pterostylis ziegeleri

grassland greenhood

vulnerable/
VULNERABLE

Nil

Pterostylis ziegeleri is restricted to the east and north of Tasmania. In coastal areas, the
species occurs on the slopes of low stabilised sand dunes and in grassy dune swales,
while in the Midlands it grows in native grassland or grassy woodland on well-drained
clay loams derived from basalt.

Habitat is suitable within the project area but well beyond (> 50 km) known range
(Appendix E), which under the current description is restricted to lowlands. A revision of

No habitat present on site.
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the taxonomy may see this taxon merged with P. pratensis.

Xerochrysum palustre has a scattered distribution with populations in the north-east, east
coast, Central Highlands and Midlands (Appendix E). It occurs mostly in wetlands and
grassy to sedgy wet heathlands but extends to associated heathy Eucalyptus ovata

woodlands and has been found in the highlands on Basalt outcrops. Sites are usually ) .
. As the potential for occurrence is very low, and no occurrences were located
Xerochrysum palustre vulnerable/ inundated for part of the year.

Very low during surveys of the likely habitat, potential habitat for this species has not been
swamp everlasting VULNERABLE i Habitat is suitable on site, along outcrops of the Shannon River in particular, however only modeglled Y Y P P

Xerochrysum subundulatum has been observed in the project area and this is sufficiently
uncommon to suggest there is very limited likelihood that plants of X palustre remain
undetected unless they occur within a very restricted extent, are low in abundance, and/or
have been suppressed by grazing (which does not generally happen with this species).
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A further two species have accepted records from the project area, but our observations (and
an independent assessment — Appendix D) indicate these may have been misidentifications of
closely related non-threatened species.

- Asperula minima (TSPA rare) — suspected misidentification of A. pusilla, A. conferta
and/or A. gunnii

- Prasophyllum crebriforum (TSPA and EPBCA endangered) - suspected
misidentification of P. sphacelatum

Table 2 lists threatened species with observation records attributed to within a 5 km radius of
the project area and discusses the potential for each species to occur on site based on habitat
and the context of known records.

Given the size of the project area and the diversity of niches, it is possible that the project area
supports additional species of threatened flora; however, the likelihood from the perspective
of individual species being discovered on site is low to very low, given low habitat suitability
for the potential species and/or the fact they are highly conspicuous species unlikely to have
been overlooked. The main exceptions to this are species with the potential to have been
suppressed by heavy grazing.

Plate 36: Asperula scoparia ssp. scoparia coming into flower within the north of the project area
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Plate 38: Asperula subsimplex habit during seasonal desiccation of the same shallow wet area pictured
in Plate 37
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Plate 39: Barbarea australis observed on the Shannon River, with inset showing winged seed under
magnification

Plate 40: Dense Calocephalus lacteus within shallow, seasonally moist grassland area
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Plate 41: Carex capillacea on the margin of the Shannon River

Plate 42: Colobanthus apetalus collected from purported site of C curtisiae
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Plate 44: Glycine latrobeana within forest remnant on Christians Marsh
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Plate 46: Hovea tasmanica shrubs on the banks of the Shannon River on Christians Marsh
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Plate 47: Isoetes humilior growing in the Shannon River on the boundary of St. Patricks Plains and
Allwrights — inset material on the ruler shows the diagnostic velum covering the sporangium

Plate 48: Leucochrysum albicans on basalt outcrop on St. Patricks Plains 63
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Plate 50: Ephemeral wet area containing Myosurus australis (green arrow) and Myriophyllum
integrifolium (blue arrow)
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Plate 52: Cluster of Myosurus australis on the edge of a seasonal wet area
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Plate 54: Cluster of three Pterostylis pratensis within grassland habitat
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Plate 56: Rhodanthe anthemoides within grassland habitat near St Patricks Plains trout dam
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Plate 57: Senecio longipilus within grassland habitat in the north of the project area, with inset showing
characteristic striated achenes

Plate 58: Senecio longipilus within grassland habitat in the north of the project area
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Plate 60: Typical density of 7rithuria submersa where it occurred within seasonal mud patches within the
non-forest mosaic area
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Plate 62: Asperula pusilla typical of the project area, mostly found in forested areas and basalt outcrops
in the non-forest areas
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Plate 64: Asperula gunniiwas frequent within grassland habitats in the project area
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Plate 65: Typical Prasophyl/lum from within grassland habitat in north of project area — which we have
determined should be treated as Prasophyllum sphacelatum — note the large flowers and the lack of
reflex and twist in the dorsal sepal

3.2.2 Conservation significant flora

In addition to threatened species, our surveys recorded 4 other vascular flora in the project
area (Figure 5) that we consider to be conservation significant on the basis of few known
records within Tasmania (using Natural Values Atlas data and herbarium records) — one of
which has since been listed as threatened under the TSPA:

- Carex sp. — 2 locations in project area with a total extent of occurrence of < 10 m?
(Plate 66, Figure 5) — examples of this form of Carex are being investigated as a
possible new taxa in Tasmania, or potentially a stemless form of a widespread non-
threatened species (which may not warrant conservation significance in that case).

- Cardamine tryssa (thought to be extinct until rediscovered in 2017 — still only around
100 records statewide) — 3 locations supporting 5 plants observed within the project
area (Plate 67, Figure 5) not at risk of impacts.

- Cystopteris tasmanica (less than 35 records statewide) — observed at one location
within the project area (Plate 68, Figure 5), with at least 5 plants present, but is
probably more abundant in that localised area (not at risk of impacts).
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Plate 67: Cardamine tryssa collected from a forest remnant in the north of project area

North Barker Ecosystem Services
PAS115: 2023_06_21




St Patricks Plains Wind Farm
Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

-

#

-

Plate 68: Cystopteris tasmanica from rocky slopes above the Shannon River in the south of project area

3.3 Introduced Plants and Plant Pathogens

3.3.1 Weeds

The study area has been found to support several introduced species, with around 70
recorded from the 2019/22 surveys, including 8 species of weeds declared under the
Tasmanian Weed Management Act 7999.

The declared weeds observed in the project area are (Figure 6):

e Californian thistle GCirsium arvense e ragwort Senecio jacobaea (Plate 72)

(Plate 69) e canary broom Genista monspessulana

e slender thistle Carduus pycnocephalus o English broom Cytisus scoparius

* gorse Ulex europaeus (Plate 70) e crack willow Salix x fragilis nothovar

e orange hawkweed Pilosella aurantiaca fragilis
ssp. aurantiaca (Plate 71)

Declared weeds (as well as woody environmental weeds) are relatively uncommon across the
project area, with ragwort (> 100), gorse (> 500), slender thistle (> 600), and Californian thistle
(> 1,500) the only species observed to have more than 10 individuals within the entire project
area. Ostensibly the low numbers of declared weeds are related to the high levels of grazing
and browsing (Plate 72), in conjunction with some targeted control by landowners along high-
risk areas such as Highland Lakes Road — as an example of the latter, the orange hawkweed
recorded during our survey was reported to the nearest landowner on the day and
subsequently eradicated that afternoon. In contrast, non-declared herbaceous weeds are
ubiquitous throughout even the most high-quality natural habitats in the project area, with
species such as Taraxacum officinale and Agrostis capillaris extremely abundant but appearing
to have little detrimental impact on native values.
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Plate 69: Californian thistle within a heavily grazed rut in grassland habitat in the north of the project

area on Allwrights

Plate 70: Gorse on an interface between pasture and woodland in the south of the project area on the
Shannon River
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Plate 71: Orange hawkweed discovered on Highland Lakes Road during our surveys and eradicated on
the day by an adjacent landowner

Plate 72: Ragwort on the edge of a forestry road within the project area

80
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Plate 73: Heavily browsed gorse

3.3.2 Cinnamon root-rot fungus (Phytophthora cinnamomi)

Commonly referred to as dieback or root rot fungus, Phytophthora cinnamomi (PC) is a soil-
borne fungus exotic to Tasmania. The fungus is pathogenic, requiring plant tissue as a food
source. High degrees of susceptibility to PC are known to occur within members of the
Epacridaceae and Proteaceae®. When infected, susceptible species display a characteristic
progression of morphological traits, beginning with leaf yellowing, progressing to substantive
dieback (browning), and ending in death. Other potentially fatal processes, such as drought,
can cause similar visual symptoms to PC, but the impact of drought at a given location tends
to vary less within and between species. Thus, a mosaic of symptomatic and healthy plants
can be a good indicator of the presence of PC, in particular if symptoms are concentrated in
susceptible species and in moist locations.

No signs of Phytophthora have been observed during our field surveys. The project area is
mostly above the 700 m a.s.l. altitudinal limit which inhibits PC activity due to insufficient soil
warmth. It would thus be atypical (but not unheard of) for PC to be present in such an
environment; in addition, cases of PC infection at high altitude tend to be limited to seasonal
activity in association with summer soil temperatures and thus may not be as virulent nor
spread as rapidly as lowland infections.

8 Podger and Brown (1989); Barker and Wardlaw (1995)
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3.4 Fauna of Conservation Significance

3.4.1 Survey observations and habitat assessment

The 2019/20 surveys recorded five threatened fauna species from within the project area
(Figures 7-9) (those marked with asterisks were already known from within or very close to the
project area from NVA records):

- Tasmanian devil *

- Spotted-tailed quoll *

Eastern quoll

Tasmanian devils were confirmed at several locations in the project area, in the form
of bones (1 location with a scull), (suspected) scats (8 locations), a carcass (1 road-
killed individual on Highland Lakes Road), an audible individual within a den (1
location, Plate 74), and camera sightings (5 locations), with the latter including
multiple nights of den occupation at 2 locations (Plate 75), but no definitive evidence
of natal activity (although genital dragging was observed and a sub-adult devil was
effectively resident in one den during monitoring over several weeks). Landowners
and/or residents within the project area also informally noted the presence of devils
on their properties, including captures on trail camera footage (pers. comm. Paul and
Shauna Ellis [St. Patricks Plains], and Leanne Riley [Ripple]). Based on the amount of
evidence of devil presence on the site (including past records), it is likely they are
widespread across the project area, but unlikely to be very abundant.

Observations of the spotted-tailed quoll were limited to a single road-killed individual
on Highland Lakes Road. However, landowners and/or residents within the project
area also informally described sightings of animals fitting the description of spotted-
tailed quolls, including captures on trail camera footage (pers. comm. Paul and
Shauna Ellis [St. Patricks Plains], and Leanne Riley [Ripple]). It is possible the species is
widespread across the project area, but it is unlikely to be very abundant.

Observations of the eastern quoll were limited to trail camera footage (multiple nights
of what is suspected to be the same individual, Plate 76) at a single location near
Arthurs Lake Road (Figure 7). Based on habitat and environmental suitability, it can be
expected that the species is widespread across the project area, and it may be locally
abundant in some locations.

Potential denning opportunities for each of these species is unlikely to be a limiting
factor on local populations, with widespread observations of wombat burrows (114
burrows recorded, including 3 with confirmed devil occupation) (Figure 7 and Figure
8), in addition to extensive amounts of rocky habitat with the potential to provide
and/or conceal den sites. In addition, the heterogeneity of the habitats within the
project area is such that very few areas could be considered to be sufficiently
separated from native habitat to confidently eliminate the likelihood of supporting a
location that could viably be used for natal denning purposes. Similarly, even wetland
habitats appear to be prone to seasonal desiccation, allowing seasonal use of
potential denning locations that may otherwise be deemed unsuitable if inundated on
a more permanent basis. Consistent with this, our denning stratification modelling
shows that almost the entire project area (other than permanently inundated
locations) constitutes potential denning habitat, with a large amount (> 65 %)
qualifying as optimal (Figure 8).

Within 50 m of proposed direct impacts, a total of 11 burrows were recorded.

Extrapolating from known burrow density, a further 52 burrows are predicted to have
been undetected within the potential impact footprint (including a buffer of 50 m).
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Plate 75: Young devil napping during the day outside a den in active use
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Plate 76: Eastern quoll captured on camera trap near Arthurs Lake Road

- Miena jewel beetle *

e A roadside NVA record (from Waddamana) prior to our surveys suggested this
species could occur in the north of the project area. Around 56 ha of potential habitat
for the species was mapped within the project area (Figure 7, Plate 77). A brief search
of some of this habitat in 2020 (Figure 2) resulted in observations of 6 emergence
holes likely to support larvae of the species (Plate 78). Adult occupation of the habitat
was confirmed within the 2021 flowering season. It is possible that minor amounts of
the primary food plant O. hookeri may be present outside of the mapped habitat
patches, but it is unlikely to have been overlooked in any meaningful abundance.
Conversely, some habitat patches may contain varying amounts of non-habitat plant
species (at least for larval bores) which are closely related to O. hookeri and look
similar on aerial images and in cases of remote mapping.

=

Plate 77: Patch of habitat (foreground) searched for Miena jewel beetle bore holes
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Plate 78: Miena jewel beetle bore hole found within the north of the project area (by Richards and

Spencer)

Ptunarra brown butterfly *

Targeted field surveys confirmed the presence of the ptunarra brown butterfly on site
(Plates 79 and 80), with over 2,000 individuals recorded during the transect surveys
(and in excess of 80 individuals recorded as incidental sightings outside of the
targeted searches, Figure 9). The analysis of survey results confirmed that relative
abundance varies between habitat types, with sedgy grassland supporting the highest
density of individuals, very short grassland supporting the lowest, and with
intermediate densities within short native grassland with shrubs and tall inundation
prone tussock grassland. The maximum number of individuals observed within a 2-
minute survey was 54, within sedgy habitat near Allwrights Lagoon. Of the 42 surveys
in which 10 or more individuals were observed, 28 of these were within sedgy habitat,
with the other 14 being within short native grassland with shrubs. Almost 90 % of
surveys within very short grassland failed to yield any observations, while the same
occurred in less than 50 % of surveys in any other habitat type. Based on these results
and the distribution of habitat types known from vegetation mapping, areas of high,
medium and low population density/ habitat quality (in other words habitat quality
classes are a direct reflection of the association between habitat types and the
recorded density of butterflies) have been mapped across the project area, all of
which are heavily concentrated in the north, particularly the northwest for high and
medium quality habitat. A total of 1,209 ha of high-quality habitat has been mapped,
with 2,135 ha of medium quality, and 443 ha of low quality. Based on average number
of individuals recorded per survey (limited to data from one survey day only, to avoid
the influence of seasonal variation) and the average distance surveyed per 2 minute
interval (1,000 m? 100 m meandering and average visibility buffer of 5 m), the site
may support a total population in the order of 200,000 individuals. The population
might be slightly higher if individuals are also found in adjacent woodlands not
targeted during our assessment.
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Plate 80: Ptunarra brown butterfly male within the north of the project area
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- Other fauna

e Observations from the project area of all vertebrate fauna (excluding birds) detected
on camera traps, through incidental observations, and/or through indirect presence
indications (e.g. tracks and scats) are provided in Appendix F.

e Several other threatened and/or migratory fauna are identified as having the potential
to occur in the study area based on broad scale habitat mapping presented within the
EPBC Protected Matters database or have verified observations within 5 km according
to the Tasmanian Natural Values Atlas. Table 3 provides a description of the preferred
habitat of these species and an assessment of the likelihood of their occurrence’.

Table 3: Fauna species of conservation significance known within a 5 km radius of the survey
area, or with the potential to occur based on EPBC habitat mapping™

Species

Status’’ TSPA /
EPBCA

Potential to
occur

Observations and preferred habitat’>

AMPHIBIANS

green and gold frog

Litoria raniformis

Vulnerable/
VULNERABLE

Nil

In Tasmania, the species occurs in lowland
areas in the south-east (where it is very rare)
and north, breeding in permanent freshwater
or slightly brackish habitats, generally with
emergent vegetation. It has declined
significantly (over 20 %) in range and
abundance over the last 20 years, having
disappeared from the Midlands, Derwent
Valley, much of the Hobart region and parts
of the north-west coast (although historical
records are also less common in that region)
(Appendix G).

No likelihood of occurring on site based on
the location.

INVERTEBRATES

hydrobiid snail
(Great Lake)

Beddomeia tumida

Endangered/

Very low

Found only in six areas within the freshwaters
of the Great Lake in northern central
Tasmania, this species has a very restricted
range. It is threatened by agricultural clearing
and forestry, impoundment management and
likely displacement and competition from the
non-native Potamopyrgus antipodarum.

0 Note, in addition to excluding most birds from this analysis (as they are covered by another
investigation, obligate marine species are also excluded, as the proposal will have no conceivable
impacts on such species.

"1 Natural Values Report # 1_03-Jun-2020, DPIPWE, 2020a; EPBCA Protected Matters report PMST_I63KLI

2 Tasmanian Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 Commonwealth Environment Protection and

Biodliversity Conservation Act 1999

3 Threatened Species Section (2020)
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72 :
Species ST LM Potential to | o, orvations and preferred habitat”®
EPBCA occur
Unlikely to occur within the project area based
on the habitat and location.
Great Lake This species is endemic and restricted to the
glacidorbid snail Rare/ Great Lake in north-central Tasmania.
Very low
Benthodorbis - Unlikely to occur within the project area based
pawpela on the habitat and location.

Endemic to Tasmania, the species is only

reportedly found in the Great Lake/Lake

Augusta area of Tasmania’s Central Plateau.

Found in open heath and subalpine woodland
Miena jewel beetle Endangered/ above 900 m, this species feeds pri.marily on

o PRESENT Ozothamnus hookeri. Threats to this species
Castiarina . . . .
. - include climate change, habitat loss and illegal
insculpta :

collection.

Characteristic emergence holes recorded

during our 2020 surveys, with the presence of

adults confirmed in 2021.

caddis fly (Great .
Lakes) Extinct/ Nil Once found in the Great Lake area, this
- species is now extinct.
Costora iena
Endemic to Tasmania, this species is
isopod (Great widespread throughout the Great Lake and in
Lake) Rare/ isolated populations within the Shannon
Very low L
Mesacanthotelson - agoon.
setosus Unlikely to occur within the project area based
on the habitat and location.
Endemic to Tasmania in isolated populations
. within the Great Lake in central Tasmania. This
isopod (Great . .
species has only been recorded in the
Lake) Rare/
Very low southern end of the Great Lake at Becketts
Mesacanthotelson - Bay.
t. ’ . s .
asmaniae Unlikely to occur within the project area based
on the habitat and location.

Endemic to Tasmania, this species s
isopod (Great Lake widespread throughout the Great Lake and in
& Shannon lagoon Rare/ isolated populations within the Shannon

Very low L
Onchotelson - agoon.
brevicaudatus Unlikely to occur within the project area based
on the habitat and location.
isopod (Great Endangered/ Endemic to Tasmania in isolated populations
Lake) Very low within the Great Lake in central Tasmania. This
Onchotelson ) species is restricted to central eastern side of
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Species

Status’> TSPA /
EPBCA

Potential to
occur

Observations and preferred habitat’>

spatulatus

the Great Lake in Elizabeth Bay.

Unlikely to occur within the project area based
on the habitat and location.

ptunarra brown
butterfly

Oreixenica ptunarra

Endangered/
ENDANGERED

PRESENT

Found within Poa tussock grassland,
woodland and grassy shrubland, this species
is found in small populations above 400 m in
the Central Plateau, the Steppes, eastern
highlands, southern midlands and north-west
plains (Appendix G). Poa grass is considered
crucial for this species as the food plant for
its caterpillar stage.

Confirmed on site with targeted surveys.

amphipod (Great
Lake)

Tasniphargus tyleri

Rare/

Very low

Endemic to Tasmania, this species s
widespread throughout the Great Lake and is
associated with charophyte algal beds.

Unlikely to occur within the project area
based on the habitat and location.

isopod (Great Lake)

Uramphisopus
pearsoni

Rare/

Very low

Endemic to Tasmania in isolated populations
within the Great Lake in central Tasmania.
This species is confined to soft sediments in
deep water habitats in Brandum Bay basin,
the northern section of the Great Lake.

Unlikely to occur within the project area
based on the habitat and location.

FISH

swan galaxias

Galaxias fontanus

Endangered/
ENDANGERED

Nil

This species is restricted to a few small
natural populations of freshwater headwater
streams and catchments such as the Swan
and Macquarie River catchments and
between Rocka Rivulet in the south and St
Pauls River in the north (Appendix G). This
species has also been translocated to Cygnet,
Lost Falls, South Esk and Little Swanport
catchments. The introduction of larger fish
such as trout are the greatest threat to this
species. They are also threatened by changes
in water quality and flow.

Unlikely to occur within the project area
based on the location.

saddled galaxias

Galaxias
tanycephalus

Vulnerable/

VULNERABLE

Very low

This species is abundant in Woods Lake in the
Central Highlands with small populations in
nearby Arthurs Lake (Appendix G). Whilst this
species is predated on by brown trout, under
current natural recruitment levels are not
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Species

Status’> TSPA /
EPBCA

Potential to
occur

Observations and preferred habitat’>

considered threatened by the trout. Instead,
they are threatened by hydro-electric power
generation and irrigation supplies which
lower the water levels exposing important
habitats for this species such as macrophyte
beds and rocky shoreline.

Unlikely to occur within the project area
based on the habitat and location.

Shannon galaxias

Paragalaxias
dissimilis

Vulnerable/

VULNERABLE

May be
PRESENT

This species lives around rocky or vegetated
areas within the margins of the Great Lake,
Shannon Lagoon and Penstock Lagoon, in
Tasmania’s Central Plateau (Appendix G)™.
Shannon and Penstock lagoons are artificial
impoundments downstream from Great Lake,
and their populations are likely to be derived
from Great Lake™.

An NVA record is attributed to the project
area (approximately on the Shannon River)
within St Patricks Plains (Figure 7). It is
possible the Shannon River may have derived
some individuals from an environmental flow
release from Great Lake, but it is uncertain if
the river could sustain a permanent
population. Given the river will not be a part
of the footprint for this project, there are no
expected impacts to the suitability of
potential habitat within the river.

Great Lake galaxias

Paragalaxias
eleotroides

Vulnerable/

VULNERABLE

Very low

Small populations exist within the Great Lake
and Shannon Lagoon in Tasmania’'s Central
highlands’®. It inhabits shallow rocky areas
and macrophyte beds around the margins of
the lake.

Unlikely to occur within the project area
based on the habitat and location.

Arthurs galaxias

Paragalaxias
mesotes

Endangered/
ENDANGERED

Very low

Found only around the shallow margins of
Arthurs Lake, Woods Lake and River Lake in
Tasmania’s Central Highlands.”” This species
inhabits rocky and vegetated areas within
pools and outlet streams.

Unlikely to occur within the project area

" https://www.fishbase.se/summary/14287

5> Threatened Species Section (2006)
76 https://fishesofaustralia.net.au/home/species/3684#moreinfo
7 https://fishesofaustralia.net.au/home/species/3917#moreinfo
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Species

Status’> TSPA /
EPBCA

Potential to
occur

Observations and preferred habitat’>

based on the habitat and location.

MAMMALS

spotted-tailed
quoll

Dasyurus
maculatus subsp.
maculatus

Rare/
VULNERABLE

PRESENT

Occurs widely in Tasmania, including the
northwest (Appendix G). Primary habitats are
wet forest and rainforest.

Several observations (< 10) on the NVA are
attributed to within 500 m of the proposal
and the species was confirmed as present
during our investigation. Based on the
availability of habitat it is expected to be
widespread but not abundant within the
project area. The project area is not located
within the range of an important population
(Appendix H).

eastern quoll

Dasyurus
viverrinus

-/
ENDANGERED

PRESENT

The eastern quoll is widespread in Tasmania
and was previously widespread in mainland
south-eastern Australia but has been
effectively extinct there since 1963 (some
reintroductions have occurred). Not currently
listed as a threatened species within
Tasmania under the TSPA.

Records from the NVA indicate that the
eastern quoll occurs in most parts of
Tasmania but is recorded infrequently in the
wetter western third of the state (Appendix
G). The species’ distribution is associated with
areas of low rainfall and cold winter minimum
temperatures. It is found in a range of
vegetation types including open grassland
(including farmland), tussock grassland,
grassy woodland, dry eucalypt forest, coastal
scrub and alpine heathland, but is typically
absent from large tracts of wet eucalypt
forest and rainforest.

Confirmed as present in the project area
during our investigations. Based on the
availability of habitat it is expected to be
widespread within the project area and may
have areas with relatively high local
abundance.

eastern-barred
bandicoot

Perameles gunnii
gunnif

-/
VULNERABLE

Very low

This species originally occurred in native
grasslands and grassy woodlands in
Tasmania’s Midlands. However, it is now rare
in the Midlands where most of its habitat has
been cleared (Appendix G). Since European
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Species

Status’> TSPA /
EPBCA

Potential to
occur

Observations and preferred habitat’>

settlement the eastern barred bandicoot has
spread into (originally heavily forested)
agricultural areas in the state's southeast,
northeast and northwest. It favours a mosaic
of open grassy areas for foraging and thick
vegetation cover for shelter and nesting.
Removal of plant cover in agricultural areas is
seen as one of the main threats to the
species.

The species is relatively uncommon in the
highlands. Although it has previously been
reported from within the project area, it has
not been reported from within 500 m of the
site since 1976. The project area is beyond
the core range of the species and it is unlikely
to be widespread or abundant on site if a
permanent population is present, which is
unlikely.

Tasmanian devil

Sarcophilus harrisii

Endangered/
ENDANGERED

PRESENT

The Tasmanian devil lives in a wide range of
habitats across Tasmania (Appendix G),
especially in landscapes with a mosaic of
pasture and woodland. Populations have
declined substantially since the first
observations of the infectious cancer Devil
Facial Tumour Disease (DFTD). DFTD has now
spread across much of Tasmania. The
reduced population is also likely to be more
sensitive to additional threats such as death
by roadkill, competition with cats and foxes,
and loss or disturbance of areas surrounding
traditional dens where young are raised. The
protection of breeding opportunities is
particularly important for the species due to
the mortalities from demographic pressures.

Confirmed to occur within the project area
through various detection methods. Based on
the amount of evidence of devil presence on
the site (including past records), it is likely
they are widespread across the project area,
but unlikely to be very abundant.

REPTILES

tussock skink

Pseudemoia
pagenstecheri

Vulnerable/

Low

Occurs in  Poa tussock grassland and
Themeda grassland without trees. The closest
known record is around 50 km away. Several
skinks of the Pseudemoia genus were
observed on site with prominent lateral
striping, including some males with red-
orange bands. Only female individuals could
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however be examined closely and
photographed in detail (Plates 81 and 82).
Photographs sent to various people
experienced with field identification of
Pseudemoia species returned a variety of
opinions, including positive identification as
P pagenstecheri. However, having
considered all the opinions, in association
with consideration of the location and our
field observations, the Pseudemoia observed
on site have tentatively been attributed to the
non-threatened P. entrecasteauxir.

Plate 81: Female Pseudemoia observed within the project area, suspected to be P. entrecasteauxii
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Plate 82: Female Pseudemoia observed within the project area, suspected to be P. entrecasteauxii

4 POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION

4.1 Mitigation and Avoidance Through Planning and Design

The proponent in the very early stages of planning used existing natural values data (primarily
TASVEG and NVA records) to facilitate avoidance of known conservation significant values
with the preliminary proposed layout, including designated exclusion areas based on the
presence of natural values (Figure 1). It was acknowledged however that this process would be
limited in utility due the unreliability of existing natural values mapping (particularly errors
within the TASVEG database). Avoidance was subsequently limited at that stage to definitive
natural values, such as wetlands and the past reported locations of threatened flora.

Following the conclusion of our field investigations, the proponent was supplied with our
spatial data and recommendations for further prioritising the avoidance of natural values
based. This has aided the minimisation of impacts prior to finalising the layout of the project
infrastructure (and thus the distribution of the eventual impact footprint).

Additional mitigation measures can be applied during further redesign, construction and
operation phases in order to result in non-significant levels of residual impact and to ensure
avoidance of significant impacts to Matters of National Environmental Significance (details of
significant impact consideration are within Appendix I, with a copy of the protected matters
report in Appendix J). For instance, micro-siting surveys in the lead up to construction can
assist in minimising impacts on values that have fine scale heterogeneity (/.e. where changes
in composition or condition at a local scale may create the opportunity for reducing impacts),
are strongly seasonal (creating the potential for being overlooked or underestimated in
surveys), and/or are difficult to accurately survey at the scale of a ¢. 10,000 ha project area.
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4.2 Impact Footprint

The current proposed works have a potential impact footprint of 481.13 ha — this includes
impacts that will be direct (193.88 ha), as well as indirect (a proportion of which may only be
temporary and subject to rehabilitation) (287.25 ha). In addition, within the direct impacts,
there is a subset of components that only require vegetation management (removal of tall
woody vegetation) — these are listed with direct impacts on the basis of operational
requirements meaning they are changes for the lifetime of the project (not just construction
phase), however it is noted as an important distinction that they are not expected to be
complete habitat loss/clearance, but rather a change in vegetation community, which in some
cases will mean the habitat is still suitable for conservation significant values — indeed in
native non-forest units, the vegetation management will be inconsequential. These changes
within the vegetation management subset of direct impacts are summarised in Table 4, with
those units that are already non-forest expected to be able to maintain the extant vegetation
type through the vegetation management, as they are not defined by/already lack the tall
woody vegetation to be removed for management of overhead obstructions.

Within the permanent losses expected from the direct impact areas (102.79 ha), 18.86 ha are
located within non-native vegetation that already constitutes modified land (Table 5), with
7.15 ha of this being silvicultural forest and the balance (11.71 ha) being agricultural land and
associated miscellaneous human modified land. Permanent loss of native vegetation therefore
is only 83.83 ha, representing 17.44 % of the total potential impact footprint and less than 1 %
of the project area (Table 5). Even with non-native vegetation included, the expected
permanent losses from direct impacts constitute only 1.02 % of the project area (Table 5).

Potential indirect impacts from the proposal are likely to be contingent upon the adequacy of
management prescriptions and mitigation. They also vary with natural values. For instance, a
change in land management associated with the footprint (e.g., fencing off some
infrastructure) could have different indirect impacts for weeds (prevention of access for
control by herbivores or land managers), fauna (potential for fragmentation and/or
interruption of dispersal), and threatened flora (potential for habitat alteration from changes
in grazing intensity). It is also noted that a variable amount of indirect impact/s associated
with different components of the footprint will only be temporary impacts required to
complete the construction but should be able to regenerate and/or be revegetated.

Subsequently, the disturbance footprint used in impact calculations for this assessment
includes the potential for indirect impacts as a buffer around footprint components. This also
allows for some construction space during works (as it is inevitable that workers and plant will
cause some impacts beyond the direct impact area during construction), as well as factoring in
the potential for habitat change from indirect impacts following works and during operations
(e.g. vegetation change caused by hard surface runoff). Based on this, the potential indirect
impact footprint of the project is 287.25 ha.

In discussion of impacts below, values thus refer to the sum total of the direct and indirect
impact areas (collectively “the impact”). Distinctions between direct and indirect impacts are
discussed where relevant within discussion and consideration of different natural values, as is
the distinction between permanent vegetation loss and vegetation modification, noting in all
cases a conservative ‘worst case scenario’ is taken where there is any doubt as to the potential
nature of impacts.
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Direct/Operational Impacts — 193.88 ha

Permanent loss — 102.79 ha

Vegetation management — modification/potential change of vegetation community — 91.09 ha

BESS -0.30 ha

Hardstands —43.26 ha

IDF (IdentiFlight) hardstand — 0.89 ha
Joint box - 0.01 ha

Met mast — 0.76 ha

Overhead reticulation pole —0.52 ha
OM facility —0.81 ha

Road —40.85 ha

Substation —1.62 ha

Switchyard - 2.00 ha

Underground reticulation — 11.77 ha

IDF (IdentiFlight) radial clearing sectors (vegetation management) — 87.15 ha

Overhead reticulation (vegetation management) — 3.94 ha

Indirect Impacts/Buffer Area — 287.25 ha

Construction disturbance buffer — 287.25 ha

Table 4: Different vegetation responses within the management subset of direct impacts (ha)

Original community likely Original community likely to
to change from g
persist through management
management Total
Native Silvicultural Native Modified
forest forest grassland/sedgeland land
IDF radial clearing |, g 7.10 13.39 14.38 87.15
sectors
Overhead - - 3.94 - 3.94
reticulation
Total 52.28 7.10 17.33 14.38 91.09
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Table 5: Summary of impacts in relation to vegetation type

Impact areas Avoidance areas
Habitat .
. g L. Construction
Direct and modification .
ermanent for CLACTL T Impacts
pim act — operations — buffer — total Retention Total
pac P potential (% of total within
operational but not (% of total | . . .
. temporary X . in project project
infrastructure permanent impacts in project area) area
(% of total in loss P . area)
. . (% of total in
project area) (% of total in .
. project area)
project area)
Dry eucalypt forest and 29.79 52.28 72.33 154.40 3,638.90 3793.30
woodland (0.78 %) (1.38 %) (1.91 %) (4.07 %) (95.93 %) ! ’
0.19 0.00 0.91 1.10 5.59
Non- lypt f t 6.69
on-eucalypt fores (2.84 %) (0 %) (13.60 %) (1644 %) | (83.56 %)
N?t'r‘;‘:s'l‘a"::::;“ 53.95 17.33 158.13 229.40 356361 | 50201
gsedgeland) (142 %) (0.46 %) (4.17 %) (6.05 %) (93.95 %) ! )
72.29
A ic habi ) } - - 72.2
quatic habitats (100 %) 9
7.15 7.10 20.07 34.32 567.83
Silvicultural f t 602.15
fviculturattores (1.19 %) (1.18 %) (333 %) (570%) | (94.30%)
11.71 14.38 35.81 61.90 1,652.09
Modified land ' 1,713.99
odried fan (0.68 %) (0.84 %) (2.09 %) 361%) | (96.39%)
61.90
Water - - - - (100 %) 61.90
102.79 91.09 287.25 481.13 9,562.20
Uzl (1.02 %) (0.91 %) (2.86 %) (4.79 %) (95.21 %) A R

4.3 Native Vegetation Communities

4.3.1 Conservation significant vegetation

e The footprint will not impact any EPBCA listed ecological communities nor the

nationally important wetland of Allwrights Lagoon.

The impact area does contain TASVEG units GPH and MGH, which are listed as
threatened under the Tasmanian NCA, but the vast majority of each have been
excluded from the footprint (Tables 5 and 6).

The impact footprint also includes very minor impacts to DRO and NLE (both RFA
priorities within the region).

The remaining communities within the footprint are well reserved at the State and
regional level (and not threatened).

It is noted that the footprint does not intersect (or conceivably compromise) any
wildlife habitat strips designated under the Forest Practices Code 2075, noting these are
restricted to public land and the entire footprint is within private tenure — the nearest
informal reserves (which include wildlife habitat strips) are shown in Figure 10.
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Figure 10: Distribution of informal reserves (which contain wildlife habitat strips) around

project footprint, noting none of the reserved areas are intersected by the footprint

4.3.2 Extent of impact

Overall, the impact footprint has the potential to affect a total of 7 native vegetation
units (Table 6).

The potential extent of impact on this native vegetation is 384.9 ha, which constitutes
5.02 % of the native vegetation within the project area.

Proportional potential impacts and losses to individual units are very low, noting for
each native unit with potential impacts, construction disturbance (rather than direct
impact) contributes a minimum of 40 % of total impacts, with the contribution of direct
impacts being as low as 17.27 % and 27.87 % for NLE and GPH respectively.

In total, only 153.53 ha of the proposed impact to native vegetation is expected to be
direct impacts, with the balance of 231.37 ha of proposed native vegetation impacts
attributable to indirect impacts (construction disturbance buffer).

It is expected that some of the 231.37 ha of indirect disturbance will be able to
regenerate, or be revegetated/restored/managed, in a way that maintains native
vegetation after works are completed.

Furthermore, 69.61 ha of the direct impact area within native vegetation will be limited
to the removal of obstructive woody vegetation within the IDF clearing sectors and
under the overhead reticulation, but will be able to maintain low native vegetation (ie,
will constitute vegetation modification rather than permanent loss and may still meet
the definition of native vegetation units after modification, particular with native
grassland/sedgeland, in which the change could be inconsequential).

The balance of 96.22 ha of impact (or 19.99 % of the total impact area) is confined to
units not constituting native vegetation communities (FAC, FAG, FPH, FRG and FUM).

North Barker Ecosystem Services
PAS115: 2023_06_21

102



St Patricks Plains Wind Farm
Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

4.3.3 Potential for further mitigation

Although the potential losses of native vegetation communities are not considered to be
highly significant with respect to conservation status and the likelihood of persistence of
vegetation communities at a local level and higher (Table 6), the impacts can be further
reduced with mitigation commitments.

Direct and irreversible clearance should be concentrated within the areas of cleared land and
non-threatened vegetation as much as possible. Where threatened and/or native vegetation is
unavoidable, micro-siting at a local scale may be able to direct impacts into localised areas
with less contribution to the overall value (e.g., a rocky area containing minimal vegetation, or
a localised area with lower quality vegetation than the surrounds). As well as representative
examples of all communities, the project should aim to protect localised variations within units
(e.g. maintaining the distribution of the different facies of GPH).

Where disturbance but not complete clearance of native vegetation is required, such as
slashing firebreaks or easements, micro-siting may be useful for selecting those areas that will
be the least impacted (or may even benefit) from this modification.

To further minimise net losses, revegetation could be considered as a minor form of
mitigation in areas where clearance of native vegetation is not required to be a permanent
loss (e.g. borrow pits [if required], temporary access routes and temporary construction
disturbance footprints). Suitable species for revegetation should be sourced from the local
environment (see species lists in Appendices A and C). A list of potentially suitable species is
provided in Appendix K. Revegetation specifics, such as seed application rates, use of
established plants, specific planting details, etc, are best outlined in a revegetation plan once
specific project details, timing, locations, efc, are finalised, and may be included as a
requirement in a post-construction management plan.

If further clearance is required due to redesign, to minimise vegetation losses, the proposal
should clearly define the extent of clearance required and concentrate the design footprint
within areas of already cleared land where possible, as well as avoid impacts to threatened
communities (as well as habitat for threatened fauna, or locations of threatened flora).

Prior to the commencement of works, the impact area should be marked (either /n sitv and/or
clearly on construction plans) and all contractor agreements should specify that works,
vehicles and materials must be confined within the designated impact areas. Areas of
threatened communities beyond the impact footprint should be designated as exclusion
zones and marked on the ground and/or in construction plans to the degree necessary to
ensure no inadvertent impacts occur.

4.3.4 Summary of recommendations for native vegetation

- Concentrate direct and irreversible clearance within areas of non-native vegetation
(cleared land) and non-threatened vegetation as much as possible.

- Apply micro-siting approach (with the aid of an ecologist) to areas of the final
footprint within native vegetation — the micro-siting should aim to make minor
adjustments to the footprint on the ground by selecting localised areas with relatively
less important values (e.g. lower condition areas), as well as maintaining variation
within @ community across the project area (e.g. protecting different facies within a
community where fine scale variation is present).

- Where disturbance but not complete clearance of native vegetation is required, such
as slashing firebreaks or easements, micro-siting may be useful for selecting those
areas that will be the least impacted (or may even benefit) from this modification.
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4.3.5

Similarly, where modification areas required for IDF clearance and overhead
reticulation occur within native vegetation, the requisite removal of vegetation should
be done as selectively as possible to maintain the vegetation in a manner that as
closely approximates the original native TASVEG unit as possible and/or maintains any
key habitat values — this is likely to require a targeted vegetation management plan
for these sectors, which could be a condition of approval to have completed prior to
works.

In cases of redesign, maximise to the extent possible the proportion of the footprint
within non-native (modified) vegetation and avoid threatened and/or native
vegetation (as well as habitat for threatened fauna, or locations of threatened flora).
Clearly demarcate the permitted impact area either in situ and/or clearly on
construction plans and specify on all contractor agreements that works, vehicles and
materials must be confined within the designated impact areas.

Areas of threatened communities beyond the impact footprint should be designated
as exclusion zones and marked on the ground and/or in construction plans to the
degree necessary to ensure no inadvertent impacts occur.

Incorporate a revegetation plan into the post-construction requirements, covering
areas where clearance of native vegetation is not required to be a permanent loss
(e.g., borrow pits [if required], temporary access routes and temporary construction
disturbance footprints). The plan should outline suitable species for revegetation
(sourced from the local environment, with example species in Appendix K), as well as
revegetation specifics, such as seed application rates, use of established plants,
specific planting details, etc.

Offset opportunities and priorities for native vegetation

After avoidance and mitigation, if residual impacts to threatened native vegetation are
sufficient to require offsets, offset priorities should be the GPH and MGH
communities, with significant scope to contribute to the State’s reservation estate
and/or implement management agreements to improve the condition of the units on
site. Management agreements designed to maintain or improve condition of these
units could include grazing prescriptions, control of woody plants, and ecological
burning. To provide a mechanism that is compatible with existing landuse for primary
production, it is recommended to explore opportunities for the management
agreements to be implemented in the form of stewardship agreements, where
landowners are compensated for managing the habitat to maintain/improve the
conservation significant values — in situations where the stewardship agreement was
not upheld (informed by periodical monitoring) the associated stipend could be
redirected as a monetary contribution to research and/or conservation efforts specific
to the value.

4.4 Threatened and Conservation Significant Flora

4.41

Potential impacts and context

The impact footprint (including direct impacts and indirect construction disturbance buffer)
intersects with 8 threatened flora locations, either in terms of past NVA records or
observations from the current study (Table 7) — potential habitat for threatened flora is
widespread within the project area (Table 7).

In terms of EPBCA threatened flora:
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e (Colobanthus curtisiae

o

Noting there is a strong likelihood that many past reports of this species from
the site are erroneous, the direct impact footprint intersects with the locations
of 10 previously reported plants, with a further 18 reported from with the
construction disturbance buffer. NBES did not record any Colobanthus
curtisiae at these locations and consider the species to be restricted to rocky
outcrops within forested area, none of which surveyed within the footprint
have been found to support the species.

The locations of 605 previously reported plants will be retained beyond the
footprint (95.37 % of all reported locations — noting the observation notes of
many of these records suggest the species is widespread across the plateau).

e Pterostylis pratensis

o

The occurrences on site are noted as representing an important population
referenced within the respective NRE listing statement (referred to as St.
Patricks Plains), noting the listing statement is relatively out of date and the
data collected for the current study are likely to be the most detailed
assessment of the population to date (and have subsequently established
greater population abundance and extent than referenced within the listing
statement).

The impact footprint overlaps with 60 reported plants of this species (either
from NVA records [42] or NBES observations [18]). Only 10 of these plants are
found within the direct impact area, with the remaining 50 within the
construction disturbance buffer.

A minimum of 595 previously observed plants (NBES and NVA records) will be
retained outside of the footprint, in addition to a 7.62 ha area in which at
least 87 plants were recorded but which was mapped as polygon area on the
expectation additional plants would be present — this brings the minimum
total plants to be retained beyond the footprint to 682.

The proportional loss of plants to direct impact is therefore 1.34 % of the total
recorded, while the proportion at risk within the construction disturbance
area is 6.74 % of the total. Therefore, the total percentage of observed plants
at risk from the footprint is 8.09 % (60 out of 742 plants).

The greatest scope for avoidance is thus to selectively protect the species
within the construction disturbance buffer with small exclusion zones, noting
the species would conceivably only require a buffer of 2 m to prevent impacts
(given its tiny size). We recommend application of the exclusion zones as
shown in Figure 11 — with these targeted exclusion zones in place, the
proportional impacts to the population of P. pratensis can be reduced to
below 5 %, with only 28 of the 742 known plants at risk (3.77 %) (Table 8).

With or without this measure, the proportional potential impacts on total
available habitat are around 6 % (Table 8), noting over 3,000 ha of potential
habitat is present within the project area. This 6 % potential impact is worst
case scenario, in that it does not include consideration that 5.33 ha of the
potential habitat is within the vegetation management areas for IDF
obstructions and overhead reticulation, in which areas there will be ample
scope to manage these areas in the required fashion while not impacting the
habitat value (nor even individual occurrences of this species). This however is
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a relatively minor gain and still puts proportional losses of total available
habitat at around 6 %.

The additional EPBCA listed species Barbarea australis, Eucalyptus gunnii subsp.
divaricata, Leucochrysum albicans var. tricolor, and Glycine latrobeana, are not
considered to be at risk of impact as no extant locations are within the footprint.

(¢]

In terms of the L. albicans ssp. tricolor, previous NVA records (from NBES
surveys) were verified as still supporting the species during the present field
surveys. These plants occur ~200 m to the north of a proposed access road
for the proposal (see inset map 1 of Figure 4c), near a dam on Ripple Creek —
this location will not be directly or indirectly impacted by the proposed works.

In terms of Eucalyptus gunnii subsp. divaricata, three past NVA records occur
on the outer edge of the proposed disturbance footprint — however, analysis
of a series of aerial photographs and field verification have confirmed that
these trees are no longer present at this location (having died/fallen/been
removed). Figure 12 shows detail of this location and the separation between
other locations of the species and the footprint. It is also noted that all
mapped areas (21.71 ha) of Eucalyptus gunnii woodland (TASVEG - DGW)
(which have been heavily impacted by dieback) have been excluded from the
footprint (Figure 4).

The purported locations of Prasophyllum crebriflorum/P. sphacelatum were

intersected by a previous design but have been avoided with the current footprint —

noting the attribution to P. crebriflorum is considered to be potentially incorrect.

In terms of TSPA rare and threatened flora:

Asperula scoparia

o 16 locations previously reported from the project area (NVA and NBES
records).

o One of these locations (supporting a single plant) is located within the direct
impact area.

Calocephalus lacteus

o A total of 2,794 plants have variously been recorded within the project area,
with 290 from NVA records, 1003 from NBES points, and an additional 1501
plants mapped as polygon areas in our survey.

o The impact footprint intersects with locations supporting 24 plants,
representing a total potential impact of less than 1 percent of the total (0.86
%). In addition, only 2 of the 24 plants are within the direct impact area, with
the balance of 22 plants at risk within the construction disturbance buffer.

o The two plants within the direct impact area represent 0.072 % of the

reported plants from the site.

Muehlenbeckia axillaris

(0]

Project area contains a minimum of 241 isolated plants that have been
mapped as single points (NVA and NBES records), in addition to 16.81 ha of
area of occupation with matted plants to dense to make accurate abundance
estimates.
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(o]

Only 4 of the 241 isolated plants (1.66 %) are within the potential impact
footprint, with 2 of these within the direct impact area and the other 2 in the
construction disturbance buffer.

Within the polygon areas, 0.48 ha of the 16.81 ha total is intersected by the
footprint, representing a total proportional impact of 2.86 %. Only 0.09 ha of
this 0.48 ha is within the direct impact area, with the balance in the
construction disturbance footprint.

e Ranunculus pumifio var. pumilio

(o]

An estimated total of > 112,000 plants are present in the project area, with a
combination of past NVA records, NBES point observations, and areas NBES
have mapped as extent of occurrence polygons.

A total of 115 isolated plants are at risk of impacts, however 100 of these are
within the construction disturbance buffer, and a further 15 in the IDF
clearance areas, noting that a ground hugging annual is unlikely to be
impacted by the requisite clearance of IDF sectors.

In addition, a 0.15 ha area of occurrence (estimated to support 991 plants) is
intersected by the footprint, but with only 0.01 ha (66 plants) in the direct
impact area and the balance in the construction disturbance buffer.

In total, the 1,106 plants within the impact area represent only 0.98 % of the
total population observed, noting that only 6 % of these plants are expected
to be lost to direct impacts and the species as a whole is likely to persist
within the construction disturbance buffer and IDF clearance areas due to its
small size and disturbance ecology.

e Senecio longipilus

(@]

An estimated population in the order of 30,000 plants, with 9,374 mapped in
individual locations, and a further 43.01 ha estimated to support 20,700
plants (Tables 7 and 8).

1,945 individual locations are intersected by the footprint, with only 2 plants
of these within the direct impact area (0.1 %) and the balance (99.9 %) in the
construction disturbance footprint.

An additional 2.45 ha mapped as a polygon extent of occurrence (equivalent
to 1,680 plants and representing 5.69 % of the total mapped area of
occupancy) is intersected by the footprint, however only 0.5 ha of this is
within the direct impact area (equivalent to 362 plants and representing 1.17
% of the mapped area of occupancy), with the balance in the construction
disturbance footprint.

In total, the 3,625 plants at risk of impacts represents 12.05 % of the
estimated total population, noting only 364 of these are at risk of direct
impacts (around 1 % of the total population estimate), with 89.96 % of the
impact attributable to the construction disturbance buffer (equivalent to
3,261 plants or 10.87 % of the total population estimate).

Potential losses from direct impacts are thus not considered to represent a
significant proportion of the population.

Given that the overwhelming majority of potential impacts are within the
indirect impact zone of the construction disturbance buffer, and the fact that
plants have relatively clustered nodes of occurrence, the potential for total
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impacts could be reduced by selectively narrowing the construction
disturbance buffer in areas where the species is concentrated (Figure 4) —
these areas could be treated as exclusion zones and, given the species is
highly concentrated within a small number of locations, may not present a
major impediment to works. We recommend application of the exclusion
zones as shown in Figure 11 — with these targeted exclusion zones in place,
the proportional impacts to the population of S. /ongipilus can be reduced to
around 10 % (Table 8).

Even in the absence of annexing additional areas of occurrence from the
construction disturbance buffer, the fact that the footprint in no area will fully
remove any single patch of occurrence, combined with the ecology of the
species as a highly fecund, bulk seed producing disturbance coloniser
(consistent with the typical ecology of Senecio species), means that the
balance of plants within the undeveloped areas of occurrence will be a
significant source of propagules for the adjacent construction disturbance
buffer, in which this species can be expected to be one of the dominant
pioneering species post-works. Rather than rely on this means of self-
establishment, albeit highly probable, this can be supported by the collection
of seeds in the season prior to works commencing, to then be used as a
targeted source of rehabilitation post works in proximity to remaining
occurrences and within areas in which plants were impacted. In this scenario,
the balance of plants post-works could be comparable to the population size
prior to development. For added measure, a collection of seeds should be
lodged with the Tasmanian Seed Conservation Centre.

With either or both of these measures applied, the total losses to the species
can be reduced (ideally to a level of less than 5 % of the estimated
population).

If the option to avoid by selectively narrowing the construction disturbance
buffer is not viable, and the natural recolonisation of the species is relied on
(with or without the supplementary addition of seeds), it is possible to require
monitoring of the re-establishment of the species as a condition of approval,
and if the species doesn't re-establish to a reasonable proportion of the
existing population (say 95 % of the current estimate) within a certain number
of years, the need for an offset in the form of supplementary planting could
be triggered.

Observed locations of Carex capillacea and Trithuria submersa were intersected by a
previous design but have been avoided with the current footprint.

No additional TSPA flora have been recorded within the potential impact area.
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Table 6: Proportional and quantitative native vegetation impacts from the footprint (with construction disturbance buffer). All area units are in hectares’®

Community/ unit
(Bold denotes units with expected

Extent in project area

Total impact area
Direct impact

Total impact % of
extent in project area

Minimum extent to
remain in project area
with no impacts or

Extent in State

(Total impact % of

Extent in council area
(Total impact % of

Extent in bioregion
(Total impact % of

Extent in permanent
native forest estate’®
(Total impact % of

impacts) Indirect disturbance modification extent) extent in council area) extent in bioregion) extent in permanent
native forest estate)
. 7,700 5,300 5,100
(AHF) Fresh water aquatic herbland 70.15 0.00 0.00 70.15 0 %) 0 %) 0 %) -
. 3,200 1,000 800
(AHL) Lacustrine herbland 2.13 0.00 0.00 2.13 0 %) 0 %) 0 %)
(DAD) Eucalyptus amygdalina forest 156,100 7,100 2,200 5,986
and woodland on dolerite 345.22 0.00 0.00 345.22 (0 %) (0 %) (0 %) (0 %)
63.73
(DDE) Eucalyptus delegatensis dry 256,300 119,800 99,500 165,758
forest and woodland 1.072.06 37.08 >94 1,008.33 (0.02 %) (0.04 %) (0.05 %) (0.03 %)
26.65
(DDP) Eucalyptus dalrympleana - 46.91
Eucalyptus pauciflora forest and 531.34 24.77 8.83 484.44 =il Y {0 S
ypius p ' cntl ' ' (0.38 %) (0.44 %) (137 %) (0.27 %)
woodland 2214
. 2,200 1,100 2,000
(DGW) Eucalyptus gunnii woodland 21.71 0.00 0.00 21.71 0 %) 0 %) (0 %) -
42.92
(DPD) Eucalyptus pauciflora forest 29,800 26,300 18,100 17,079
and woodland on dolerite 1688.57 1994 2.54 164565 (0.12 %) (0.137 %) (0.20 %) (0.21 %)
22.98
0.85
(DRO) Eucalyptus rodwayi forest and 14,300 8,200 5,500 6,272
woodland 13440 0.28 063 133.56 (0.01 %) (0.01 %) (0.02 %) (0.01 %)
057
181.58
24,000 17,200 17,600
PH) Highl P | . . . . ! ! ! =
(GPH) Highland Poa grassland 2,706.09 50.52 6.71 2,524.50 (076 %) (1.06 %) (1.04 %)
7131.06
47.82
. 20,500 16,000 18,100
(MGH) Highland grassy sedgeland 1,083.63 20.75 441 1,035.81 021 %) (0.26 %) (0.24 %) -
27.07
. 10,300 2,100 1,800
(MRR) Restionaceae rushland 3.29 0.00 0.00 3.29 0 %) 0 %) 0 %) -
52,800 900 6,400 388
NLE) Lept f t . . . . ! !
( ) Leptospermum fores 6.69 0.19 16.50 5.59 (0.002 %) (0.12 %) (0.02 %) (0.28 %)
0971

8 DPIPWE (2020¢) - noting that the accuracy of the proportional calculations is subject to the mapping limitations of the base data in DPIPWE 2020c

9 As of 30/06/22
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Table 7: Summary of potential impacts to threatened flora species with the context of total amounts recorded in project area — total available habitat is presented as per the habitat definitions in Table 2

NVA Records - excluding NBES
submissions from this study (treated

separately):

(Units are plant abundance, noting
where individual NVA records lack

Plants directly counted/estimated:

Plants measured/estimated by area of

occupation:

Area (ha)

Total available habitat

(potential extent of occurrence)*

Area (ha)

* Potential extent of occurrence” is a broad level
estimate of areas that may contain habitat
niches that may provide areas of occupancy” for
threatened flora species - it cannot be assumed

. i Al . . .
Species abundance data the value is taken as 1) bundance [Abundance given where estimated within | that species will have complete occupation of
(Bold denotes species *Denotes NVA records considered to be area, or calculated based on density] their p?tentlal extent of occurrence, nor that
o 7h g G potentially wholly or largely unreliable potential for occurrence within the modelled
L — identifications overall extent will be uniformly suitable at a
p 1al 1mp. finer scale - e.g. plants can be expected to have
finer niches within the overall mapped potential
extent of occurrence.
Total Rettjtlgle d Impacted Total Rett:tlgle d Impacted Total Rettjtlgle d Impacted Retained total Impacted
recorded . total without | recorded . total without . . total without | Total recorded without total without
. . without . . without recorded in without . -
in project further in project further . further in project area further further
further e - further e project area further e . e - e
area P mitigation area P mitigation . mitigation mitigation mitigation
mitigation mitigation mitigation
Asperula minima* 25 25 0 0 0 0 - - - - - -
1
Asperula scoparia 7 7 0 9 8 (Direct - - - 1,698.99 1,546.17 152.83
impact)
Asperula subsimplex 11 11 0 1,056 1,056 0 3.21 3.21 0 1,453.26 1,408.16 45.10
Barbarea australis 0 0 0 21 21 0 = = = 30.03 30.03 =
22
. 0.0001
) (2 direct ! (construction
impact — 20 ; 0= s disturbance
Calocephalus lacteus 290 268 in 1,003 1,002 (Construction 2,938.74 2,748.31 19043
. disturbance [1,501] [1,500] buffer Only)
construction buff
disturbance uffer) [1 plant]
buffer)
36.52 36.52
Carex capillacea 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 57.08 57.08 -
[100,000] [100,000]
28
(10 direct
impact— 18
Colobanthus curtisiae* 633 605 in 0 0 0 = = = 53.49 53.22 0.22
construction
disturbance
buffer)
Cryptandra amara 0 0 0 10 10 0 = = = 16.30 16.30 =
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NVA Records - excluding NBES
submissions from this study (treated

separately):

Plants measured/estimated by area of

Total available habitat
(potential extent of occurrence)*
Area (ha)

* Potential extent of occurrence” is a broad level

. . occupation: estimate of areas that may contain habitat
(Units are .pl'ant abundance, noting Plants directly counted/estimated: niches that may provide areas of occupancy” for
where individual NVA records lack Abundance Area (ha) threatened flora species - it cannot be assumed
Species abundance data the value is taken as 1) [Abundance given where estimated within | that species will have complete occupation of
(Bold denotes species *Denotes NVA records considered to be area, or calculated based on density] their p?tentlal extent of occurrence, nor that
o 7h g aE potentially wholly or largely unreliable potential for occurrence within the modelled
L — identifications overall extent will be uniformly suitable at a
p 1al 1mp. finer scale - e.g. plants can be expected to have
finer niches within the overall mapped potential
extent of occurrence.
Total Rett:tlgle e Impacted Total Rett:tlgle g Impacted Total Rett:t':r g Impacted Retained total Impacted
recorded . total without | recorded . total without . . total without | Total recorded without total without
. . without . . without recorded in without . -
in project further in project further . further in project area further further
further e - further e project area further e . e - e
area P mitigation area P mitigation . mitigation mitigation mitigation
mitigation mitigation mitigation
Epilobium willisii 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,306.64 1,247.70 58.95
3
(Locations
E”E"Iy"’gf’ genni 27 24 only, with 0 0 0 - - - 2171 2171 -
subsp. divaricata plants no
longer
present)
Glycine latrobeana 1 1 0 32 32 0 - - - 76.12 76.12 -
Hovea montana 1 1 0 0 0 0 = = = 4.58 4.58 =
Hovea tasmanica 100 100 0 657 657 0 = = = 14.82 14.82 =
1:55:55 CC/]I:LL//Z//:]?OO:CC/];{/{ 3 3 0 0 0 0 - - - 1,610.00 1,562.09 47.90
Isoetes humilior 2 2 0 0 0 0 0.0005 0.0005 0 105.90 105.90 =
Leucochrysum albicans 1,734 1,734 0 3 3 0 0.003 0.003 0 3.59 3.59 -
subsp. tricolor
0.48
4
. (0.09 ha direct
(2 direct impact
Muehlenbeckia axillaris 82 78 impact, 2 in 159 159 0 16.81 16.33 balance in 439.38 422.65 16.73
cgnstructlon construction
disturbance disturbance
buffer) buffer)
Myosurus australis 0 0 0 2,148 2,148 0 - - - 1,713.78 1,649.38 64.40
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NVA Records - excluding NBES
submissions from this study (treated

separately):

(Units are plant abundance, noting
where individual NVA records lack

Total available habitat

Plants directly counted/estimated:

Plants measured/estimated by area of
occupation:

Area (ha)

(potential extent of occurrence)*

Area (ha)

* Potential extent of occurrence” is a broad level
estimate of areas that may contain habitat
niches that may provide areas of occupancy” for
threatened flora species - it cannot be assumed

. i A . . .

Species abundance data the value is taken as 1) bundance [Abundance given where estimated within | that species will have complete occupation of

(Bold denotes species *Denotes NVA records considered to be area, or calculated based on density] their p?tentlal extent of occurrence, nor that

o 7h g aE potentially wholly or largely unreliable potential for occurrence within the modelled

L — identifications overall extent will be uniformly suitable at a
p 1al 1mp. finer scale - e.g. plants can be expected to have
finer niches within the overall mapped potential

extent of occurrence.

Total Rett:tlgle e Impacted Total Rett:tlgle g Impacted Total Rett:t':r g Impacted Retained total Impacted
recorded without total without | recorded without total without recorded in without total without | Total recorded without total without
in project further in project further . further in project area further further

further e - further e project area further e . e - e
area P mitigation area P mitigation . mitigation mitigation mitigation
mitigation mitigation mitigation
Myriophyll
- J; Z_ng;;,ig 0 0 0 1,000 1,000 0 0.005 0.005 0 1,377.59 1,318.65 58.95
Pilularia novae-hollandiae 1 1 0 0 0 0 - - - 1,020.15 977.98 4217
Prasophyllum 172 172 0 0 0 0 - - - - - -
crebriflorum*
42
18
(10 direct (All'in 7.62 7.62 0
Pterostylis pratensis 470 428 IMpEcLSAn 185 167 construction 3,227.44 3,024.03 203. 41
construction i [87] [87] [0]
. disturbance
disturbance buffer)
buffer)
115 0.15
1pl
(100 in [991 plants]
construction (925 plants/
disturbance 0.14 ha in
- . 98.20 98.05 .
Ranunculus pumilio var. 22 22 0 533 418 buffer, 15 in OB 1,665.96 1,610.26 55.70
pumilio IDF clearance [112,240] [111,249] disturbance
which may buffer only —
not require balance are
their direct
clearance) impacts)
1.17 1.17 0
Rhodanthe anthemoides 25,087 25,087 0 14 14 0 16.28 15.94 0.34
[18,000] [18,000] [0]
Scleranthus fasciculatus 0 0 0 6 6 0 - - - 16.11 16.11 -
Senecio longipilus 0 0 0 9,374 7,429 1,945 43.01 40.56 2.45 1,726.28 1,611.29 114.99
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NVA Records - excluding NBES
submissions from this study (treated
separately):

(Units are plant abundance, noting
where individual NVA records lack

Plants directly counted/estimated:

Plants measured/estimated by area of
occupation:

Area (ha)

Total available habitat

(potential extent of occurrence)*

* Potential extent of occurrence” is a broad level
estimate of areas that may contain habitat
niches that may provide areas of occupancy” for
threatened flora species - it cannot be assumed

Area (ha)

. i Al . . .
Species abundance data the value is taken as 1) bundance [Abundance given where estimated within | that species will have complete occupation of
(Bold denotes species *Denotes NVA records considered to be area, or calculated based on density] their p?tentlal extent of occurrence, nor that
o 7h g aE potentially wholly or largely unreliable potential for occurrence within the modelled
L — identifications overall extent will be uniformly suitable at a
p 1al 1mp. finer scale - e.g. plants can be expected to have
finer niches within the overall mapped potential
extent of occurrence.
Total Rett:tlgle e Impacted Total Rett:tlgle g Impacted Total Rett:t':r g Impacted Retained total Impacted
recorded . total without | recorded . total without . . total without | Total recorded without total without
. . without . . without recorded in without . -
in project further in project further . further in project area further further
further e - further e project area further e . e - e
area P mitigation area P mitigation . mitigation mitigation mitigation
mitigation mitigation mitigation
(2 in direct [20,700] [19,020] [1,680]
TERE EIrCEL (1,318 plants/
remainder in .
. 1.95 ha in
disturbance construction
buffer) disturbance
buffer only —
balance are
direct
impacts)
Taraxacum aristum 50 50 0 4 4 0 = = = 12.84 12.84 =
Trithuria submersa 1 1 0 37,564 37,564 0 0.025 0.025 0 1,610.00 1,562.09 47.90
Viola cunninghamii 1 1 0 2 2 0 = - - 106.05 103.46 2.59

A Extent of occurrence [EOO] is defined as the area contained within the shortest continuous imaginary boundary which can be drawn to encompass all the known, inferred or projected sites of present occurrence of a taxon, excluding cases of vagrancy. This measure may
exclude discontinuities or disjunctions within the overall distributions of taxa (e.g. large areas of obviously unsuitable habitat)... Extent of occurrence can often be measured by a minimum convex polygon (the smallest polygon in which no internal angle exceeds 180 degrees

and which contains all the sites of occurrence

)80.

# Area of occupancy [AOO] is defined as the area within its ‘extent of occurrence’ which is occupied by a taxon, excluding cases of vagrancy. The measure reflects the fact that a taxon will not usually occur throughout the area of its extent of occurrence, which may contain
unsuitable or unoccupied habitats. In some cases (e.g. irreplaceable colonial nesting sites, crucial feeding sites for migratory taxa) the area of occupancy is the smallest area essential at any stage to the survival of existing populations of a taxon. The size of the area of occupancy

will be a function of the scale at which it is measured®'.

80 JUCN (2012). IUCN Red List Categories and Criteria: Version 3.1. Second edition. Gland, Switzerland and Cambridge, UK: IUCN. iv + 32pp. http://jr.iucnredlist.org/documents/redlist_cats_crit_en.pdf
81 JUCN (2012). IUCN Red List Categories and Criteria: Version 3.1. Second edition. Gland, Switzerland and Cambridge, UK: IUCN. iv + 32pp. http://jr.iucnredlist.org/documents/redlist_cats_crit_en.pdf
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Note: percentage values indicate percentage of total within project area

Abundance from NVA and NBES points, and NBES polygon areas of

occupation

Total available habitat

Without mitigation

With mitigation

Without mitigation

With mitigation

Species Total Total
;ﬁ;;'::::’te:r:e: Retention Pic::::tclfl Retention P;: :':::I ;:;}:fte:r:; Retention P;:: :';tc':I Retention P;:: ::;t:l
(+) 0 0 0,
[% of total] [% of total] [% of total] [% of total] [% of total] [% of total] [% of total] [% of total]
Pterostylis a 682 60 714 28 329744 3,024.03 20341 3,027.26 200.18
pratensis [91.91 %] [8.09 %] [96.23 %] [3.77 %] een [93.70 %] [6.30 %] [93.80 %] [6.20 %]
o 26,449 3,625 27,003 3,071 1611.29 114.99 1613,99 112.29
senecio longipilus | 30,074 [87.95 %] [12.05 %] 89.79 %] [10.21 %] A [93.34 %] [6.66 %] [93.50 %] [6.50 %]

* Note that only 2 of these plants occurs in the direct impact footprint (0.02 % of the total number of recorded plants), the remainder occur within the construction buffer footprint.

Table 8: Key threatened species with increased retention (proportionally lower losses of individuals and available habitat) with the application of recommended mitigation (targeted exclusion zones)
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4.4.2 Potential for further mitigation

Because of the nature of the plants involved and the scale of the surveys, there can be
expected to be more individuals of threatened and conservation significant flora at risk from
the footprint and within the project area as a whole — largely this applies to very small and
discrete species such as Asperula scoparia and Pterostylis pratensis, and annual species such
as Myosurus australis and Ranunculus pumilio. Equally however, for short lived species with
interannual variation, there could be fewer plants at risk at the point of construction if
conditions are different to the survey years. Current survey coverage is nonetheless
considered to be very good as a basis for considering the scale of impacts and, based on the
broad scale sampling undertaken in the various surveys, it appears unlikely substantial
populations of other species of threatened flora will be recorded on site in the future (Table
2). Furthermore, given that the footprint impacts only a small proportion of viable habitat
within the project area, a likely outcome of further surveys would be a decreased proportional
loss of threatened and conservation significant flora due to increased population estimates for
the broader area. As it stands, the proportional losses are already very small for respective
species with regard to overall populations. As such, it appears highly unlikely that the
proposal will put at risk the long-term persistence of any threatened or conservation
significant flora within the project area, let alone at a level beyond the project area (e.g.,
regional or state-wide — although it is acknowledged that in some cases the populations
within the project area may well constitute the entire state-wide populations).

Nonetheless, to continue to minimise the direct loss of threatened flora, it is recommended to
exclude as many of the known locations as possible from the impact footprint during the final
design phases, including application of the recommended targeted exclusion zones for P.
pratensis and S. longipilus.

Micro-siting surveys (with scope for repositioning components of the footprint and thus
avoiding threatened flora), undertaken within the appropriate seasons will be the most
effective way of mitigating impacts that may occur to currently undocumented occurrences of
threatened and conservation significant flora, and precisely quantifying the final unavoidable
impacts. Micro-siting should be applied to any aspect of the final footprint and a buffer of 20
m.

Selective/informed clearance of the IDF visibility sectors can also be used to preserve
conservation significant values within the sectors at a height that does not obstruct the IDF,
noting that many of the threatened flora on site are very small and could viably persist within
an IDF clearance sector following removal of obstructive woody vegetation.

In addition to avoiding the direct loss of sites, the general areas around threatened and
conservation significant flora locations should be protected from indirect or inadvertent
impacts by designating construction exclusion zones around any known occurrences within 20
m of proposed works — exclusion zones must be specified within the construction contracts
and the exclusions should cover but not be limited to mechanical disturbance, dumping of fill,
alteration of drainage patterns and soil compaction. Physical barriers or cordons should be
applied as necessary to reinforce the exclusion requirements. There is also considerable scope
for selective avoidance within the construction disturbance buffer, as the proportional impacts
can be lessened in this buffer with targeted surveys and exclusion areas within the overall
buffer.

The margin of the final footprint should be surveyed for Eucalyptus gunnii ssp. divaricata to a
radius of 15 m (the maximum tree protection zone under Australian Standard for the
Protection of Trees on Development Sites (AS 4970-2009) — any individuals of the species
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found within the buffer (and alive) should be protected with a radial exclusion zone
proportional to 12 x diameter at breast height (as per AS 4970-2009).

In addition, a designated construction exclusion zone should be implemented around the
location of Leucochrysum albicans var. tricolor, which is approximately 200 m from the
footprint but as a significant population warrants additional protection.

4.4.3 Offset opportunities and priorities for threatened flora

After avoidance and mitigation, if residual impacts to threatened native flora are
sufficient to require offsets, the site has significant scope to contribute to an improved
reservation status of several species.

There is also significant scope on site for applying management agreements designed
to maintain or improve habitat for threatened flora, including through grazing
prescriptions, control of woody plants (within non-forest environments), and
ecological burning.

Based on current impacts however the need for offsets is unlikely, particularly with the
option to implement targeted exclusion zones for Senecio longipilus and Pterostylis
pratensis. Specific to these species however, additional consideration of offsets may
be warranted if proportional impacts to the overall population estimates cannot be
reduced (such as if the recommended exclusion zones aren’t applied).

o For the Senecio longipilus the species is considered to be highly suited to
seed collection and propagation of replacement plants, noting the
construction disturbance buffer post-works would be a highly suitable
location for establishing an offset planting, which could be self-sustaining
along the new habitat edges where they occur adjacent to native grasslands
on basalt outcrops in particular.

o For Pterostylis pratensis the most effective offset outcome would be to place
a conservation covenant (or similar reservation mechanism) around a
concentration of plants, noting the species is poorly reserved as per the NRE
listing statement.

The project has already contributed some valuable information to conservation due to
the rediscoveries of Myosurus australis and Senecio longipilus (as well as the large
number of new threatened species observations in general). Observations of both
species were shared with the seed bank at the Royal Botanic Gardens of Tasmania to
facilitate the collection of seeds, of which the seed bank had no collections of either
prior to this study. Photos of M. australis were also submitted to NRE for use within
the relevant threatened species note sheet and species information page on the
Threatened Species Link, neither of which had an example of the species
photographed in the wild before our photos were supplied.

4.5 Threatened Fauna

Based on the survey results and habitat quality assessment, the design process was guided
with the intention of minimising impacts to threatened fauna (amongst other things) (Table 9).
The design process resulted in the avoidance of:
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e 96 % of high-quality habitat for the ptunarra brown butterfly (1,158 of 1,208 ha), 93 %
of moderate quality habitat (1,978 of 2,135 ha), and 95 % of low-quality habitat (421

of 444 ha).

e All emergence hole and adult observation locations, and 94 % of mapped potential

habitat for the Miena jewel beetle; and

e All known dens with confirmed devil activity®, and 96 % of all mapped burrows.

Direct avoidance has thus reduced the potential for significant impacts on threatened fauna
considerably, particularly the ptunarra brown butterfly. We detail below some mitigation
measures (such as pre-clearance surveys) that should be applied to ensure residual impacts
are not significant and prevent the proposal from having an unacceptable impact on the
potential persistence or occurrence of threatened fauna in the area.

Table 9: Summary of threatened and conservation significant fauna habitat impacts

Area (ha)

(other than burrows, which are a direct count)

Total Retained (% total) Impacted (% total)
High 1,208 1,158 (96 %) 50 (4 %)
Ptunarra brown Moderate 2,135 1,978 (93 %) 157 (7 %)
butterfly
habitat quality Low 444 421 (95 %) 23 (5 %)
Total 3,787 3,557 (94 %) 230 (6 %)
Miena jewel beetle
56.2 53 (94 %) 3.2 (6 %)
habitat
Tasmanian devil and quolls 10,043 9,562 (95 %) 481 (5 %)
general habitat (foraging)
Burrows 109 (96 %, including
114 all confirmed occupied 5 (4 %)

(potential denning sites)

at time of survey)

4.5.1 Tasmanian devil, spotted-tailed quoll, and eastern quoll

4511 Context

These species are wide-ranging carnivores, with foraging locations largely driven by prey
occurrences rather than habitat types or conditions (more so for the devil than the quolls
which can display some stratification of habitat use but nonetheless where present cannot
reliably be excluded from using any particular habitat type). On this basis, the entire site is
potentially suitable habitat (with all three species known to be present). Due to the more

8 Two of the three recorded occupied burrows/dens are avoided by the footprint by more than 1 km
(up to 4.9 km away in one case — the other, which had a single visit from a devil during the extended
camera surveillance, is 30 m from the disturbance footprint and 60 m from the direct impact

boundary
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specific and critical nature of breeding sites (natal dens), these are treated with priority in
impact assessments and mitigation measures — although if breeding sites are not directly
impacted, it can be possible for them to remain viable quite close to development and
disturbance®.

4512  Site specifics/ existing conditions

Each of the species have been confirmed to be present within the project area and are
expected to be widespread across the site. Effectively the entire project area (96 %) (other
than permanently inundated locations) is considered potential denning habitat for devils and
quolls (Table 10, Figure 8). The largest areas of modified land (e.g., pasture) can be expected
to be the least likely to support natal dens, but, based on our observations and supported by
evidence (see definitions in Table 1), these areas cannot with complete confidence be
excluded from consideration of supporting such dens due to high local levels of habitat
heterogeneity and the potential for large, modified areas to support small niches with
denning suitability. Devil use of burrows/dens has been confirmed at three locations within
the project area. Annual natal activity for each of the species is likely somewhere within the
project area given its size and the availability of habitat. The entire project area is also
identified as potential foraging habitat for devils and quolls.

Table 10: Summary of distribution of denning habitat classes in relation to proposed footprint

Impact Areas (% of total in project area) Avoidance area
L) Construction
Direct and modification . Total in
disturbance Total extent . .
permanent for A Retained project
. . buffer - of potential o
impact - operations - . . (% of area
2 potential impacts and
operational but not A total) (% of
. temporary modifications
infrastructure permanent . total)
impacts
loss
Obtimal 77.45 76.80 206.60 360.84 5,946.59 6,307.43
. P (1.23 %) (1.22 %) (3.28 %) (5.72 %) (94.28 %) (62.8 %)
Denning
habitat
suitability —
devils and Suboptimal 25.20 14.24 80.10 119.56 3,218.53 3,338.08
quolls P (0.75 %) (0.43 %) (2.40 %) (3.58 %) (96.42 %) (33.2 %)
(all classes
contain viable Unsuitable 0.14 0.05 0.55 0.74 397.39 398.13
foraging (0.04 %) (0.01 %) (0.14 %) (0.19 %) (99.81 %) (4 %)
habitat)
102.79 91.09 287.25 481.13 9,562.51
LG (1.02 %) (0.91 %) (2.86 %) (4.79 %) (95.21 %) 10,043.64
4.5.13 Potential impacts and mitigation

Denning opportunities

The majority of denning habitat within the project area (95 % of the total habitat) and the
majority of known denning opportunities (burrows — 96 % retention) will be retained (Tables 9

8 Natural and Cultural Heritage Division (2015)
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and 10) and, even with operational disturbance, denning opportunities close to the footprint
can be expected to remain viable into the future®, perhaps with den specific mitigation
measures should active dens be found very close to the footprint.

Construction of the project is nonetheless likely to require the permanent destruction of some
burrows/potential denning locations. Even if the locations of all known burrows were avoided,
more will be discovered during pre-clearance surveys and/or construction (see probability
figures in Section 3.4.1) and complete avoidance may be infeasible.

It is expected that the project area supports natal denning sites for each of these species,
although given the relatively small scale of the footprint compared to the overall area, the
probability of them occurring within the footprint is reduced. The standard process for
mitigating impacts from the destruction of potential dens is to implement pre-clearance
surveys in association with approved den monitoring and management protocols. A project
specific den monitoring and management protocol has been developed and is in Appendix L.
Given that the habitat includes extensive areas of complex rocky escarpments and
embankments that could conceal multiple potential den sites (Plates 83 and 84), as well as
areas where impenetrable shrubs conceal potential denning activity (Plate 85), it can be
expected that there will be an imperfect detection probability of potential dens with any
targeted survey of the footprint. This limitation is mitigated in the preclearance protocol with
an unanticipated discovery clause and contingencies for inadequate detection probability.

Should this level of detailed den detection not be viable (or not considered necessary by
regulators), other alternative/supplementary measures may be considered, such as mapping
the potential impact footprint for den detection difficulty and proposing supplementary
search techniques and/or variations to standard den management protocols within areas of
very low den detection probability. For instance, surveys could include multiple searches of
difficult areas, or supplementary searching with the aid of a den detection dog. Variations on
the standard management protocol could include a greater reliance on an unanticipated
discovery protocol, or habitat-specific variations (such as clearing dense shrubbery [with
approval] prior to a den survey).

Following either scenario (/.e, with or without a tagging and tracking exercise for the purposes
of detailed den detection) it is then recommended that pre-clearance surveys and den
management protocols are applied to the eventual footprint in the lead up to construction to
give confidence no other natal sites have been missed and prevent unnecessary mortalities to
animals trapped in burrows.

Roadkill

In addition to potential impacts to natal sites, the project may result in increased demographic
pressure from roadkill of these species, particularly during the construction phase. The area
already includes roads used for various purposes (e.g., public and private roads), which can, to
varying degrees, be expected to be used more during project construction and operation, as
well as the additional risk associated with constructing new roads. To mitigate the potential
for increased likelihood of road mortalities:

e Internal road use should be limited to daytime hours to the maximum extent possible
within the requirements of the project.

e Speed limits £ 40 km/h should be applied to all internal roads during construction and
operation.

84 Natural and Cultural Heritage Division (2015)
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e For materials that will be transported to the site using roads, this should primarily occur
during daytime hours — any transport required outside daytime hours should be subject
to a roadkill risk assessment with mitigation if required.

e During the construction phase, all internal roads within the works area should be
monitored (with documentation) for roadkill whenever the roads are being used, with
mortalities removed immediately upon location (to limit likelihood of predators being
attracted to the carcass). The same should apply to selected arterial roads that will be
subject to increased use as contractors commute to the site from places of
accommodation (as indicated in a traffic assessment report).

e During operations, a monitoring program (with documentation) should be established on
internal roads for roadkill - with the frequency of monitoring to be established with
understanding of how frequent staff will be on site once the site is operational. As part of
the program, mortalities would be removed immediately upon location (to limit
likelihood of predators being attracted to the carcass). The same should apply to selected
arterial roads that will be subject to increased use as contractors commute to the site
from places of accommodation.

General habitat change and loss

The 481.13 ha impact footprint will not result in an equivalent loss of potential habitat for
these species due to their broad ecological niche and minimal habitat selection within a local
area. In other words, following construction, much of the habitat within the footprint will still
be viable for general use such as dispersal and foraging movements, but may simply be
different habitat to what was present prior to development, without this necessarily being a
detrimental change. This will apply to areas converted to roads (which may subsequently
improve as dispersal corridors), areas in which vegetation is partially or fully cleared but not
physically excluded from the surrounding area, and areas where the development is overhead
or underground.

Where forested vegetation is required to be partially cleared/modified (ie. for IDF radial
clearing and overhead reticulation) and managed during operation, it is anticipated that the
forest vegetation will be managed as (or revert to) something equivalent to a disturbance
induced grassland (TASVEG - GCL) or a regenerating scrub/heathland derived from existing
species most compatible with that kind of management (e.g. TASVEG - SHS). Native non-
forest vegetation will effectively remain the same. This management of vegetation by
definition (Table 1) will not necessarily render the habitat unsuitable for denning (nor
foraging) and for much of the impact area (outside of permanent footprint losses), habitat can
be expected to remain as viable foraging and denning habitat, which we have explored by
running the denning stratification model with post-clearance parameters to factor in change
in vegetation structure and distribution (Table 11).

Permanent loss of habitat (for both foraging and denning) will be limited to areas of solid
obstructions (e.g. turbines themselves, substations, roads etc.). These elements of permanent
footprint infrastructure constitute an area of 102.79 ha of the overall footprint, representing a
loss of 1.02 % of the current available habitat within the project area. In addition, more habitat
may effectively be lost in terms of denning potential due to changed suitability (Table 11) (but
will still be viable for foraging). Accordingly, outside of the permanent impact footprint, an
additional 97.40 ha of optimal denning habitat will be converted to either suboptimal or
unsuitable for denning, with an associated increase in the availability of habitat suboptimal for
denning (with losses to unsuitable habitat and gains from changes in optimal habitat). The
overall net change within these areas of disturbance and modification results in the additional
loss of 0.20 ha of viable denning habitat (and reduced suitability of a further 97.20 ha) (Table
11 and Figure 13). These changes from optimal to suboptimal are primarily due to the
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conversion of forested vegetation to treeless vegetation, which increases exposure, and thus
reduces the suitability for devils beyond the immediate margins of remaining forest (Table 1).
Given that suboptimal is still viable for denning, the overall additional loss in denning
suitability from vegetation change (0.20 ha) is not considered to be significant.

Table 11: Summary of impacts to denning habitat availability for devils and quolls post
disturbance (losses from permanent footprint and from changed denning suitability)

Additional
Losses to net change
direct and within
permanent vegetation
impact management Conversion Type
footprint — areas and
operational construction
infrastructure | disturbance
buffer
Optimal to suboptimal — 97.28 ha
Optimal - 7745 - 97.40 Optimal to unsuitable — 0.12 ha
No change - 186.10 ha
Suboptimal to optimal — 0 ha
Denning Suboptimal -25.20 97.20 Suboptimal to unsuitable — 0.08 ha
habitat
suitability No change — 94.28 ha
- devils
and quolls ) .
Unsuitable to optimal — 0 ha
Unsuitable -0.14 0.20 Unsuitable to suboptimal — 0 ha
No change - 398.13 ha
Net additional loss of 0.20 of suitable denning
Total 102.79 habitat

(and reduced suitability of 97.20)
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Figure 13: Stratification of denning habitat suitability across project area and in relation to impact footprint post 124
disturbance
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4514

Summary of avoidance and mitigation recommendations for devils and quolls

- Avoid impacts to dens/burrows confirmed to support devils based on the current
survey results. It is noted however, that if this is not achievable, it may be possible to
reassess the status of the dens/burrows closer to works (ie, the locations may no
longer be occupied at that time).

- Implement the recommended den management protocols within the final impact
footprint (direct and indirect) to a buffer of 50 m% in the lead up to
clearance/disturbance.

- Implement roadkill mitigation measures as follows:

Internal road use should be limited to daytime hours.

Speed limits < 40 km/h should be applied to all internal roads during
construction and operation.

For materials that will be transported to the site using roads, this should primarily
occur during daytime hours — any transport required outside daytime hours
should be subject to a roadkill risk assessment with mitigation if required.

During the construction phase, all internal roads within the works area should be
monitored (with documentation) daily for roadkill, with mortalities removed
immediately upon location (to limit likelihood of predators being attracted to the
carcass). The same should apply to selected arterial roads that will be subject to
increased use as contractors commute to the site from places of accommodation
(as indicated in a traffic assessment report).

During operations, a monitoring program (with documentation) should be
established on internal roads for roadkill — with the frequency of monitoring to
be established with understanding of how frequent staff will be on site once the
site is operational. As part of the program, mortalities would be removed
immediately upon location (to limit likelihood of predators being attracted to the
carcass). The same should apply to selected arterial roads that will be subject to
increased use as contractors commute to the site from places of accommodation.

8 As per the DPIPWE devil survey guidelines
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Plate 84: Complex rocky banks within the project area have the potential to conceal den sites 126
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Plate 85: Impenetrable shrubs within the project area have the potential to conceal den sites

4.5.2 Ptunarra brown butterfly
4.5.2.1 Context

Found within Poa tussock grassland, woodland and grassy shrubland, in small populations
above 400 m on the Central Plateau and other parts of Tasmania. Poa grasses are crucial for
this species as the food plant for its caterpillar stage. Threats included habitat clearance and
conversion, over-grazing, inappropriate burning regimes, and predation and competition from
the European wasp.

4522 Site specifics/ existing conditions

Our surveys established that a large population of around 200,000 individuals is supported by
around 4,000 ha of habitat within the project area. Given that the 2008 Recovery Plan
estimated that the Central Highlands region only contained around 4,300 ha of habitat and a
population of 115,000 (+/- 98,000) individuals®, the results from our survey indicate that the
sites population is significant in size and extent. It may represent the single most important
population/ contiguous area of habitat for the species throughout its range.

8 Bell, P.J. (1998), Threatened Species Unit (1998) — noting that the estimates in these sources likely did
not factor into the Central Highlands estimates the true extent of habitat within the project area due
to mapping inadequacies, which would have subsequently impacted their population estimate for
the region

North Barker Ecosystem Services
PAS115: 2023_06_21

127



St Patricks Plains Wind Farm
Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

4523  Potential impacts and mitigation

Complete avoidance of habitat supporting this species may be seen as infeasible for the
proponent, given that the habitat is so extensive throughout the north of the project area.
Subsequently, if complete avoidance is unachievable, avoidance should be prioritised on the
basis of our habitat quality stratification results from high to low. The avoidance of high-
quality habitat may actually be aided by its relatively low position in the landscape and the
preference to place WTGs disproportionately on relative high points in the landscape, such as
outcrops, knolls and ridges. Because of this non-random placement, the towers can be
expected to have a disproportionate potential impact on the moderate quality habitat class,
which typically occurs on relative high points on the non-forest areas of the plateau.
Associated tower infrastructure however, such as roads can be expected to have a high
likelihood of intersecting high-quality habitat in order to join various components of the
project footprint. Such avoidance has been achieved to a high degree in the various iterations
of the planning phase, with high levels of habitat retention proposed across of the habitat
quality classes (Table 9).

The proposed disturbance of habitat is likely to lead to increased European wasp numbers
within the development footprint, increasing the risk of their predation and competition. It is
recommended that European wasp numbers are monitored (concurrently with ptunarra brown
butterfly numbers) during and following construction, including, if necessary, control of
European wasps to protect butterflies from predation — a proposed wasp (and ptunarra brown
butterfly) monitoring strategy is provided (Appendix M).

4.5.3 Miena jewel beetle
4.5.31 Context

Found in open heath and subalpine woodland above 900 m on Tasmania's Central Plateau.
Feeds primarily on Ozothamnus hookeri, which is the exclusive host of boring larvae. Threats
to the species include loss of habitat through conversion, over-grazing or fire.

4532 Site specifics/ existing conditions

Characteristic emergence holes have been confirmed within the project area, with around 56
ha of potential habitat known to be present (noting the density of the host plant may vary
within mapped habitat patches, as can the occupation rate within areas of the host species).
Definitive evidence of occupation was made in 2021 with varying density of occurrence
throughout the habitat (noting this variation is not necessarily consistent year to year — or
every second year in this case as the species has a two-year larval period, with adults being
scarce in alternate years, which are those with even year dates. It is possible minor amounts of
the primary food plant O. hookeri may be present outside of the mapped habitat patches.

4533 Potential impacts and mitigation

Given the ecology of this species and the nature of the proposal, habitat loss is seen as the
primary potential impact to this species. The following are recommended:

- All known potential habitat patches should be excluded from the footprint of the
development.

- In addition to avoiding known habitat patches, the host plant Ozothamnus hookeri
must be considered during micro-siting surveys of the final footprint within the
northern half of the project area, to ensure that no potential habitat has currently
been overlooked due to the scale of the surveys.

- If all habitats cannot be avoided, an estimate of individuals to be impacted will be
required to inform a permit to take under the TSPA (Section 5), with an estimate of
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individuals likely to require a targeted survey of food plants within the flowering
season.

However, given that avoidance of the remaining 3.3 ha of potential habitat within the
footprint (5.9 % of the total area of habitat recorded) is not feasible with the functional
requirements of the development, and that potential variation in beetle density could mean
that the 3.3 ha of habitat at risk could be proportionally more or less important to the overall
persistence of the population, depending on how many beetles it supports, an alternative
approach may be warranted as follows:

- Conduct an additional survey comparing the density of beetles within the unavoidable
impact area to the remaining habitat patches — given that beetle density may
fluctuate between years and that the upcoming summer of 2024 will be an alternate
year in the species 2-year larval life-cycle, we propose that in lieu of counting beetles,
a count of larval bore holes is undertaken instead over the coming winter (2023) — this
may in fact be a more reliable measure of the value of the habitat within the impact
area, as comparing counts of adult beetles in a given area may be obfuscated by the
fact the adults could have moved around to different locations and/or plants once
they have emerged from their bore holes and larval stages (notwithstanding that the
flowering plants used by the adults represent an important part of the lifecycle too).

- To support the count of larval bore holes, a count (or relative measure of abundance)
of O. hookeri plants should be collected (concurrently with the bore hole count)
within the impact area and patches of habitat outside of the footprint — this will
provide a more robust measure of foraging habitat loss/retention than the current
habitat patches, which do not account for variable density of the host and foraging
plants within each patch.

If the area of habitat to be lost to the footprint is not found to be disproportionately
important for bore hole locations (relative measure of abundance for number of beetles) nor
for the abundance of food plants (direct measure of habitat availability for adults), the
proposed extent of clearance may not be considered a significant loss by the regulator.

Further mitigation is available at the pre-clearance phase to limit the risk of direct impacts to
individuals (and thus reduce the overall effect of the habitat loss by not removing these
individuals from the breeding population) as follows:

- In the winter of the last even-dated year prior to works commencing (within, or in the
immediate vicinity of the known habitat patches, as works beyond this area are
irrelevant), all plants found to support larval bore holes of this species should be cut
at ground level and translocated to a habitat patch beyond the impact footprint.

- Any larvae within the bore holes can be expected to be able to survive on the wood of
the translocated plant until emergence the following summer (Karen Richards pers.
comm.) — note this is why the harvesting of the plants must be undertaken in the
winter of an even-dated year, as if it was undertaken in the winter of an odd year the
larvae could not survive for 18 months on the dead plant and thus would not make it
to adulthood.

- Translocation of the habitat plants containing larval bore holes (and presumably
larvae within) will require a permit to take threatened wildlife under the TSPA/NCA.
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4.5.4 Eastern barred bandicoot
4541 Context

The species is relatively uncommon in the highlands. It has previously been reported from
within the project area but has not been reported from within 500 m of the site since 1976
(noting it was not detected on trail cameras during our investigation, nor by any other means).

4542 Site specifics/ existing conditions

The project area is beyond the core range of the species, and it is unlikely to be widespread or
abundant on site if a permanent population is present, which is unlikely.

4543  Potential impacts and mitigation

Based on the survey results and the habitat quality, no specific mitigation measures are
warranted for this species.

4.5.5 Shannon galaxias
4.5.5.1 Context

This species occurs in Great Lake, Shannon Lagoon and Penstock Lagoon, with populations in
the latter two likely derived from the Great Lake.

4552  Site specifics/ existing conditions

It is possible that in the past the Shannon River may have received some individuals from an
environmental flow release from Great Lake, but it is uncertain if the river could sustain a
permanent population.

4553 Potential impacts and mitigation

Given the river will not be a part of the footprint for this project, there are no expected
impacts to the suitability of potential habitat within the river. If there is any potential for the
river to be impacted (including via extraction), it is recommended to further investigate the
potential for a population of the Shannon galaxias to be present within the project area -
noting there would be an approvals process and environmental study were this to occur.
Beyond this, no mitigation is considered to be necessary for this species.

4.5.6 Offset opportunities and priorities for threatened fauna

Species that have significant residual impacts are likely to require offsetting (100 % of the
residual impacts), with offsets for State-listed species to adhere to the general principles
within the Guidelines for Natural Values Surveys — Terrestrial Development Proposals®’ and
offsets for MNES required to meet the requirements of the EPBCA Environmental Offsets
PoIicySB, noting that for the latter direct offsets should contribute at least 90 %, but in most
cases proponents are expected to meet 100 % of the requirement through direct offsets
where available. Any usage of indirect impacts as part of an offset contributing to EPBCA
requirements will require discussion with DCCEEW and support as to whether the indirect
offsets are viable. Potential indirect offset contributions are provided below:

- The prevention of impacts to potential den sites is considered to be adequate for
maintaining the potential population persistence of devils and quoll species in the

87 DPIPWE (2015a)

88 Commonwealth of Australia (2012)
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area. If at some point during construction or mitigation, natal den locations are found
and are required to be decommissioned, these should result in an offset -
replacement dens from artificial structures are not seen as useful in an environment
with so many natural alternatives, so a more beneficial offset may involve a monetary
contribution to research and/or species conservation.

Similarly, roadkill mortalities to threatened fauna, if they are considered to constitute
significant residual impacts, may best be offset with a monetary contribution to
research and/or species conservation, particularly if it can be linked to roadkill
mitigation priorities.

In terms of the overall loss of potential habitat for devils and quolls, the permanent
loss of only 102.79 ha, plus the additional loss of denning suitability within 0.20 ha
(but remaining suitable for foraging) is not considered to constitute a significant
residual impact (as per the assessments in Section 5.1). If there is a requirement to
offset this loss of habitat however, there is limited value to these species in the offset
being a covenant of additional land, as this is not considered likely represent a net
gain for the species, considering available land is not limiting their populations, and
tenure and reservation status have little relationship to devil density®. In equivalent
scenarios a monetary offset has been accepted as the most beneficial mechanism for
loss of habitat, and if required in this scenario could be scaled according to the
measured habitat quality and supported density of devils (from available local data).

After avoidance and mitigation, if residual impacts to ptunarra brown butterfly habitat
are sufficient to require offsets, offset priorities should be the highest quality butterfly
habitat and, more broadly, the GPH and MGH communities, with significant scope to
contribute to the State’s reservation estate and/or implement management
agreements to improve the condition of the units on site. Management agreements
designed to maintain or improve habitat for the butterfly could include grazing
prescriptions, control of woody plants, and ecological burning. To provide a
mechanism that is compatible with existing land use for primary production, it is
recommended to explore opportunities for the management agreements to be
implemented in the form of stewardship agreements, where landowners are
compensated for managing the habitat to maintain/improve the conservation
significant values — in situations where the stewardship agreement was not upheld
(informed by periodical monitoring) the associated stipend could be redirected as a
monetary contribution to research and/or conservation efforts specific to the value.

If the proportional loss of Miena jewel beetle habitat (or number of individuals) is
considered significant following the recommended additional survey work, there is
ample scope to undertake replacement planting of the key habitat plant within or
supplementary to equivalent habitat patches.

4.6 Weeds

Earthworks associated with clearance and infrastructure construction present a risk of
spreading and introducing weeds, both onsite and offsite. Development activities for this
proposal may result in the spread of several declared or environmental weeds, including those
with the capacity to negatively impact environmental and pastoral values. To limit the

8 DPIPWE (2010); Cunningham et a/. (2021)
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potential for weed introduction and dispersal, the following are recommended to comply with
NREs Weed and Disease Planning and Hygiene Guidelines.

- Undertake surveys of the precise works footprint when it is finalised.

- Following the above surveys, prepare and implement a project specific Weed
Management Plan (which must be linked to contractor requirements within a
Construction Environment Management Plan or similar), which amongst other things
must adhere to the principles of containment requirements and prescriptions for:

=  Weed removal and treatment prior to, during, and after civil works.

= Requirements for wash-down and inspections of all site plant, including earth-
moving machinery®.

% DPIPWE (2015b); Allen and Gartenstein (2010) 132
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5 LEGISLATIVE IMPLICATIONS AND ASSESSMENT

5.1 Commonwealth Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999 (EPBCA)

The project has been determined as a controlled action under the EPBCA (EPBC 2019/8497)
and will require assessment and approval under the Act. The Environment Protection
Authority Tasmania (EPA) will oversee the assessment in accordance with a bilateral
agreement between the State and the Commonwealth under section 45 of the Act.

The Project Specific Guidelines (PSGs) for Preparing an Environment Impact Statement issued
by the EPA explicitly requests information on the following MNES (excluding bird species not
covered by our scope):

e Tasmanian devils Sarcophilus harrisii— EN
e Spotted tailed quoll Dasyurus maculatus —VU
e Ptunarra brown butterfly Oreixenica ptunarra— EN

In addition, other values referenced in the PSGs that can include or be related to MNES
include:

e Threatened flora and ecological communities
e Wombat burrows (which can potentially provide denning habitat for devils and quolls)

These MNES (and others) have been considered in the context of our survey results and the
proposal. MNES known to be present (or with a high likelihood of occurrence in the area,
based on habitat and other factors), have been considered in more detail below in relation to
EPBCA significant impact criteria. It is our conclusion that the risk of significant residual
impacts from the proposal is relatively low with the above specified mitigation measures in
place (Section 4). The limited residual impacts following mitigation, mean there is a very low
likelihood of triggering individual significant impact criteria and overall impacts meeting/
surpassing the general test of significance.

5.1.1 Tasmanian devil
5.1.1.1  Significant Impact Assessment

Regarding species listed under the EPBCA as Endangered, such as the Tasmanian devil, an
action is considered likely to have a significant impact if there is a real chance or possibility
that it will:

1) lead to a long-term decrease in the size of a population of a species;

2) reduce the area of occupancy of the species;

3) fragment an existing population into two or more populations;

4) adversely affect habitat critical to the survival of the species;

5) disrupt the breeding cycle of a population;

6) modify, destroy, remove, isolate, or decrease the availability or quality of habitat to the extent
that the species is likely to decline;

7) result in invasive species that are harmful to the species becoming established in the species’
habitat;

8) introduce disease that may cause the species to decline, or;

9) interfere substantially with the recovery of the species.

Each of the nine criteria is considered separately. Impacts that need to be considered not only
include the direct impacts of the action but also indirect and offsite impacts, including
facilitated impacts. Each of the nine criteria is discussed below in the context of proposed
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development and the likelihood of a significant impact upon the Tasmanian devil. The
takeaway conclusion for each criterion is italicised at the bottom of each section.

1) Lead to a long-term decrease in the size of a population of a species

A ‘population of a species’ is defined under the EPBCA as an occurrence of the species in a
particular area, including ‘a geographically distinct regional population’ or ‘a population, or
collection of local populations, that occurs within a particular bioregion’. The Species Profile
and Threats Database (SPRAT) profile for devils divides them into two genetically distinct
populations:

1) north-western; and
2) eastern/south-western®!

With the project area falling within the range of the eastern/south-western population, the
only conceivable way that the proposal could lead to a long-term decrease in the size of the
Tasmanian devil population across that entire region would be if the proposal led to major
changes in habitat availability or substantially increased demographic pressures on the
species at the regional level. The eastern/south-western population ranges across 50,630 sq
km?®'. Thus, the total project impact area itself of 481.13 ha is only 0.009% of the range of the
population, and the total permanent loss of habitat of 102.79 is only 0.002% of the range
(with the 0.2 ha of additional loss of denning suitability only making a negligible difference).
The proposal is therefore extremely unlikely to substantially impact the size of this devil
population as the area within which impacts are contained is simply too small in proportion to
the size and extent of the overall population.

The potential impact from the proposal applies to a greater extent to local individuals. At the
scale of an individual, the proposal’s total area of potential impact is less than half the area of
an individual devil's home range®. Devil density in the area is approximately 1 devil per sq km
(100 ha)®, so the project is expected to directly impact part of the equivalent range of a
maximum of 5 devils — with the permanent losses being much smaller than overall impact
area, the loss of habitat of 102.79 ha plus the loss of denning suitability within 0.2 ha is
equivalent to the potential loss of carrying capacity equivalent to 1.03 devils. For a population
covering over 50,000 sq km and conceivably (based on density modelling®) supporting in the
order of 50,000 individuals, this is not considered to be a significant loss.

Based on the small footprint of impact within a vast population area, this action will not lead
to a long-term decrease in the size of a population.

2) Reduce the area of occupancy of the species

Area of occupancy is defined by the IUCN® as "the area within the 'extent of occurrence'
which is occupied by a taxon, excluding cases of vagrancy.”

While the total impact footprint of the project is 481.13 ha, most of these impacts will be
temporary or indirect from construction operations. The direct impacts from infrastructure
construction cover only 193.88 ha. Of this, 91.09 ha will be clearing sectors and overhead
reticulation which will still contain vegetation, and 40.85 ha will be roads, which devils use for

91 Commonwealth of Australia (2020)

92 Andersen et al. (2020)
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ease of travel®, 43.26 ha will be concrete hardstands, involving complete removal of habitat,
though devils can still move across these areas as they do roads. Nearly all of the project's
impact footprint, therefore, involves a change in habitat rather than removal, and these
changes in habitat may not be detrimental to devils.

Devils are habitat generalists and can persist in human-modified landscapes, even taking
advantage of habitat fragmentation features for travel and foraging®’. As a network of forest
patches will persist even after project operations, devils will probably continue to use the area
much as before, so their area of occupancy is unlikely to decline. Additionally, the landscape
of the project is already fragmented, containing a patchwork of pasture and forest (plantation
and native), so further fragmentation will not cause major changes to the general landscape
composition.

Thus, this action will not reduce the area of occupancy of this species.
3) Fragment an existing population into two or more populations

Devils are resilient to habitat fragmentation®. To fragment a population into two or more
populations, this project would have to create a barrier that devils could not/would not cross,
for example, the 2 km wide body of water separating Bruny Island from mainland Tasmania
(devils have never occurred on Bruny Island). The proposal instead involves clearing patches
of vegetation and connecting them by roads, with patches of remaining forest habitat among
them. Devils readily move through human-modified landscapes and will even select roads for
movement and foraging®, so it is highly unlikely that this proposal will prevent ongoing
interaction among devils in the population nor impact the ability of devils to disperse through
the surrounding already fragmented landscape.

Thus, this action will not fragment an existing population into two or more populations.

4) Adversely affect habitat critical to the survival of the species

The Draft Tasmanian Devil Recovery Plan'® states that critical devil habitat includes ‘all

disease-free areas within mainland Tasmania with suitable devil habitat’, ‘all areas of pre-
disease core habitat’, and ‘areas that may be required under the recovery program for the
future introduction of Tasmanian devils'. ‘Disease’ refers to Devil Facial Tumour Disease
(DFTD), the most significant threat to devils. The proposal area has been diseased for ~20
years'?! It is however within pre-disease core habitat that once contained relatively high devil
densities (~3 devils per km?), which is consistent with it currently maintaining some of the
highest devil densities within post-DFTD landscapes'®. The sites habitat currently contains a
patchwork of forest and pasture, which is good devil habitat'®®, and we observed a high
number of burrows during surveys which could provide denning sites — coupled with apparent
prey availability (evidenced by the raptor population on site) it is apparent the site is still high
quality habitat — in a hypothetical scenario where the eradication/suppression of DFTD from
the area was possible (e.g. due to a successful vaccine), it is expected the area could support
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similarly high numbers of devils once more (such as in the pre-DFTD era) and could return to
supporting some of the highest densities of devils in the State.

However, pre-disease core habitat areas, as defined by the Recovery Plan, stretch across most
of central, eastern and northern Tasmania, covering ~50% of Tasmania'®, and are thus a very
coarsely defined area. The relatively small scale of the proposal by comparison to this coarse
area renders it likely to have a non-significant impact on total devil core habitat, especially as
most of the habitat in the project’s impact footprint will be changed rather than removed (as
outlined above). Furthermore, since devils can favour some features of fragmented habitat'®,
and the project area is already fragmented, the proposal may not significantly adversely affect
devil habitat or change devil use of the local landscape.

Thus, this action will not adversely affect habitat critical to the survival of the species.

5) Disrupt the breeding cycle of a population

The most significant risk to devil breeding cycles from the proposal is destruction of den sites.
Devils typically den underground, such as in wombat burrows, or in rock/log piles'®. Habitat
clearance could reduce the number of den sites available to devils, and even injure or kill
devils trapped inside dens during operations. This is a particular risk to maternal dens, where
young devils may be left in dens and unable to escape.

To mitigate this risk, standard den management protocols will be implemented within the
final impact footprint (direct and indirect with a buffer of 50 m) prior to clearance of habitat.
This involves surveying the area on foot for potential den sites and monitoring located
potential dens with remote cameras to identify use by devils. If the den is found to be a
maternal den (i.e., containing devil joeys or used by a devil with pouch young), a 50 m
exclusion zone will be placed around the den and cameras will be kept in place until the
mother and young have discontinued use of the den. Regularly used dens (i.e, devils
returning almost every night) will have the same exclusions and monitoring applied as
maternal dens until the den is confirmed vacant. Once confirmed vacant, maternal dens and
regularly used dens will be decommissioned. Dens used only occasionally will be monitored
with cameras for the night immediately prior to inspection, and if occupied by a devil,
monitoring will continue (with or without the aid of a one-way gate to aid eviction) until the
den is conclusively vacant and can be decommissioned. A den monitoring and management
protocol is provided in Appendix L.

Thus, this action will not disrupt the breeding cycle of a population.

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

As stated above, while the total impact footprint of the project is 481.13 ha, most of these
impacts will be temporary or indirect from construction operations. The direct impacts from
infrastructure construction cover only 193.88 ha. Of this, 91.09 ha will be clearing sectors
which will still contain vegetation, and 40.85 ha will be roads, which devils use for ease of
travel'%”. 43.26 ha will be concrete hardstands, involving complete removal of habitat, though
devils can still move across these areas as they do roads. Nearly all of the projects impact
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footprint, therefore, involves a change in habitat rather than removal, and these changes in
habitat may not even be detrimental to devils.

Devils are habitat generalists and can persist in fragmented habitat, even favouring some
features of fragmentation for foraging opportunities and rapid travel'®. As the proposal will
only clear patches of vegetation within an already fragmented landscape, this may not
decrease habitat quality for devils and even local devil populations are unlikely to significantly
decline. This, combined with the very small scale of the project compared to the species’
range, means it is extremely unlikely that clearing habitat for the project will result in devil
species decline.

Thus, this action will not modify, destroy, remove, isolate or decrease the availability or quality
of habitat to the extent that the species is likely to decline.

7) Result in invasive species that are harmful to the species becoming established in
the species’ habitat

As devils are top predators, invasive species are not a major threat to them. Devils
outcompete invasive predators such as feral cats, even suppressing their numbers'®. Foxes,
though briefly introduced to Tasmania, have now most likely been extirpated from the
state'’, and there is no reason to believe this project will introduce them to the area. Invasive
prey such as rabbits and rodents cannot harm devils and may even provide an extra food
source.

Weeds are present in the project area and project operations could spread these weeds,
potentially causing small-scale changes to vegetation composition. Implementation of a
project specific Weed Management Plan is recommended to mitigate this risk, with provisions
including weed removal and requirements for wash-down of machinery. Regardless, any
changes in vegetation composition are highly unlikely to impact devils as even at large scales
devils are habitat generalists'".

Therefore, this action is unlikely to result in invasive species that are harmful to the species
becoming established in the species’ habitat.

8) Introduce disease that may cause the species to decline

The major threat to devils, DFTD, has been present in the proposal area for ~20 years''?. The
disease emerged as a random mutation in a single devil and spreads through direct contact
between individuals, particularly during the mating season''®. There is no evidence that any
human activity caused the emergence of DFTD, can exacerbate its spread, nor increase its
virulence. The creation of roads could increase ease of movement for devils through the
landscape™", potentially increasing contact rates among devils, and it is unknown if this could
increase disease transmission. However, as the area has been diseased and DFTD is extremely
prevalent in the area already, it is highly unlikely that any increases in devil contact rates from
roads in the project would result in significant changes in disease transmission. No other
disease is recognised as a major threat to the devil, nor is one likely to be found on site, or be
introduced in association with the proposal.
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Thus, this action will not introduce or further spread disease which may cause the species to
decline.

9) Interfere substantially with the recovery of the species

Given that the main threat to the Tasmanian devil is DFTD, the recovery of the species is
contingent on work to manage this disease and cultivate safeguards against the loss of all
wild individuals. Currently the recovery of the Tasmanian devil is based around the work being
undertaken by the ‘Save the Tasmanian Devil Program’. The Draft Tasmanian Devil Recovery
Plan™" identifies the following actions:

1) Maintain and manage insurance populations

2) Manage DFTD in the wild

3) Monitor Tasmanian devils

4) Conduct disease investigations

5) Manage other threats in the wild

6) Research and measure habitat variables

7) Coordinate recovery program

8) Communicate with the community and stakeholders

‘Other threats’ in Action 5 include the threat of foxes in Tasmania, collisions with vehicles,
habitat loss and illegal culling. As outlined above, the proposal is unlikely to cause significant
habitat loss for devils.

Collision with vehicles is a concern with this proposal due to increased use of existing roads
and the creation of new roads. Roadkill is a major source of devil mortality and can even lead
to local extinctions''®. However, the roads in this proposal will be low use once operations are
complete, so the long-term increase in risk to devils is likely to be non-significant. In the short
term, during construction, roadkill mitigation measures will be put in place to reduce this risk.
These measures include limiting road use outside of daylight hours (since devils are
nocturnal'"’), implementing speed limits < 40 km/h, and roadkill monitoring programs. These
measures should minimise risks to local devil populations from the creation and use of roads
for the proposal.

Thus, with mitigation measures in place, this action will not interfere with the recovery of this
species.

5.1.1.2  Conclusion

Mitigation measures have been proposed for pre-clearance den surveys and for limiting
roadkill in relation to the proposal. Following these measures will reduce the likelihood of any
impacts to breeding success from the proposal, which may be the most likely way the project
could result in a significant impact to the species. The species is likely to continue to utilise the
site following works and there is no likelihood of the proposal limiting dispersal or
connectivity. As such the proposal has:

e No likelihood of breeding disturbance and therefore no adverse impacts on habitat
critical to the survival of the species, no potential to disrupt the breeding cycle of a
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population, no potential to lead to a long-term decrease in the size of a population
and no impacts to habitat to the extent that the species is likely to decline.

e No possible fragmentation effects.
e No likelihood of introduction of disease or harmful invasive species.
e No potential for interference with the recovery of the species.

e No meaningful reduction in the area of occupancy of the species, given that
permanent habitat losses are only likely to constitute a very minor and occasional
potential foraging resource.

Thus, the proposal has no potential for significant impacts to the Tasmanian devil with den
management and roadkill mitigation in place.

5.1.2 Spotted-tailed quoll

Present within the project area but the project area is not located within the range of what are
considered to constitute important populations. Mitigation measures have been proposed for
pre-clearance den surveys and for limiting roadkill in relation to the proposal. Following these
measures will reduce the likelihood of any impacts to breeding success from the proposal. The
species is likely to continue to utilise the site following works and there is no likelihood of the
proposal limiting dispersal or connectivity. As such the proposal has:

¢ No potential for adverse impacts on habitat critical to the survival of the species, no
potential to disrupt the breeding cycle of an important population, no potential to
lead to a long-term decrease in the size of an important population and no impacts to
habitat to the extent that the species is likely to decline.

e No possible fragmentation effects.
e No likelihood of introduction of disease or harmful invasive species.
¢ No potential for interference with the recovery of the species.

¢ No meaningful reduction in the area of occupancy of the species, given that
permanent habitat losses are only likely to constitute a very minor and occasional
potential foraging resource.

Thus, the proposal has no potential for significant impacts to the spotted-tailed quoll.

5.1.3 Eastern quoll

Mitigation measures have been proposed for pre-clearance den surveys and for limiting
roadkill in relation to the proposal. Following these measures will reduce the likelihood of any
impacts to breeding success from the proposal, which may be the most likely way the project
could result in a significant impact to the species. The species is likely to continue to utilise the
site following works and there is no likelihood of the proposal limiting dispersal or
connectivity. As such the proposal has:

e No likelihood of breeding disturbance and therefore no adverse impacts on habitat
critical to the survival of the species, no potential to disrupt the breeding cycle of a
population, no potential to lead to a long-term decrease in the size of a population
and no impacts to habitat to the extent that the species is likely to decline.

e No possible fragmentation effects.
e No likelihood of introduction of disease or harmful invasive species.
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e No meaningful reduction in the area of occupancy of the species, given that
permanent habitat losses are only likely to constitute a very minor and occasional
potential foraging resource.

Thus, the proposal has no potential for significant impacts to the eastern quoll with den
management and roadkill mitigation in place.

5.1.4 Ptunarra brown butterfly
5.1.4.1  Significant Impact Assessment

Each of the nine criteria is discussed below in the context of proposed development and the
likelihood of a significant impact upon the ptunarra brown butterfly. The takeaway conclusion
for each criterion is italicised at the bottom of each section.

1) Lead to a long-term decrease in the size of a population of a species

The State recovery plan lists the Central Plateau, Steppes, Southern Midlands and East Coast
and Tiers as having about 120 populations. The distance of genetic transfer between O.
ptunarra has not been studied to any great detail, however given the fragmentation between
many populations due to anthropogenic influences, it is likely many populations are no longer
able to mix (which could lead to more localised definitions of populations or sub-
populations). Indeed, given ptunarra brown butterflies are weak flyers, populations can be
quite restricted'™®. In the case of the current site, the level of connectivity is likely to be
sufficient that the site only supports a single population rather than several discrete colonies.
In terms of extending beyond the project area, it is possible some additional habitat is present
north of the project area, however, in the absence of additional habitat mapping and survey
data it is conservative to assume the extent of habitat within the project area represents the
extent of a single population.

Our surveys established that the population consists of around 200,000 individuals across
around 4,000 ha of habitat, which may represent the single most important population/
contiguous area of habitat for the species throughout its range.

The footprint of the development has avoided 96 % of high-quality habitat for the ptunarra
brown butterfly, 93 % of moderate quality habitat, and 95 % of low-quality habitat, with the
impacts dispersed across the population extent (ie, not concentrated in particular areas).
Based on the extent of habitat avoidance and retention, habitat loss from the proposal is not
considered to be sufficient to be responsible for a potential long-term decrease in the entire
population.

As a demographic pressure, the increased occurrence of European wasps through the
population areas impacted by the footprint could decrease the population in a significant
manner, however this is considered to be feasible to manage with the recommended method
in Appendix M.

Based on the high level of habitat avoidance and retention, and the recommendation to
monitor and control European wasps, the impacts long-term on the overall size of the
population are not considered likely to be significant.

2) Reduce the area of occupancy of the species

118
Bell, 1999 140
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Area of occupancy is defined by the IUCN as "the area within the 'extent of occurrence’ which
is occupied by a taxon, excluding cases of vagrancy."

The approved conservation advice outlines the extent of occurrence within Tasmania is
estimated at 10,200 km? and area of occupancy is 139 km?®. Area of occupancy on the Central
Plateau was estimated in the recovery plan at 600 ha, although the accurate mapping and
surveying of the current site has clearly increased that.

The footprint of the development has avoided 96 % of high-quality habitat for the ptunarra
brown butterfly, 93 % of moderate quality habitat, and 94 % of low-quality habitat, with the
impacts dispersed across the population extent (ie, not concentrated in particular areas
creating ‘holes’ in occupancy).

Based on this level of retention and the small extent of habitat to be lost compared to the 139
kn?¥ area of occupancy state-wide, the proposal is not considered to be a meaningful risk of
reducing the area of occupancy of the species at the species level.

3) Fragment an existing population into two or more populations

As shown in Figure 8, the impact area will be enveloped by the population habitat patches in a
way that is not ostensibly at greater risk of fragmentation then the current distribution of
habitat patches, which includes some discontinuous patches and gaps equivalent or greater
than the gaps that will be created by the footprint.

Based on this, the project is not considered likely to have a significant impact on the
population by fragmenting it

4) Adversely affect habitat critical to the survival of the species

There are no sites listed as critical to survival of the species in conservation advice. However,
our surveys established that the population consists of around 200,000 individuals across
around 4,000 ha of habitat, which may represent the single most important population/
contiguous area of habitat for the species throughout its range. Nonetheless, with the main
potential impacts of habitat loss and wasp invasion avoided and possible to mitigate with
management, the aspects critical to the survival of the population will be preserved; at the
species level this change in habitat is not considered to be significant.

The proposal is thus not considered likely to breach this significant impact criterion.
5) Disrupt the breeding cycle of a population

Adults are known to fly in fine weather between March and early April but are only on the
wing for around two-four weeks at any one locality. During this time, they feed from the
nectar of flowers (including introduced species) and females deposit their eggs within
tussocks of various species of Poa 19 The eggs hatch six weeks later and the larvae then
over-winter, feeding at night on the tips of the tussocks. Pupation occurs annually around
February, taking about one month%.

Disruption of ptunarra brown butterfly could occur through habitat loss, reduced area of
occurrence/occupancy, and/or fragmentation, however we have concluded these are not likely

19 Bell, 1999
120 Bell, 1999

North Barker Ecosystem Services
PAS115: 2023_06_21

141



St Patricks Plains Wind Farm
Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

to have significant impacts at the population and/or species level. At the level of individuals
there will be the potential for varied levels of predation with relation to European wasps, for
which a monitoring and control method has been devised to limit the potential for impacts.
Overall, at the species and population level the vast majority of individuals are not likely to
have any measurable interruption to breeding activities as a result of the proposal.

The proposal is thus not considered likely to breach this significant impact criterion.

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

As stated above, the large majority of habitat on site will be avoided/retained, such that
although a minority of habitat will be modified, destroyed and removed (with isolation not
anticipated), the small amount of loss/change is not considered to result in population level
impacts. At a higher level still, it is thus implausible that the proposal will result in significant
impacts at a level that a measurable decline in the species overall would be plausible.

The proposal is thus not considered likely to breach this significant impact criterion.

7) Result in invasive species that are harmful to the species becoming established in
the species’ habitat

Without mitigation, the construction and operations of the proposal could lead to the
proliferation and establishment of weeds in the years following the completion of works.
Numerous weeds are already present within the landscape but not a degree that has
displaced ptunarra brown butterflies. The recommended Weed and Hygiene Management
Plan should be sufficient for ensuring that weed species do not increase to a degree that
would result in a significant impact on the population of butterflies.

European wasps are present sparsely on site and it is acknowledged they will be prone to
increasing with edge effects from clearance. A monitoring method has however been
proposed and includes control measures for wasp removal when unsatisfactory increases are
detected.

Thus, with this mitigation in place, the proposal can prevent breaching this significant impact
criterion.

8) Introduce disease that may cause the species to decline

There are no documented diseases that impact on the viability of O. ptunarra and no diseases
known that might be expected to be introduced by a proposal of this nature in this area.

The proposal is thus not considered likely to breach this significant impact criterion.
9) Interfere substantially with the recovery of the species

There is no national recovery plan for this species, with the conservation advice stating a
recovery plan is not required, with the approved conservation advice for the species providing
sufficient direction to implement priority actions and mitigate against key threats. The State
recovery plan lists the following priority actions.

« Habitat loss, disturbance and modification
» Animal predation

» Fire

« Conservation information

» Enable recovery of additional sites and/or populations
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The potential impacts of habitat loss, disturbance and modification have been rationalised
above within the context of the extent of habitat to remain unimpacted.

No changes to fire regimes are proposed nor anticipated because of the proposal.

The available conservation information on this species could be seen to have improved with
the level of surveying and mapping of this population derived from the impact assessment; in
addition, the proposed monitoring and mitigation with respect to potential increase in
European wasps will be a valuable test case as to the efficacy of the control measures in
limiting residual impacts.

The proposal is not seen to be limiting the recovery of additional sites or populations and
there is no evidence the population on site is in decline.

The proposal is thus not considered likely to breach this significant impact criterion.

5.1.5 Eastern barred bandicoot

The species is unlikely to be present within the project area and the area is unlikely to support
part of an important population. As the proposal will not impact a meaningful amount of
potential habitat for the species, the project has:

¢ No likelihood of breeding disturbance and therefore no adverse impacts on habitat
critical to the survival of the species, no potential to disrupt the breeding cycle of an
important population, no potential to lead to a long-term decrease in the size of an
important population and no impacts to habitat to the extent that the species is likely
to decline.

e No possible fragmentation effects.
¢ No likelihood of introduction of disease or harmful invasive species.
e No potential for interference with the recovery of the species.

¢ No meaningful reduction in the area of occupancy of the species, given the habitat on
site is only likely to constitute a very minor and occasional potential foraging
resource.

Thus, the proposal has no potential for significant impacts to the eastern barred bandicoot.

5.1.6 Shannon galaxias

The species is unlikely to be present within the project area and the area is unlikely to support
part of an important population. As the proposal will not impact a meaningful amount of
potential habitat for the species, the project has:

e No likelihood of breeding disturbance and therefore no adverse impacts on habitat
critical to the survival of the species, no potential to disrupt the breeding cycle of an
important population, no potential to lead to a long-term decrease in the size of an
important population and no impacts to habitat to the extent that the species is likely
to decline.

e No possible fragmentation effects.
e No likelihood of introduction of disease or harmful invasive species.

e No potential for interference with the recovery of the species.
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e No meaningful reduction in the area of occupancy of the species, given the habitat on
site is only likely to constitute a very minor and occasional potential foraging
resource.

Thus, the proposal has no potential for significant impacts to the Shannon galaxias.

5.1.7 Pterostylis pratensis
5.1.7.1  Distribution and Habitat

This species is endemic to Tasmania and is found only in the Central Highlands region
between altitudes of 850 m and 1,100 m above sea level. The known range of this species
extends across ~150,000 ha, and contains at least 11 known extant populations, the largest of
which occur at Lake Echo (Cattle Hill), Liawenee Moor, and St Patrick’s Plains.

The St Patricks Plains subpopulation contains at least 742 plants from NVA records (some of
which are likely to contain multiple plants but do not provide abundance) and observations by
NBES within the project area — based on habitat suitability and the distribution of records, the
population extends over a large area ~3,200 ha, which could contain in the order of several
thousand plants. The species is thought to have a state-wide population >10,000 plants.

Pterostylis pratensis typically grows in subalpine Poa /abillardierei grasslands with emergent
Olearia algida and Hakea microcarpa shrubs on red-brown loamy to clay soils derived from
basalt. These areas tend to contain very low vegetation and are often quite exposed. The
project area contains 3,227 ha of grassland habitat broadly suitable for the species (Table 7).

5.1.72  Proposed Impact

In terms of known plants and reported locations, the total percentage of observed plants at
risk from the footprint is 8.09 % of what is known from the project area (60 out of 742 plants).
Noting that only 10 plants (1.34 % of the total recorded) are within the direct impact area and
the balance of 50 plants (6.74 % of the total) within the construction impact buffer may be
possible to protect with internal exclusion zones aided by pre-works surveys. Locations of
impacted occurrences are shown in Figure 14.

5.1.7.3  Significant Impact Assessment

Regarding species listed under the EPBCA as Vulnerable, such as Pterostylis pratensis, an
action is considered likely to have a significant impact if there is a real chance or possibility
that it will:

1) lead to a long-term decrease in the size of an important population of a species;

2) reduce the area of occupancy of an important population;

3) fragment an existing important population into two or more populations;

4) adversely affect habitat critical to the survival of the species;

5) disrupt the breeding cycle of an important population;

6) modify, destroy, remove, isolate, or decrease the availability or quality of habitat to
the extent that the species is likely to decline;

7) result in invasive species that are harmful to the species becoming established in the
species’ habitat;

8) introduce disease that may cause the species to decline, or;

9) interfere substantially with the recovery of the species.

Each of the nine criteria is considered separately. Impacts that need to be considered not only
include the direct impacts of the action but also indirect and offsite impacts, which in this case
include facilitated impacts. Each of the nine criteria is discussed below in the context of
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proposed development and the likelihood of a significant impact upon P. pratensis. The
takeaway conclusion for each criterion is italicised at the bottom of each section.

1) Lead to a long-term decrease in the size of an important population of a species

An ‘important population’ is a population that is necessary for a species’ long-term survival
and recovery. This may include populations identified as such in recovery plans, and/or that
are:

e key source populations either for breeding or dispersal
e populations that are necessary for maintaining genetic diversity, and/or
e populations that are near the limit of the species range.

The St. Patricks Plains population is considered important on the basis of size and abundance.

However, given the direct impact to known individuals within this population is only 1.34 % of
the total recorded, with a further 6.74 % at risk from indirect construction disturbance (but
with scope to protect these individuals), and the high likelihood that the population overall
supports many hundreds more individuals (extrapolating from availability of suitable habitat),
the overall potential impact on this population is considered to be minor.

Based on the impact to a species that is locally abundant across the project area and
potentially more abundant in the extent of the population overall, this action will not lead to a
meaningful long-term decrease in the size of an important population.

2) Reduce the area of occupancy of an important population

Area of occupancy is defined by the IUCN'™" as "the area within the 'extent of occurrence'
which is occupied by a taxon, excluding cases of vagrancy.”

According to the Threatened Tasmanian Orchids Recovery Plan 2017, the current known
extent of this species is ~150,000 ha, spread across a linear range of ~123 km (Appendix E).
The St. Patricks Plains population extends over a large area ~3,200 ha. Given that the
proposed development will impact upon only 10 to 60 plants, and there is a proposed impact
of 203.41 ha (6.72 % of the extent in the project area) of suitable habitat in GPH, the impact to
the overall area of occupancy is not significant (< 0.2 % of the area of occupancy at state-wide
level and 5.2 % of the local population).

Thus, this action will not meaningfully reduce the area of occupancy of this population.

3) Fragment an existing important population into two or more populations

The St Patricks Plains subpopulation of this species extends over a large area (~3,200 ha). The
impact to 10 to 60 plants at 3 locations will not fragment the broader population at this site
given the development components will not represent impassable barriers to seeds or
pollinators (both of which are capable of wind dispersal) and that the site already includes
equivalent infrastructure (e.g., roads and dams) that is not considered to have fragmented the
existing population.

Thus, this action will not fragment an existing important population into two or more
populations.

4) Adversely affect habitat critical to the survival of the species

Given that P. pratensis is locally abundant at the St Patricks Plains site, the impact to 203.41 ha
of potential habitat is considered to be minor in context of the broader landscape. High

121 TUCN (2012)
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quality habitat for this species will remain extant within the project area and will not be
impacted by the proposed development. There is nothing critically important about the
locations proposed to be impacted to suggest the loss will impact the population as a whole.

Thus, this action will not adversely affect habitat critical to the survival of the species.

5) Disrupt the breeding cycle of an important population

Pterostylis pratensis is pollinated by insects, by trapping insects in a trigger mechanism. The
means of removal of a small number of plants and a minor amount of potential habitat will
not impact upon the ability of the remaining population to pollinate remaining plants. As
such, the proposal will have no meaningful impact on the breeding cycle of this population.

Thus, this action will not disrupt the breeding cycle of an important population.

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

The preferred habitat for P. pratensisis in subalpine grassland dominated by Poa labillardiere;,
with scattered shrubs of Olearia algida and Hakea macrocarpa. The proposed development
will impact on 182 ha of GPH, which accounts for 6.72 % of the extent of this community
within the project area. Given the availability of habitat across the broader project area (and
beyond), the impact to habitat for this species is not significant.

In addition, there is scope for rehabilitation and avoidance of areas of GPH that may be
temporarily disturbed within the construction disturbance buffer, further reducing
proportional impacts.

Thus, this action will not modify, destroy, remove, isolate, or decrease the availability or quality
of habitat to the extent that the species is likely to decline.

7) Result in invasive species that are harmful to the species becoming established in
the species’ habitat

Without mitigation, construction works, and disturbance can lead to the establishment of
weeds following the completion of works. This species typically occurs in rocky areas that have
been free from slashing and cultivation, however it is tolerant of grazing pressures. Grazing
may help in maintaining grassy habitat for this species, however, may present a risk of
introducing weeds.

By adhering to the recommendations surrounding weed management (detailed in Section
4.5), the risk of introducing weeds to areas of viable habitat can be reduced. Follow up weed
surveys will aid in maintaining the quality of habitat in the vicinity of areas of impact.

Therefore, this action is unlikely to result in invasive species that are harmful to the species
becoming established in the species’ habitat.

8) Introduce disease that may cause the species to decline

There are no documented diseases that may impact on the viability of this species in the
broader area due to proposed works. Adhering to the NRE Weed and Disease Planning and
Hygiene Guidelines'?* will further mitigate this risk.

Thus, this action will not introduce disease which may cause the species to decline.

9) Interfere substantially with the recovery of the species

122 DPIPWE (2015b)
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Under subsection 269A (7) of the EPBCA, listed species adopt the Threatened Tasmanian
Orchids Recovery Plan'?® as the approved recovery plan.

Under this recovery plan, the performance criteria relevant to P. pratensis and the proposed
development are as follows:

Recovery Objective General Performance Criteria
To maintain and/or increase the number of For species with more than 10 extant
known subpopulations of each species. subpopulations, the number of known

subpopulations has been maintained.

To maintain and/or increase the number of An increase in the number of individuals within
individuals within subpopulations of each all priority subpopulations through
species. presence/absence and extension surveys, and

critical management actions as identified in
Appendix 2 (of the recovery plan).

According to Appendix 2 of the recovery plan', the St Patricks Plains property is listed as a
priority population. The proposal however is not considered likely to interfere with the
recovery of the population on account of the relatively small number of plants at risk (10 to 60
plants) and the broad extent of habitat to be retained (> 90 %).

Thus, this action will not interfere with the recovery of this species.
5.1.74  Conclusion

The impact to between 10 and 60 plants of Pterostylis pratensis due to the proposed
development at St Patrick’s Plains will not have a significant impact on this species due to its
localized abundance and the retention of the majority of known plants and available habitat,
which total around 742 known occurrences and ~3,200 ha of potential habitat within the
project area.

5.1.8 Other threatened flora

As the proposal will not impact a meaningful amount of habitat or number of occurrences for
any additional EPBCA listed flora, the project has:

e No likelihood of breeding disturbance and therefore no adverse impacts on habitat
critical to the survival of the species, no potential to disrupt the breeding cycle of a
population (important or otherwise), no potential to lead to a long-term decrease in
the size of a population (important or otherwise) and no impacts to habitat to the
extent that the species is likely to decline.

e No possible fragmentation effects.

¢ No likelihood of introduction of disease or harmful invasive species.
e No potential for interference with the recovery of the species.

e No meaningful reduction in the area of occupancy of the species.

Thus, the proposal has no potential for significant impacts to additional threatened flora with
the recommended mitigation and avoidance in place.

123 Threatened Species Section (2017)
124 Threatened Species Section (2017) 147
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5.2 Tasmanian Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 (TSPA)

Under the TSPA, a person cannot knowingly, without a permit, ‘take’ a listed species. With the
definition of 'take’ encompassing actions that kill, injure, catch, damage, destroy and/or
collect threatened species or vegetation elements that support threatened species, e.g., nests
and dens.

A permit to take threatened species will be required for where the project cannot directly
avoid occurrences of threatened flora listed under the TSPA, and/or is likely to impact
individuals of threatened fauna (including the Miena jewel beetle). Given the high degree of
seasonality and interannual variation in the populations of the threatened flora present in the
project area, the approval of such a permit may be contingent upon precise up to date
surveys of the final footprint close to construction.

5.3 Tasmanian Nature Conservation Act 2002 (NCA)

A permit to take products of wildlife will be required for this project if any dens or burrows
need to be decommissioned/destroyed.

5.4 Tasmanian Weed Management Act 1999

Eight species of declared weeds have been observed in the survey area. The relevant statutory
weed management plans define the Central Highlands Council as a Zone A locality for orange
hawkweed (Pilosella aurantiaca ssp. aurantiaca), and a Zone B municipality for the remaining
declared weeds known from the project area:

e Californian thistle Girsium arvense

e slender thistle Carduus pycnocephalus

e gorse Ulex europaeus

e ragwort Senecio jacobaea

e canary broom Genista monspessulana

e English broom Cytisus scoparius

o crack willow Salix x fragilis nothovar fragilis

According to the provisions of the Weed Management Act 7999, Zone B municipalities are
those which host moderate or large infestations of the declared weed that are not deemed
eradicable because the feasibility of effective management is low at this time. Therefore, the
objective is containment of infestations. This includes preventing spread of the declared weed
from the municipality or into properties currently free of the weed or which have developed
or are implementing a locally integrated weed management plan for that species. As well
there is a requirement to prevent spread of the weeds to properties containing sites with
significant flora, fauna, and vegetation communities.

Zone A localities are areas in which eradication is deemed feasible and is the responsibility of
the land manager (or the lease holder).
5.5 Tasmanian Forest Practices Act 1985

Under the Forest Practices Act 1995, a Forest Practices Plan is not required for clearing of land
in particular circumstances. The prescribed circumstances are defined in the Forest Practices
Regulations 20177.
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Section 4 of the Regulations states under what circumstances a Forest Practices Plan is not
required. These circumstances include the harvesting of timber or the clearing of trees on any
land, or the clearance and conversion of a threatened native vegetation community on any
land, to enable the construction and maintenance of electricity infrastructure, if —

(i) there is an easement on the land that enables the electricity infrastructure to be
constructed or used, or, if there is no such easement, if the owner of the land
consents to the construction or maintenance of the electricity infrastructure on the
land; and

(i) the clearance and conversion are undertaken in accordance with an environmental
management system endorsed by the Forest Practices Authority.

As the proposed development meets these definitions, a Forest Practices Plan is not required.
It is also exempt under the proviso of requiring development approval via the Land Use
Planning and Approvals Act 1993 and the local planning scheme.

5.6 Tasmanian Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 (LUPAA)

LUPAA states that ‘in determining an application for a permit, a planning authority must
(amongst other things) seek out the objectives set out in Schedule 172>,

Schedule 1 includes ‘The objectives of the Resource Management and Planning System of
Tasmania’ which are (amongst other things):

‘To promote sustainable development of natural and physical resources and the maintenance
of ecological processes and genetic diversity'.

Sustainable development includes ‘avoiding, remedying or mitigating any adverse effects of
activities on the environment'"26,

The intent of LUPAA will be met through the assessment by the EPA and this study suggests
these provisions can be achieved.

6 CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The project has been determined as a controlled action under the EPBCA (EPBC 2019/8497)
and will require assessment and approval under the Act. The Environment Protection
Authority Tasmania (EPA) will oversee the assessment in accordance with a bilateral
agreement between the State and the Commonwealth under section 45 of the Act.

The Project Specific Guidelines (PSGs) for Preparing an Environment Impact Statement issued
by the EPA explicitly requests information on the following MNES (excluding bird species not
covered by our scope):

e Tasmanian devils Sarcophilus harrisii— EN
e Spotted tailed quoll Dasyurus maculatus —VU
e Ptunarra brown butterfly Oreixenica ptunarra— EN

In addition, other values referenced in the PSGs that can include or be related to MNES
include:

e Threatened flora and ecological communities

125 Section 51(2)(b) — Part 4 Enforcement of Planning Control — Division 2 Development Control (LUPPA
7993
126 page 56 — LUPAA 1993
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e Wombat burrows (which can potentially provide denning habitat for devils and quolls)

Our results and analyses have established that the proposal can proceed without resulting in a
significant impact to these or other MNES. Largely this is due to avoidance of key habitats
during the design phase and the capacity to apply mitigation measures required to ensure
residual impacts are non-significant.

No impacts are anticipated to ecological communities listed under the Commonwealth
EPBCA. Very limited impacts are possible to threatened vegetation communities listed under
the Tasmanian NCA. A very large number of threatened flora are present within the project
area, but only a small proportion at risk from the footprint. It may be possible with design
changes and mitigation to entirely avoid threatened vegetation communities and flora.

Direct avoidance and a small footprint have significantly reduced the potential for impacts to
threatened fauna, but residual impacts can be further reduced by applying the micro-siting
and mitigation measures prescribed.

The following recommendations are made regarding general management of the proposal
area and to ensure minimal impacts to conservation significant values.

6.1 Native Vegetation

- Concentrate direct and irreversible clearance within areas of non-native vegetation
(cleared land) and non-threatened vegetation as much as possible.

- Apply micro-siting approach (with the aid of an ecologist) to areas of the final
footprint within native vegetation — the micro-siting should aim to make minor
adjustments to the footprint on the ground by selecting localised areas with relatively
less important values (e.g., lower condition areas), as well as maintaining variation
within a community across the project area (e.g., protecting different facies within a
community where fine scale variation is present).

- Where disturbance but not complete clearance of native vegetation is required, such
as slashing firebreaks or easements, micro-siting may be useful for selecting those
areas that will be the least impacted (or may even benefit) from this modification.

- Similarly, where modification areas required for IDF clearance and overhead
reticulation occur within native vegetation, the requisite removal of vegetation should
be done as selectively as possible to maintain the vegetation in a manner that as
closely approximates the original native TASVEG unit as possible and/or maintains any
key habitat values — this is likely to require a targeted vegetation management plan
for these sectors, which could be a condition of approval to have completed prior to
works.

- In cases of redesign, maximise the proportion of the footprint within non-native
(modified) vegetation and avoid threatened and/or native vegetation (as well as
habitat for threatened fauna, or locations of threatened flora).

- Clearly demarcate the permitted impact area either in situ and/or clearly on
construction plans and specify on all contractor agreements that works, vehicles and
materials must be confined within the designated impact areas.

- Areas of threatened communities beyond the impact footprint should be designated
as exclusion zones and marked on the ground and/or in construction plans to the
degree necessary to ensure no inadvertent impacts occur.

- Incorporate a revegetation plan into the post-construction requirements, covering
areas where clearance of native vegetation is not required to be a permanent loss
(e.g., borrow pits [if required], temporary access routes and temporary construction
disturbance footprints). The plan should outline suitable species for revegetation
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(sourced from the local environment, with example species in Appendix K), as well as
revegetation specifics, such as seed application rates, use of established plants,
specific planting details, etc.

6.2 Threatened and Conservation Significant Flora

—  Apply the recommended exclusion zones within the constructed disturbance buffer to
reduce impacts to Pterostylis pratensis and Senecio longipilus.

— Undertake micro-siting surveys for threatened flora (with scope for repositioning
components of the footprint), within the appropriate season for any aspect of the final
footprint and a buffer of 20 m (allowing for inadvertent disturbance prevention).

— Specifically, within the IDF clearance areas, targeted surveying should be used to
identify conservation significant flora that can be selectively avoided on the basis that
their small size and ecology will result in their viable persistence in the area after
clearance without resulting in an obstruction to the IDF function. This should be done
under the recommended vegetation management plan for these areas.

— Outside of the approved/unavoidable impact area, the general areas around
threatened and conservation significant flora locations should be protected from
indirect or inadvertent impacts by designating construction exclusion zones around
any known occurrences within 20 m of the footprint — exclusion zones must be
specified within the construction contracts and the exclusions should cover but not be
limited to mechanical disturbance, dumping of fill, alteration of drainage patterns and
soil compaction. Physical barriers or cordons should be applied as necessary to
reinforce the exclusion requirements.

— Further exclusion zones with the component of the footprint attributed to a
construction disturbance buffer may in particular be a viable mechanism to further
reduce impacts by protecting some values within this buffer (noting complete
disturbance within the construction buffer is unlikely to be necessary).

— In addition, a designated construction exclusion zone should be implemented around
the location of Leucochrysum albicans var. tricolor, which is approximately 200 m from
the footprint but as a significant population warrants additional protection.

— The margin of the final footprint should be surveyed for Eucalyptus gunnii ssp.
divaricata to a radius of 15 m (the maximum tree protection zone under Australian
Standard for the Protection of Trees on Development Sites (AS 4970-2009) — any
individuals of the species found within the buffer (and alive) should be protected with
a radial exclusion zone proportional to 12 x diameter at breast height (as per AS 4970-
2009).

— For individuals of TSPA listed plants that cannot be avoided, a permit to take
threatened flora listed under the TSPA will be required through the MNature
Conservation Act 2002.

6.3 Weeds

- Undertake surveys of the precise works footprint when it is finalised.

- Following the above surveys, prepare and implement a project specific Weed
Management Plan (which must be linked to contractor requirements within a
Construction Environment Management Plan or similar), which amongst other things
must adhere to the principles of best practice guidelines and contain requirements
and prescriptions for:

»  Weed removal and treatment prior to, during, and after civil works.
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= Requirements for wash-down and inspections of all site plant, including earth-
moving machinery'?’.

6.4 Threatened Fauna

6.4.1

6.4.2

Devils and quolls

Avoid impacts to dens/burrows confirmed to support devils based on the current
survey results. It is noted however, that if this is not achievable, it may be possible to
reassess the status of the dens/burrows closer to works (ie, the locations may no
longer be occupied at that time).

Implement the recommended den management protocols within the final impact
footprint (direct and indirect) to a buffer of 50 m'® in the lead up to
clearance/disturbance.

Implement roadkill mitigation measures as follows:

= Internal road use should be limited to daytime hours to the maximum extent
possible within the requirements of the project.

= Speed limits < 40 km/h should be applied to all internal roads during
construction and operation.

= For materials that will be transported to the site using roads, this should primarily
occur during daytime hours — any transport required outside daytime hours
should be subject to a roadkill risk assessment with mitigation if required.

= During the construction phase, all internal roads within the works area should be
monitored (with documentation) for roadkill whenever the roads are being used,
with mortalities removed immediately upon location (to limit likelihood of
predators being attracted to the carcass). The same should apply to selected
arterial roads that will be subject to increased use as contractors commute to the
site from places of accommodation (as indicated in a traffic assessment report).

= During operations, a monitoring program (with documentation) should be
established on internal roads for roadkill — with the frequency of monitoring to
be established with understanding of how frequent staff will be on site once the
site is operational. As part of the program, mortalities would be removed
immediately upon location (to limit likelihood of predators being attracted to the
carcass). The same should apply to selected arterial roads that will be subject to
increased use as contractors commute to the site from places of accommodation.

Ptunarra brown butterfly

Habitat avoidance should be prioritised on the basis of our habitat quality
stratification results from high to low.

Apply the recommended European wasp (and ptunarra brown butterfly) monitoring
strategy (Appendix M).

127 DPIPWE (2015b)
128 As per the DPIPWE devil survey guidelines
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6.4.3 Miena jewel beetle

All known potential habitat patches should be excluded from the footprint of the
development.

In addition to avoiding known habitat patches, the host plant Ozothamnus hookeri
must be considered during micro-siting surveys of the final footprint within the
northern half of the project area, to ensure that no potential habitat has currently
been overlooked due to the scale of the surveys.

If all habitats cannot be avoided, an estimate of individuals to be impacted will be
required to inform a permit to take under the TSPA (Section 5), with an estimate of
individuals likely to require a targeted survey of food plants within the flowering
season.

Where complete habitat avoidance is not achievable, an alternative approach may be
warranted as follows:

Conduct an additional survey comparing the density of beetles within the unavoidable
impact area to the remaining habitat patches — given that beetle density may
fluctuate between years and that the upcoming summer of 2024 will be an alternate
year in the species 2-year larval life-cycle, we propose that in lieu of counting beetles,
a count of larval bore holes is undertaken instead over the coming winter (2023) — this
may in fact be a more reliable measure of the value of the habitat within the impact
area, as comparing counts of adult beetles in a given area may be obfuscated by the
fact the adults could have moved around to different locations and/or plants once
they have emerged from their bore holes and larval stages (notwithstanding that the
flowering plants used by the adults represent an important part of the lifecycle too).

To support the count of larval bore holes, a count (or relative measure of abundance)
of O. hookeri plants should be collected (concurrently with the bore hole count)
within the impact area and patches of habitat outside of the footprint — this will
provide a more robust measure of foraging habitat loss/retention than the current
habitat patches, which do not account for variable density of the host and foraging
plants within each patch.

If the area of habitat to be lost to the footprint is not found to be disproportionately
important for bore hole locations (relative measure of abundance for number of beetles) nor
for the abundance of food plants (direct measure of habitat availability for adults), the
proposed extent of clearance may not be considered a significant loss by the regulator.

Further mitigation is available at the pre-clearance phase to limit the risk of direct impacts to
individuals (and thus reduce the overall effect of the habitat loss by not removing these
individuals from the breeding population) as follows:

In the winter of the last even-dated year prior to works commencing (within, or in the
immediate vicinity of the known habitat patches, as works beyond this area are
irrelevant), all plants found to support larval bore holes of this species should be cut
at ground level and translocated to a habitat patch beyond the impact footprint.

Any larvae within the bore holes can be expected to be able to survive on the wood of
the translocated plant until emergence the following summer (Karen Richards pers.
comm.) — note this is why the harvesting of the plants must be undertaken in the
winter of an even-dated year, as if it was undertaken in the winter of an odd year the
larvae could not survive for 18 months on the dead plant and thus would not make it
to adulthood.
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Translocation of the habitat plants containing larval bore holes (and presumably
larvae within) will require a permit to take threatened wildlife under the TSPA/NCA.

6.5 Consideration of Offsets

Vegetation

If significant residual impacts to threatened native vegetation remain after avoidance
and mitigation, offset priorities should be the GPH and MGH communities, with
significant scope to contribute to the State's reservation estate and/or implement
management agreements to improve the condition of the units on site. Management
agreements designed to maintain or improve condition of these units could include
grazing prescriptions, control of woody plants, and ecological burning. To provide a
mechanism that is compatible with existing landuse for primary production, it is
recommended to explore opportunities for the management agreements to be
implemented in the form of stewardship agreements, where landowners are
compensated for managing the habitat to maintain/improve the conservation
significant values — in situations where the stewardship agreement was not upheld
(informed by periodical monitoring) the associated stipend could be redirected as a
monetary contribution to research and/or conservation efforts specific to the value.

Threatened flora

After avoidance and mitigation, if residual impacts to threatened native flora are
sufficient to require offsets, the site has significant scope to contribute to an
improved reservation status of several species. There is also significant scope on site
for applying management agreements designed to maintain or improve habitat for
threatened flora, including through grazing prescriptions, control of woody plants
(within non-forest environments), and ecological burning. As per native vegetation,
paid stewardship agreements are recommended as the mechanism for such
agreements.

Based on current impacts, the need for offsets of threatened flora is unlikely,
particularly with the option to implement targeted exclusion zones for Senecio
longipilus and Pterostylis pratensis. Specific to these species however, additional
consideration of offsets may be warranted if proportional impacts to the overall
population estimates cannot be reduced (such as if the recommended exclusion
zones aren't applied).

o For the Senecio longipilus the species is considered to be highly suited to
seed collection and propagation of replacement plants, noting the
construction disturbance buffer post-works would be a highly suitable
location for establishing an offset planting, which could be self-sustaining
along the new habitat edges where they occur adjacent to native grasslands
on basalt outcrops in particular.

o For Pterostylis pratensis the most effective offset outcome would be to place
a conservation covenant (or similar reservation mechanism) around a
concentration of plants, noting the species is poorly reserved as per the NRE
listing statement.

Threatened fauna

The prevention of impacts to potential den sites is considered to be adequate for
maintaining the potential population persistence of devils and quoll species in the
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area. If at some point during construction or mitigation, natal den locations are found
and are required to be decommissioned, these should result in an offset -
replacement dens from artificial structures are not seen as useful in an environment
with so many natural alternatives, so a more beneficial offset may involve a monetary
contribution to research and/or species conservation.

- Similarly, roadkill mortalities to threatened fauna, if they are considered to constitute
significant residual impacts, may best be offset with a monetary contribution to
research and/or species conservation, particularly if it can be linked to roadkill
mitigation priorities.

- In terms of the overall loss of potential habitat for devils and quolls, the permanent
loss of only 102.79 ha, plus the additional loss of denning suitability within 0.20 ha
(but remaining suitable for foraging) is not considered to constitute a significant
residual impact (as per the assessments in Section 5.1). If there is a requirement to
offset this loss of habitat however, there is limited value to these species in the offset
being a covenant of additional land, as this is not considered likely represent a net
gain for the species, considering available land is not limiting their populations, and
tenure and reservation status have little relationship to devil density!®. In equivalent
scenarios a monetary offset has been accepted as the most beneficial mechanism for
loss of habitat, and if required in this scenario could be scaled according to the
measured habitat quality and supported density of devils (from available local data).

- After avoidance and mitigation, if residual impacts to ptunarra brown butterfly habitat
are sufficient to require offsets, offset priorities should be the highest quality butterfly
habitat and, more broadly, the GPH and MGH communities, with significant scope to
contribute to the State’s reservation estate and/or implement management
agreements to improve the condition of the units on site. Management agreements
designed to maintain or improve habitat for the butterfly could include grazing
prescriptions, control of woody plants, and ecological burning. To provide a
mechanism that is compatible with existing land use for primary production, it is
recommended to explore opportunities for the management agreements to be
implemented in the form of stewardship agreements, where landowners are
compensated for managing the habitat to maintain/improve the conservation
significant values — in situations where the stewardship agreement was not upheld
(informed by periodical monitoring) the associated stipend could be redirected as a
monetary contribution to research and/or conservation efforts specific to the value.

- If the proportional loss of Miena jewel beetle habitat (or number of individuals) is
considered significant following the recommended additional survey work, there is
ample scope to undertake replacement planting of the key habitat plant within or
supplementary to equivalent habitat patches.

129 DPIPWE (2010); Cunningham et a/. (2021) 156
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APPENDIX A

Site: 1 DRO -
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:

Recorder:

Date of Survey:
Trees:

Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 2
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:

Date of Survey:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

- VASCULAR PLANT SPECIES LISTS WITHIN PLANT
COMMUNITIES, 2019/20 SURVEYS

on small knoll

488010E, 5339430N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Grant Daniels

18 Nov 2019

Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp. pauciflora, Eucalyptus rodwayi

Hakea microcarpa, Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus, Olearia viscosa
Acrothamnus hookeri

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Asperula conferta, Asperula pusilla,
Asperula scoparia subsp. scoparia, Brachyscome spathulata, Cardamine
papillata, Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Craspedia rosulata, Crassula
sieberiana, Euchiton japonicus, Geranium brevicaule, Geranium potentifloides
var. potentilloides, Gonocarpus tetragynus, Lagenophora stipitata, Leptorhynchos
squamatus, Myosotis australis, Oreomyrrhis ciliata, Podolepis decipiens,
Ranunculus pumilio var. pumilio, Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio gunnii, Velleia
montana, Veronica calycina, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia
Lomandlra longifolia, Luzula sp.

Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii, Rytidosperma sp.

Asplenium flabellifolium

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Aira praecox, Cerastium sp., Cirsium

vulgare, Leontodon saxatilis, Teesdalia nudicaulis

GPH - high levels of bare ground and rock cover

487900E, 5340929N

GPS (within 10 metres)

Grant Daniels

18 Nov 2019

Bossiaea prostrata, Bossiaea riparia, Epacris petrophila, Hakea microcarpa,
Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus

Acrothamnus hookeri, Leucopogon fraser, Muehlenbeckia axillaris, Pimelea
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Brachyscome spathulata,
Chrysocephalum apiculatum, Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Craspedia
rosulata, Crassula decumbens var. decumbens, Epilobium sp., Euchiton
Japonicus, Geranium brevicaule, Herpolirion novae-zelandiae, Leptorhynchos
squamatus, Ranunculus lappaceus, Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio gunni,
Solenogyne gunnii, Stellaria multiflora subsp. multiflora, Velleia montana,
Carex breviculmis

Aira elegantissima, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii

Ophioglossum lusitanicum subsp. coriaceum

Acetosella vulgaris, Aphanes microcarpa, Cerastium sp., Cirsium vulgare,
Erodium cicutarium, Erophila verna subsp. praecox, Erophila verna subsp. verna,
Hypochaeris radicata, Moenchia erecta, Myosotis discolor, Taraxacum officinale,

Teesdalia nudicaulis
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Site: 3 AHL/MGH margin - Baloskion dominated MGH with AHL lawn

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:

486124E, 5340305N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Grant Daniels

18 Nov 2019

Epacris gunnii, Epacris petrophila, Hakea microcarpa

Herbs: Acaena novae-zelandiae, Almaleea subumbellata, Asperula subsimplex,
Brachyscome decipiens, Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Coronidium
scorpioides, Diuris monticola, Drosera pygmaea, Epilobium sp., Euchiton
Japonicus, Gonocarpus micranthus subsp. micranthus, Hydrocotyle
sibthorpioides, Hypericum japonicum, Leptinella reptans, Limosella australs,
Liparophyllum exiguum, Lobelia irrigua, Montia australasica, Montia fontana
subsp. chondrosperma, Myriophyllum pedunculatum, Ornduffia reniformis,
Ranunculus collinus, Ranunculus pimpinellifolius, Trithuria submersa, Viola
betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Graminoids: Baloskion australe, Carex gaudichaudiana, Carpha alpina, Empodisma minus,
Isolepis fluitans, Juncus bufonius, Luzula sp., Schoenus apogon, Schoenus

Grasses: Agrostis venusta, Poa gunnii

Weeds: Bellis perennis, Juncus articulatus, Taraxacum officinale, Viola sp

Site: 4 Riparian species Shannon River

Grid Reference: 486770E, 5341190N

Accuracy: within 100 metres

Recorder: Grant Daniels

Date of Survey:

19 Nov 2019

Tall Shrubs: Leptospermum lanigerum

Shrubs: Baeckea gunniana, Epacris gunnij, Epacris petrophila, Hakea microcarpa,
Melaleuca virens

Herbs: Hypericum japonicum

Graminoids: Baloskion australe, Carex gaudichaudiana, Juncus bufonius

Grasses: Rytidosperma sp.

Weeds: Erophila verna subsp. praecox, Erophila verna subsp. verna, Hypochaeris
radlicata, Juncus bulbosus, Taraxacum officinale

Site: 5 Sub-riparian ephemeral soak near Shannon River, in GPH

Grid Reference: 486556E, 5341212N

Accuracy: GPS (within 10 metres)

Recorder: Grant Daniels

Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

19 Nov 2019

Hakea microcarpa
Acrothamnus hookeri, Leucopogon fraseri
Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Dichondra repens, Epilobium sp., Euchiton

Japonicus, Hypericum japonicum, Myosurus australis, Oxalis exilis, Velleia
Juncus bufonius

Poa gunnii, Rytidosperma sp.

Ophioglossum lusitanicum subsp. coriaceum

Acetosella vulgaris, Moenchia erecta
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Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

Site: 6 GPH - tall inundated Poa labillardierei facies

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:

Weeds:

488172E, 5341817N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Grant Daniels

19 Nov 2019

Epacris gunnii, Epacris petrophila, Hakea microcarpa
Epilobium sp., Gonocarpus micranthus subsp. micranthus, Hypericum

Japonicum, Plantago varia, Ranunculus decurvus, Ranunculus pimpinéllifolius,

Scleranthus biflorus, Vellela montana
Baloskion australe, Carex gaudichaudiana, Empodisma minus, Isolepis fluitans,

Juncus bufonius
Agrostis stolonifera, Taraxacum officinale

Site: 7 Relatively sedgy and grassy margin of broader AHF wetland

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:

Date of Survey:
Shrubs:

Herbs:

Graminoids:

Grasses:
Weeds:

488602E, 5341279N

GPS (within 10 metres)

Grant Daniels

20 Nov 2019

Epacris gunnii, Epacris petrophila, Hakea microcarpa

Almaleea subumbellata, Asperula subsimplex, Brachyscome radicans,
Hydrocotyle muscosa, Hydrocotyle sibthorpioides, Hypericum japonicum,
Leptinella reptans, Limosella australis, Lobelia pedunculata, Montia australasica,
Ornduffia reniformis, Ranunculus pimpinellifolius

Baloskion australe, Carex gaudichaudiana, Eleocharis sphacelata, Isolepis
wakefieldiana, Schoenus fluitans

Poa labillardierei

Agrostis capillaris, Juncus bulbosus, Plantago lanceolata

Site: 8 DRO - remnant

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:

Date of Survey:
Trees:

Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

485596E, 5346234N

GPS (within 10 metres)

Grant Daniels

20 Nov 2019

Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp. paucifiora, Eucalyptus rodwayi

Bossiaea cordigera, Epacris gunnii, Exocarpos humifusus, Hakea microcarpa,
Leptecophylla parvifolia, Ozothamnus hookeri

Acrothamnus hookeri, Leucopogon fraseri, Tetratheca procumbens

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Asperula gunnii, Brachyscome
decipiens, Brachyscome spathulata, Daucus glochidiatus, Euchiton japonicus,
Geranium brevicaule, Geranium potentilloides var. potentilloides, Gonocarpus
tetragynus, Leptorhynchos squamatus, Microseris lanceolata, Oreomyrrhis ciliata,
Ranunculus lappaceus, Ranunculus pumilfio var. pumilio, Scleranthus biflorus,
Senecio gunnii, Stellaria multiflora subsp. multiflora, Stylidium graminifolium,
Veronica calycina, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Luzula sp.

Deyeuxia monticola, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii, Rytidosperma sp.
Erophila verna subsp. praecox, Erophila verna subsp. verna
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Site: 9
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 10
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 11 MGH

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:

Grasses:
Weeds:

GPH -

DDP -

densely invaded by Ozothamnus spp.

485631E, 5346112N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Grant Daniels

20 Nov 2019

Epacris gunnii, Hakea microcarpa, Ozothamnus ericifolius, Ozothamnus hookeri
Olearia algida
Almaleea subumbellata, Cotula alpina, Gonocarpus tetragynus, Hypericum

Japonicum, Leptorhynchos squamatus, Velleia montana
Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii
Myosotis discolor

small Eucalyptus dalrympleana woodland stand

486456E, 5343290N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Joe Atkinson

20 Nov 2019

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp.

pauciflora

Hakea lissosperma, Hakea microcarpa, Leptecophylla parvifolia

Acrothamnus hookeri, Leucopogon fraser, Olearia algida

Ajuga australis, Geranium potentifloides var. potentilloides, Stellaria multiflora

subsp. multiflora, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia
Microlaena stijpoides, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii, Rytidosperma sp.
Hypochaeris radicata, Taraxacum officinale

484239E, 5340234N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Joe Atkinson

20 Nov 2019

Epacris gunnii, Epacris petrophila, Hakea microcarpa
Olearia algida, Pimelea pygmaea
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Asperula subsimplex, Brachyscome decipiens, Cotula

alpina, Gonocarpus micranthus subsp. micranthus, Hypericum japonicum,
Limosella australis, Microseris lanceolata, Montia australasica, Plantago
antarctica, Plantago paradoxa, Ranunculus collinus, Ranunculus pimpinellifolius,

Trithuria submersa, Velleia montana
Carex inversa, Carex iynx, Carpha alpina, Empodisma minus, Lepidosperma
filiforme, Luzula sp., Schoenus apogon, Uncinia compacta

Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii
Taraxacum officinale
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Site: 12
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 13
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:

Date of Survey:
Trees:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

DPD (co-dominance of E. pauciflora and E. rubida) with DAD

491176E, 5330844N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Joe Atkinson

15 Oct 2019

Eucalyptus amygdalina, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp. pauciflora, Eucalyptus

pulchella, Eucalyptus rubida
Bursaria spinosa subsp. spinosa
Bossiaea prostrata, Leptecophylla parvifolia, Leucopogon collinus, Olearia

viscosa, Pultenaea juniperina
Acrothamnus hookeri
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Bulbine glauca, Cardamine papillata, Craspedia

rosulata, Daucus glochidiatus, Geranium solanderi, Hypericum japonicum,
Lagenophora stipitata, Leptorhynchos squamatus, Pelargonium australe,

Ranunculus sp., Senecio linearifolius var. denticulatus, Stellaria multiflora subsp.
Lomandira longifolia, Luzula meridionalis

Poa gunnii

Asplenium flabellifolium, Lindsaea linearis

Aira praecox, Cirsium vulgare, Cynosurus echinatus, Holcus lanatus, Moenchia

erecta, Trifolium subterraneum, Vulpia bromoides

DPD - E. rubida dominated

490440E, 5330570N

GPS (within 10 metres)

Grant Daniels

15 Oct 2019

Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp. paucifiora, Eucalyptus rubida

Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata, Leptospermum lanigerum, Notelaea ligustrina
Bedfordia linearis subsp. linearis, Bossiaea prostrata, Coprosma hirtella,
Exocarpos strictus, Hakea lissosperma, Hovea tasmanica, Lomatia tinctoria,
Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus, Olearia viscosa, Ozothamnus
antennaria, Pultenaea juniperina

Acrothamnus hookeri, Pimelea humilis

Acaena echinata, Acaena ovina, Ajuga australis, Arthropodium milleflorum,
Barbarea australis, Brachyscome aculeata, Bulbine glauca, Cardamine papillata,
Coronidium scorpioides, Craspedia rosulata, Euchiton japonicus, Galium sp.,
Geranium brevicaule, Gonocarpus montanus, Hovea heterophylla, Hydrocotyle
hirta, Leptorhynchos squamatus, Linum marginale, Oreomyrrhis eriopoda,
Pelargonium australe, Ranunculus sp., Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio gunni,
Veronica calycina, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia, Wahlenbergia ceracea
Carex appressa, Carex breviculmis

Anthosachne scabra, Deyeuxia monticola, Dichelachne rara, Poa gunnii
Asplenium flabellifolium

Acetosella vulgaris, Agrostis stolonifera, Cirsium vulgare, Hypochaeris radicata,
Leucanthemum vulgare, Plantago lanceolata, Poa annua, Prunella vulgaris,

Spergula arvensis, Taraxacum officinale
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Site: 14

Grid Reference:

Accuracy:

Recorder:

Date of Survey:

Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 15

Grid Reference:

Accuracy:

Recorder:

Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 16

Grid Reference:

Accuracy:

Recorder:

Date of Survey:

Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Weeds:

GPH - bare ground and shrubby, tower 63

487617E, 5341614N

GPS (within 10 metres)

Jared Parry

18 Dec 2019

Epacris gunnii, Epacris petrophila, Hakea microcarpa, Melicytus angustifolius

subsp. divaricatus

Acrothamnus hookeri, Pimelea pygmaea

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Almaleea subumbellata, Argyrotegium
mackayi, Brachyscome spathulata, Chrysocephalum apiculatum, Epilobium

tasmanicum, Geranium brevicaule, Geranium potentilloides var. potentifloides,

Leptorhynchos squamatus, Oxalis exilis, Plantago antarctica, Scleranthus biflorus,
Veronica gracilis, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii; Rytidosperma nudiflorum

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Holcus lanatus, Hypochaeris radicata,

Vulpia myuros

GPH - shrubby, tower 48

486468E, 5341491N

GPS (within 10 metres)

Jared Parry

18 Dec 2019

Bossiaea riparia, Hakea microcarpa

Acrothamnus hooker;, Pimelea pygmaea

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Asperula gunnii, Brachyscome
spathulata, Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Geranium brevicaule Geranium
potentilloides var. potentilloides, Oxalis exilis, Pappochroma bellidioides,
Pappochroma pappocromum, Plantago antarctica, Ranunculus pimpinéllifolius,
Scleranthus biflorus, Stellaria multiflora subsp. multiflora, Velleia montana,
Veronica calycina, Veronica gracilis, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii, Rytidosperma laeve

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Cirsium vulgare, Hypochaeris radicata

GPH - shrubby, tower 40

486160E, 5341946N

GPS (within 10 metres)

Jared Parry

18 Dec 2019

Bossiaea cordigera, Bossiaea riparia, Hakea microcarpa, Melicytus angustifolius
subsp. divaricatus

Acrothamnus hookeri, Leucopogon fraseri; Pimelea pygmaea

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Brachyscome spathulata,
Chrysocephalum apiculatum, Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Euchiton
traversii, Geranium potentilloides var. potentilloides, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius,
Oxalis exilis, Plantago antarctica, Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio gunnii, Viola
betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia, Wahlenbergia saxicola

Poa clivicola

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Aira praecox, Hypochaeris radicata,

Stellaria medlia, Teesdalia nudicaulis, Vulpia myuros
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Site: 17  GPH - shrubby, tower 57

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Weeds:

486629E, 5343776N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Jared Parry

18 Dec 2019

Bossiaea cordigera, Bossiaea riparia, Epacris petrophila, Exocarpos nanus,

Hakea microcarpa, Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus
Acrothamnus hookeri, Coprosma pumila, Pimelea pygmaea
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Asperula gunnii, Crassula sieberiana,

Euchiton traversii, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Hydrocotyle sibthorpioides, Oxalis
exilis, Plantago antarctica, Ranunculus lappaceus, Scleranthus biflorus, Stellaria

multiflora subsp. multiflora, Velleia montana, Viola betonicifolia subsp.
Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii, Poa labillardiere], Rytidosperma nudiflorum
Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Stellaria media, Teesdalia nudicaulis,

Vulpia myuros

Site: 18  Margin of GPH and DPD, tower 54

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

485780E, 5343863N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Jared Parry

18 Dec 2019

Bossiaea cordigera, Epacris petrophila, Exocarpos nanus, Hakea microcarpa,

Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus
Acrothamnus hookeri, Pimelea pygmaea
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Almaleea subumbellata, Asperula

gunnii, Crassula sieberiana, Epilobium sp., Epilobium tasmanicum, Euchiton
traversii, Geranium brevicaule, Geranium potentilloides var. potentifloides,
Lagenophora stipitata, Leptorhynchos squamatus, Microseris lanceolata, Oxalis
exilis, Poranthera microphylla, Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio gunnii, Stellaria

multiflora subsp. multiflora, Velleia montana, Veronica calycina, Veronica gracilis

Luzula modesta
Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii
Aira caryophyllea, Cerastium glomeratum, Erodium cicutarium, Hypochaeris

radicata, Stellaria media

Site: 19 MGH, tower 59

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

486100E, 5345972N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Jared Parry

18 Dec 2019

Bossiaea cordligera, Epacris gunnii, Epacris petrophila, Hakea microcarpa
Pultenaea fasciculata
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Brachyscome radicans, Colobanthus

apetalus var. apetalus, Euchiton traversii, Gentianella polysperes, Geranium
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Graminoids:

Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 20
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 21

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

potentilloides var. potentilloides, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Hydrocotyle hirta,
Hydrocotyle muscosa, Microseris lanceolata, Myriophyllum pedunculatum, Oxalis
exilis, Plantago antarctica, Ranunculus pimpinellifolius, Stellaria multiflora subsp.
multiflora, Utricularia monanthos, Veronica gracilis, Viola betonicifolia subsp.
betonicifolia

Baloskion australe, Carex breviculmis, Carex gaudichaudiana, Empodisma

minus, Luzula modesta
Poa gunnij, Poa labillardierei
Anthoxanthum odoratum, Holcus lanatus, Hypochaeris radicata, Juncus bulbosus

DPD - open woodland, tower 12

487680E, 5346415N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Jared Parry

19 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp. pauciflora

Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata

Hakea lissosperma, Leptecophylla parvifolia

Acrothamnus hookeri, Tetratheca procumbens

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Asperula conferta, Colobanthus

apetalus var. apetalus, Crassula sieberiana, Geranium brevicaule, Geranium
potentilloides var. potentilloides, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Hovea heterophylla,
Hydrocotyle hirta, Lagenophora stipitata, Oreomyrrhis ciliata, Oxalis exilis,
Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio gunnii, Stylidium graminifolium, Veronica calycina,

Veronica gracilis, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Carex breviculmis, Luzula modesta

Anthosachne scabra, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii, Rytidosperma nudiflorum
Asplenium flabellifolium

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Aira praecox, Cerastium glomeratum,

Cirsium vulgare

DPD - picked over, tower 19

488335E, 5336747N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Jared Parry

19 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus paucifliora subsp. pauciflora

Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata

Leptecophylla parvifolia, Lomatia tinctoria, Melicytus angustifolius subsp.
Acrothamnus hookeri

Acaena echinata, Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Asperula gunnij,

Brachyscome radicans, Brachyscome spathulata, Epilobium tasmanicum,
Euchiton traversii, Geranium potentilloides var. potentilloides, Gonocarpus
serpyllifolius, Leptorhynchos squamatus, Oxalis exilis, Pappochroma

pappocromum, Ranunculus lappaceus, Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio gunnij,
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Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Senecio prenanthoides, Veronica calycina, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia
Luzula sp.

Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii, Rytidosperma nudiflorum

Carduus pycnocephalus, Cirsium vulgare, Holcus lanatus, Hypochaeris radicata

Site: 22  DPD heavily cleared/impacted, but regenerating FRG, tower 15

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

488217E, 5337297N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Jared Parry

19 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp.

pauciflora
Pimelea humilis, Pultenaea fasciculata
Acaena echinata, Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Asperula gunnii

Brachyscome spathulata, Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Daucus
glochidiatus, Epilobium tasmanicum, Euchiton traversii, Geranium brevicaule,
Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Hydrocotyle hirta, Ranunculus lappaceus, Scleranthus
biflorus, Senecio gunnii, Senecio prenanthoides, Veronica calycina, Viola

betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Luzula modesta

Poa gunnii

Asplenium flabellifolium

Anthoxanthum odoratum, Carduus pycnocephalus, Cirsium vulgare, Dactylis

glomerata, Holcus lanatus

Site: 23  GPH - shrubby, tower 30

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

487096E, 5340153N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Jared Parry

20 Dec 2019

Bossiaea cordigera, Hakea microcarpa, Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus
Acrothamnus hookeri, Pimelea pygmaea
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Asperula conferta, Asperula gunnii

Brachyscome radicans, Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Epilobium
tasmanicum, Euchiton traversii, Geranium potentifloides var. potentilloides,
Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Hypericum japonicum, Leptorhynchos squamatus,
Oxalis exilis, Senecio gunnij, Velleia montana, Veronica calycina, Viola

betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia, Wahlenbergia saxicola, Wurmbea uniflora
Carex breviculmis, Carpha alpina

Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Erophila verna subsp. praecox, Erophila

verna subsp. verna, Hypochaeris radicata, Teesdalia nudicaulis, Vulpia myuros

Site: 24 GPH, marginal to MGH, tower 49

Grid Reference:

Accuracy:

483630E, 5340595N
GPS (within 10 metres)
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Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:

Site: 25
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:

Date of Survey:
Trees:

Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 26 DDP
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:

Date of Survey:

Trees:

Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Jared Parry
20 Dec 2019

Epacris gunnii, Epacris petrophila, Hakea microcarpa
Acrothamnus hookeri, Coprosma pumila, Olearia algida, Pimelea pygmaea
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Brachyscome radicans, Calocephalus lacteus,

Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Euchiton traversii, Geranium potentilloides
var. potentilloides, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Leptorhynchos squamatus,
Pappochroma pappocromum, Ranunculus lappaceus, Ranunculus

pimpinellifolius, Scleranthus biflorus, Scleranthus brockiel, Senecio gunnii
Carex breviculmis
Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii

GPH - edge of small knoll in FAG adjacent highway

485925E, 5346949N

GPS (within 10 metres)

Jared Parry

19 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp. paucifiora, Eucalyptus rodwayi

Bossiaea cordigera, Hakea microcarpa

Acrothamnus hookeri

Acaena echinata, Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Asperula gunnij,
Chrysocephalum apiculatum, Geranium brevicaule, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius,
Plantago paradoxa, Pterostylis pratensis, Scleranthus biflorus, Stellaria multiflora
subsp. multiflora, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Carex breviculmis

Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Aira praecox, Hypochaeris radicata,

Stellaria media

484342E, 5343469N

GPS (within 10 metres)

Richard White

17 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp.
pauciflora

Hakea lissosperma, Hakea microcarpa, Leptecophylla parvifolia, Melicytus
angustifolius subsp. divaricatus

Acrothamnus hookeri

Acaena echinata, Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australls, Crassula sieberiana,
Epilobium billardierianum subsp. cinereum, Geranium brevicaule, Geranium
potentilloides var. potentilloides, Lagenophora stipitata, Scleranthus biflorus,
Stellaria multiflora subsp. multiflora, Veronica calycina, Viola betonicifolia subsp.
Luzula flaccida

Anthosachne scabra, Microlaena stipoides, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii
Acetosella vulgaris, Anthoxanthum odoratum, Carduus pycnocephalus,

Cerastium sp., Cirsium vulgare, Hypochaeris radicata, Myosotis discolor, Poa
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Site: 27
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:

Date of Survey:
Trees:

Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 28
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 29
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

GPH -

GPH -

pratensis, Stellaria medja, Urtica urens

DPD, tower 32

485143E, 5342916N

GPS (within 10 metres)

Richard White

17 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus gunnii subsp. gunnii, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp. pauciflora
Leptecophylla parvifolia, Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus
Acrothamnus hookeri

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Asperula conferta, Brachyscome
spathulata, Crassula sieberiana, Geranium brevicaule, Geranium potentilloides
var. potentilloides, Leptorhynchos squamatus, Pappochroma pappocromum,
Ranunculus lappaceus, Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio gunnii, Senecio
prenanthoides, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Microlaena stijpoides, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii, Rytidosperma sp.

Asplenium flabellifolium, Histiopteris incisa

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira praecox, Carduus pycnocephalus, Cerastium sp.,
Cirsium vulgare, Erodium cicutarium, Holcus lanatus, Hypochaeris radicata,

Myosotis discolor, Teesdalia nudicaulis, Vulpia myuros

shrubby with Hakea microcarpa, tower 52

485825E, 5342505N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Richard White

18 Dec 2019

Bossiaea cordigera, Hakea microcarpa
Acrothamnus hookeri, Pimelea pygmaea
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Asperula conferta, Chrysocephalum

apiculatum, Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Daucus glochidiatus, Epilobium
billardierianum, Geranium brevicaule, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Hypericum
Japonicum, Leptorhynchos squamatus, Pappochroma pappocromum,

Ranunculus sp., Scleranthus biflorus, Solenogyne gunnii; Viola betonicifolia
Microlaena stijpoides, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii

Aira praecox, Aphanes arvensis, Hypochaeris radicata, Juncus bulbosus, Vulpia

myuros

shrubby with Hakea microcarpa, tower 47

485304E, 5341881N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Richard White

18 Jan 2020

Hakea microcarpa
Acrothamnus hookeri, Leucopogon fraseri, Pimelea pygmaea
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Argyrotegium mackayi, Colobanthus apetalus var.

apetalus, Epilobium tasmanicum, Euchiton japonicus, Gonocarpus serpylfifolius,

Hypericum japonicum, Leptorhynchos squamatus, Microseris lanceolata,
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Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 30
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:

Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 31
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 32

Grid Reference:

Pappochroma pappocromum, Plantago antarctica, Ranunculus sp., Velleia

montana, Veronica calycina, Veronica gracilis

Microlaena stipoides, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii
Ophioglossum lusitanicum subsp. coriaceum
Acetosella vulgaris, Aira praecox, Aphanes arvensis, Juncus bulbosus, Moenchia

erecta, Stellaria media

GPH - shrubby with Hakea microcarpa, tower 66

484460E, 5341302N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Richard White

17 Dec 2019

Bossiaea riparia, Hakea microcarpa
Acrothamnus hookeri, Olearia algida, Pimelea pygmaea, Pultenaea fasciculata
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Asperula gunnij, Colobanthus apetalus

var. apetalus, Epilobium billardierianum, Epilobium tasmanicum, Geranium
brevicaule, Hypericum japonicum, Leptorhynchos squamatus, Linum marginale,
Plantago antarctica, Scleranthus biflorus, Velleia montana, Veronica gracills,

Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Carex breviculmis

Anthosachne scabra, Poa clivicola

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira praecox, Anthoxanthum odoratum, Cerastium sp.,

Hypochaeris radicata, Trifolium dubium, Vulpia myuros

DDP - broad area search on the way to tower 60

488049E, 5345014N
within 100 metres
Richard White

18 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp.

pauciflora

Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata

Bossiaea cordigera, Epacris gunnii, Hakea lissosperma, Leptecophylla parvifolia
Acrothamnus hookeri

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australls, Asperula pusilla, Brachyscome

spathulata, Epilobium tasmanicum, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Hydrocotyle hirta,
Leptorhynchos squamatus, Myosotis australis, Pappochroma pappocromum,
Ranunculus lappaceus, Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio gunnii, Senecio

prenanthoides, Veronica calycina, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii
Asplenium flabellifolium, Polystichum proliferum
Anthoxanthum odoratum, Cerastium sp., Hypochaeris radicata, Taraxacum

officinale, Teesdalia nudicaulis

DDE - tower 60

488095E, 5345398N
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Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 33
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 34 DDP

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:
Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:

GPS (within 10 metres)
Richard White
18 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus delegatensis subsp. tasmaniensis

Leptecophylla parvifolia, Olearia viscosa, Pultenaea juniperina
Acrothamnus hookeri

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Asperula pusilla, Brachyscome

spathulata, Epilobium sp., Euchiton japonicus, Geranium brevicaule, Geranium
potentilloides var. potentilloides, Ranunculus lappaceus, Scleranthus biflorus,

Senecio gunnij, Solenogyne gunnii; Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia
Poa clivicola

Ophioglossum lusitanicum subsp. coriaceum

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Anthoxanthum odoratum, Hypochaeris

radlicata, Teesdalia nudicaulis, Trifolium dubium

DDP - tower 7

487891E, 5345912N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Richard White

18 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp.

pauciflora

Leptecophylla parvifolia

Acrothamnus hookeri

Asperula conferta, Crassula sieberiana, Geranium potentilloides var.

potentilloides, Leptorhynchos squamatus, Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio gunnii

Senecio prenanthoides, Viola hederacea
Anthosachne scabra, Poa clivicola
Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Aira praecox, Anthoxanthum odoratum,

Hypochaeris radicata

487694E, 5345860N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Richard White

18 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana
Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata
Bossiaea cordigera, Hakea lissosperma, Hakea microcarpa, Leptecophylla

parvifolia, Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus
Acrothamnus hookeri
Acaena echinata, Acaena novae-zelandiae, Asperula conferta, Brachyscome

spathulata, Epilobium billardierianum, Geranium potentilloides var. potentilloides,
Leptorhynchos squamatus, Myosotis australis, Ranunculus sp., Scleranthus

biflorus, Senecio gunnij, Veronica calycina
Poa clivicola
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Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 35

Grid Reference:

DPD

Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 36
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 37
Grid Reference:

Accuracy:
Recorder:

Botrychium lunaria
Aira caryophyllea, Aira praecox, Anthoxanthum odoratum, Aphanes arvensis,

Erodium cicutarium, Hypochaeris radicata, Vulpia myuros

485992E, 5347952N

GPS (within 10 metres)

Richard White

19 Jan 2020

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp.

pauciflora

Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata

Epacris gunnii, Hakea microcarpa, Leptecophylla parvifolia

Acrothamnus hookeri

Acaena echinata, Ajuga australis, Asperula conferta, Brachyscome spathulata,

Epilobium sp., Euchiton traversii, Geranium potentifloides var. potentilloides,
Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Hovea heterophylla, Leptorhynchos squamatus,
Microseris lanceolata, Plantago antarctica, Ranunculus lappaceus, Scleranthus
biflorus, Senecio gunnii, Senecio prenanthoides, Veronica calycina, Viola

betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Anthosachne scabra, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii
Aira caryophyllea, Anthoxanthum odoratum, Holcus lanatus, Hypochaeris

radicata, Taraxacum officinale, Teesdalia nudicaulis

DDP with large areas of exposed rock, tower 27

487514E, 5346943N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Richard White

19 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp. pauciflora

Hakea lissosperma, Leptecophylla parvifolia

Acrothamnus hookeri, Leucopogon fraseri

Acaena echinata, Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australls, Asperula pusilla,

Crassula tetramera, Daucus glochidiatus, Euchiton traversii, Gonocarpus
serpyllifolius, Hypericum japonicum, Senecio gunnii, Solenogyne gunni,

Veronica gracilis, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Luzula sp.

Microlaena stipoides, Poa clivicola

Ophioglossum lusitanicum subsp. coriaceum

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Anthoxanthum odoratum, Hypochaeris

radicata, Teesdalia nudicaulis

DDP - tower 22

488404E, 5337963N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Richard White
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Date of Survey:

Trees:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 38
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 39
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

19 Dec 2019
Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp.

pauciflora

Hakea microcarpa, Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus
Acrothamnus hookeri

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Asperula conferta, Brachyscome spathulata,

Cardamine papillata, Craspedia rosulata, Crassula tetramera, Epilobium sp.,
Euchiton traversii, Microseris lanceolata, Oreomyrrhis eriopoda, Plantago
antarctica, Ranunculus lappaceus, Ranunculus sp., Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio

gunnii, Senecio prenanthoides, Solenogyne gunnii

Poa clivicola
Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Aira praecox, Anthoxanthum odoratum,

Cerastium sp., Cirsium vulgare, Hypochaeris radicata

DDP - tower 13

487455E, 5337363N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Richard White

19 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp.

pauciflora
Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata
Coprosma hirtella, Coprosma nitida, Hakea lissosperma, Leptecophylla

parvifolia, Olearia viscosa, Pimelea nivea
Acrothamnus hooker;, Leucopogon fraseri
Asperula conferta, Cardamine papillata, Crassula tetramera, Daucus glochidiatus,

Epilobium sp., Euchiton japonicus, Pelargonium australe, Scleranthus biflorus,
Senecio gunnij, Senecio prenanthoides, Stellaria multiflora subsp. multiflora,

Veronica calycina, Wahlenbergia saxicola
Luzula sp.

Microlaena stijpoides, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii
Pteridium esculentum subsp. esculentum

Aira praecox, Cerastium sp.

MGH/GPH - excellent condition

487087E, 5339415N

GPS (within 10 metres)

Richard White

20 Jan 2020

Epacris petrophila

Acrothamnus hooker;, Coprosma pumila, Olearia algida, Pimelea pygmaea
Acaena echinata, Acaena novae-zelandiae, Almaleea subumbellata,
Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Euchiton traversii, Geranium brevicaule,

Geranium potentilloides var. potentilloides, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Hydrocotyle

hirta, Hypericum japonicum, Leptorhynchos squamatus, Pterostylis pratensis,
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Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 40
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:

Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 41
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:
Herbs:
Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 42
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:
Shrubs:
Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 43 FPH

Grid Reference:

MGH -

Ranunculus sp., Scleranthus biflorus, Solenogyne gunnii, Velleia montana,

Veronica gracilis, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Luzula sp.

Poa clivicola

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira praecox, Cerastium sp., Hypochaeris radicata

tower 33

483504E, 5339980N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Richard White

20 Dec 2019

Epacris petrophila, Hakea microcarpa
Coprosma pumila, Olearia algida, Pimelea pygmaea
Asperula pusilla, Brachyscome radicans, Epilobium tasmanicum, Gonocarpus

serpyllifolius, Hydrocotyle hirta, Hypericum japonicum, Leptorhynchos

squamatus, Plantago antarctica, Ranunculus sp., Velleia montana, Veronica
Baloskion australe, Carex jynx

Poa clivicola

Ophioglossum lusitanicum subsp. coriaceum

Holcus lanatus

FRG marginal to FAG

490903E, 5331579N
within 100 metres

Joe Atkinson
15 Oct 2019

Eucalyptus rodwayi

Ranunculus sp.

Carex gaudichaudiana, Carex fynx, Juncus astreptus

Themeda triandra

Agrostis stolonifera, Cirsium vulgare, Holcus lanatus, Juncus articulatus, Poa

pratensis, Taraxacum officinale

Edge of FAC-Er

490888E, 5331736N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Joe Atkinson

15 Oct 2019

Eucalyptus rodwayi

Leptecophylla parvifolia

Juncus astreptus, Lomandra longifolia

Poa labillardierei

Agrostis capillaris, Agrostis stolonifera, Cirsium vulgare, Erophila verna subsp.

praecox, Erophila verna subsp. verna, Poa annua, Taraxacum officinale, Trifolium

subterraneum

491839E, 5331837N
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Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:
Herbs:
Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 44

Grid Reference:

NLE

Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 45
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 46
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

within 100 metres
Joe Atkinson
15 Oct 2019

Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata

Leptecophylla parvifolia

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Geranium brevicaule

Juncus pallidus, Lomandra longifolia

Poa gunnii

Pteridium esculentum subsp. esculentum

Agrostis capillaris, Cirsium vulgare, Eucalyptus nitens, Genista monspessulana,

Holcus lanatus

489691E, 5336806N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Joe Atkinson

15 Oct 2019

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana

Leptospermum lanigerum

Leptecophylla parvifolia

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Cotula alpina, Epilobium sp., Euchiton japonicus,

Geranium brevicaule, Hydrocotyle hirta, Hypericum japonicum, Leptinella

reptans, Lobelia pedunculata, Pappochroma sp., Ranunculus sp.

Juncus astreptus, Schoenus apogon

Poa gunnii, Rytidosperma sp.

Agrostis stolonifera, Holcus lanatus, Hypochaeris glabra, Taraxacum officinale

GPH very small patch on forest edge

489579E, 5336214N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Joe Atkinson

15 Oct 2019

Leptospermum lanigerum

Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus

Acrothamnus hookeri

Acaena ovina, Euchiton japonicus, Geranium brevicaule, Lobelia pedunculata,

Oreomyrrhis ciliata, Scleranthus biflorus, Solenogyne gunnii

Juncus filicaulis, Uncinia compacta

Anthosachne scabra, Poa gunnii; Rytidosperma nudiflorum

Ophioglossum lusitanicum subsp. coriaceum

Erophila verna subsp. praecox, Erophila verna subsp. verna, Leontodon saxatilis,

Taraxacum officinale

DDE edge of forest

489556E, 5336167N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Joe Atkinson

15 Oct 2019
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Trees:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 47
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:
Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 48

Grid Reference:

DAD

Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana

Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata

Leptecophylla parvifolia, Lomatia tinctoria

Acrothamnus hookeri

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Geranium potentifloides var. potentilloides,

Gonocarpus teucrioides, Hydrocotyle hirta, Lagenophora stipitata, Oreomyrrhis

ciliata, Ranunculus lappaceus, Senecio prenanthoides, Veronica calycina
Luzula sp.

Poa gunnii

Pteridium esculentum subsp. esculentum

Holcus lanatus, Hypochaeris glabra, Hypochaeris radicata

DRO - low quality understorey - borderline FAC-Er

489244E, 5333097N
within 50 metres
Joe Atkinson

15 Oct 2019

Eucalyptus rodwayi
Leptecophylla parvifolia, Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus
Acaena ovina, Asperula conferta, Epilobium sp., Montia australasica, Montia

fontana subsp. chondrosperma, Ranunculus sp.

Carex iynx, Juncus astreptus

Poa gunnii

Acetosella vulgaris, Agrostis stolonifera, Cerastium sp., Cirsium vulgare,

Cynosurus echinatus, Holcus lanatus, Hypochaeris radicata, Silybum marianum,

Taraxacum officinale, Trifolium subterraneum

491741E, 5333554N
within 50 metres
Joe Atkinson

15 Oct 2019

Eucalyptus amygdalina, Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana,

Eucalyptus pulchella
Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata
Leptecophylla parvifolia, Lomatia tinctoria, Olearia viscosa, Pimelea nivea,

Pultenaea juniperina
Acrotriche serrulata, Leucopogon fraseri
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Acaena ovina, Arthropodium milleflorum, Brachyscome

spathulata, Cardamine tryssa, Craspedia gracilis, Crassula sieberiana, Daucus
glochidiatus, Euchiton japonicus, Geranium brevicaule, Geranium solander;,
Gonocarpus tetragynus, Hovea heterophylla, Hydrocotyle hirta, Lagenophora
stipitata, Leptorhynchos squamatus, Oxalis sp., Pelargonium australe, Plantago
varia, Poranthera microphylla, Pterostylis pratensis, Ranunculus lappaceus,
Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio prenanthoides, Solenogyne gunnii, Stellaria

multiflora subsp. multiflora, Veronica calycina, Viola hederacea
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Graminoids:
Grasses:

Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 49 DRO

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 50
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 51
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Juncus astreptus, Juncus filicaulis, Lomandra longifolia, Schoenus apogon
Deyeuxia monticola, Dichelachne rara, Microlaena stijpoides, Poa clivicola, Poa

gunnij, Rytidosperma caespitosum, Themeda triandra
Ophioglossum lusitanicum subsp. coriaceum
Cirsium vulgare, Hypochaeris radicata, Teesdalia nudicaulis

494953E, 5335166N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Grant Daniels

15 Oct 2019

Eucalyptus rodwayi

Leptospermum lanigerum

Bossiaea cordigera, Epacris gunnii, Leptecophylla parvifolia, Melaleuca pallida
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Centijpeda elatinoides, Geranium retrorsum, Gratiola

peruviana, Oxalis exilis

Carex iynx, Juncus astreptus

Microlaena stipoides, Rytidosperma sp.

Agrostis capillaris, Hypochaeris glabra, Juncus articulatus, Prunella vulgaris,

Taraxacum officinale

FAG (wet facies with native elements)

495161E, 5335168N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Grant Daniels

15 Oct 2019

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Centella cordifolia, Epilobium sp., Euchiton japonicus,
Geranium brevicaule, Geranium retrorsum, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius,
Hydrocotyle muscosa, Hydrocotyle sibthorpioides, Hypericum japonicum,
Leptinella reptans, Montia australasica, Oxalis exilis, Ranunculus collinus,

Ranunculus decurvus, Ranunculus glabrifolius, Ranunculus pimpinellifolius,

Juncus astreptus, Schoenus apogon
Rytidosperma sp.
Acetosella vulgaris, Agrostis capillaris, Agrostis stolonifera, Cirsium arvense var.

arvense, Cirsium vulgare, Juncus articulatus, Plantago lanceolata, Taraxacum

officinale, Veronica persica

DPD (rocky)

495066E, 5335025N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Joe Atkinson

15 Oct 2019

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp.

pauciflora

Hovea tasmanica, Leptecophylla parvifolia, Lomatia tinctoria

Acrothamnus hookeri, Leucopogon fraseri

Crassula sieberiana, Epilobium sp., Galium gaudichaudii, Lagenophora stipitata,
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Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 52
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:

Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 53
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 54
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:
Tall Shrubs:

Oxalis sp., Senecio prenanthoides, Solenogyne gunnij, Veronica calycina
Luzula sp.

Microlaena stijpoides, Poa gunnii

Pteridium esculentum subsp. esculentum

Cirsium vulgare

DDE forestry - tower 17

489108E, 5337201N
GPS (within 10 metres)

Joe Atkinson
15 Jan 2020

Eucalyptus delegatensis subsp. tasmaniensis

Leptecophylla parvifolia, Lomatia tinctoria

Acrothamnus hookeri, Leucopogon fraseri

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Epilobium sp., Geranium potentifloides var.

potentilloides, Senecio gunnii, Senecio linearifolius var. denticulatus,
Poa gunnii

Pteridium esculentum subsp. esculentum

Aira caryophyllea, Cirsium vulgare

GPH - shrubby grassland in rocky area, tower 23

489633E, 5342374N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Jared Parry

14 Jan 2020

Eucalyptus paucifliora subsp. pauciflora
Hakea microcarpa, Leptecophylla parvifolia, Lomatia tinctoria, Melicytus

angustifolius subsp. divaricatus, Ozothamnus hookeri
Olearia algida, Pimelea pygmaea
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Brachyscome spathulata,

Brachyscome tenuiscapa, Epilobium tasmanicum, Geranium potentilloides var.
potentilloides, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Leptorhynchos squamatus,
Pappochroma pappocromum, Plantago antarctica, Ranunculus lappaceus,

Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio gunnii, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia
Carex breviculmis

Pentapogon quadrifidus, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Aira praecox, Anthoxanthum odoratum,

Cirsium vulgare, Holcus lanatus, Hypochaeris radicata, Taraxacum officinale,

Teesdalia nudicaulis

DDP - tower 51

488930E, 5336508N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Jared Parry

15 Jan 2020

Eucalyptus delegatensis subsp. tasmaniensis, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp.
Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata
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Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:

Site: 55
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 56
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 57
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Coprosma nitida, Hakea microcarpa, Leptecophylla parvifolia, Lomatia tinctoria,

Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus
Acrothamnus hookeri
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Asperula pusilla, Senecio gunnii, Senecio

prenanthoides, Veronica gracilis
Lepidosperma filiforme
Pentapogon quadrifidus, Poa gunnii

DDE - tower 26

488778E, 5335917N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Jared Parry

15 Jan 2020

Eucalyptus delegatensis subsp. tasmaniensis

Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata

Leptecophylla parvifolia, Lomatia tinctoria

Acrothamnus hookeri

Brachyscome spathulata, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Hydrocotyle hirta, Microseris

lanceolata, Senecio gunnii, Veronica calycina, Viola betonicifolia subsp.

betonicifolia, Wahlenbergia saxicola
Anthosachne scabra, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii
Pteridium esculentum subsp. esculentum
Anthoxanthum odoratum

DDE - tower 43

487731E, 5336195N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Jared Parry

15 Jan 2020

Eucalyptus delegatensis subsp. tasmaniensis

Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata

Leptecophylla parvifolia, Lomatia tinctoria

Acrothamnus hookeri

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Asperula pusilla, Brachyscome spathulata, Geranium

brevicaule, Geranium potentilloides var. potentilloides, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius,
Linum marginale, Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio gunnii, Senecio prenanthoides,
Veronica calycina, Veronica gracilis, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia,

Wahlenbergia saxicola

Aira elegantissima, Anthosachne scabra, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii
Pteridium esculentum subsp. esculentum

Anthoxanthum odoratum, Eucalyptus nitens, Hypochaeris radicata

GPH - tower 55

484308E, 5341906N
within 50 metres
Grant Daniels

18 Dec 2019
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St Patricks Plains Wind Farm
Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:

Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Bossiaea riparia, Epacris gunnil, Hakea microcarpa
Acrothamnus hookeri, Grevillea australis, Leucopogon fraseri, Olearia algida,

Pimelea pygmaea, Pultenaea fasciculata
Acaena ovina, Ajuga australis, Asperula conferta, Brachyscome aculeata,

Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Crassula peduncularis, Geranium

brevicaule, Hypericum japonicum, Isolepis sp., Leptorhynchos squamatus subsp.
alpinus, Prasophyllum sphacelatum, Pterostylis pratensis, Ranunculus
lappaceus, Ranunculus pumilio var. pumilio, Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio gunnij,

Solenogyne gunnii, Velleia montana, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Carex breviculmis, Juncus bufonius, Luzula modesta

Microlaena stipoides, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii, Rytidosperma laeve
Ophioglossum lusitanicum subsp. coriaceum

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira praecox, Aphanes arvensis, Hypochaeris radlicata,

Moenchia erecta, Taraxacum officinale, Trifolium dubium, Vulpia bromoides,

Vulpia myuros forma megalura

Site: 58  Forestry clearance of DPD, tower 56

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

487528E, 5336693N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Jared Parry

15 Jan 2020

Exocarpos nanus, Leptecophylla parvifolia, Lomatia tinctoria
Acrothamnus hookeri
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Argyrotegium mackayi, Asperula pusilla, Brachyscome

spathulata, Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Epilobium tasmanicum,
Geranium brevicaule, Geranium potentilloides var. potentilloides, Gonocarpus
serpyllifolius, Hydrocotyle hirta, Oxalis exilis, Plantago antarctica, Scleranthus

biflorus, Senecio gunnii, Velleia montana, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Carex breviculmis
Aira elegantissima, Pentapogon quadrifidus, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii
Acetosella vulgaris, Aira praecox, Anthoxanthum odoratum, Cirsium vulgare,

Eucalyptus nitens, Holcus lanatus, Hypochaeris radlicata, Taraxacum officinale

Site: 59  GPH shrubby on margin of forest patch

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:

488098E, 5343765N
within 50 metres
Grant Daniels

18 Dec 2019

Bossiaea riparia, Epacris gunnii, Exocarpos nanus, Hakea microcarpa
Acrothamnus hookeri, Grevillea australis, Pimelea pygmaea, Pultenaea fasciculata
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Acaena ovina, Ajuga australis, Geranium brevicaule,

Leptorhynchos squamatus subsp. alpinus, Plantago antarctica, Prasophyllum
sphacelatum, Ranunculus lappaceus, Scleranthus biflorus, Solenogyne gunnij

Velleia montana

Carex breviculmis, Luzula modesta
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Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 60

Grid Reference:

DDE

Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 61 MGH
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:

Recorder:

Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:

Grasses:

Anthosachne scabra, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii
Ophioglossum lusitanicum subsp. coriaceum
Acetosella vulgaris, Aira praecox, Aphanes arvensis, Holcus lanatus, Taraxacum

officinale, Trifolium dubium, Vulpia bromoides, Vulpia myuros forma megalura

489633E, 5342718N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Jared Parry

14 Jan 2020

Eucalyptus delegatensis subsp. tasmaniensis, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp.
Bossiaea cordigera, Hakea microcarpa, Leptecophylla parvifolia, Lomatia

tinctoria, Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus
Acrothamnus hookeri
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Almaleea subumbellata, Asperula

pusilla, Brachyscome radicans, Brachyscome tenuiscapa, Colobanthus apetalus
var. apetalus, Epilobium tasmanicum, Euchiton traversii, Geranium potentilloides
var. potentilloides, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Hydrocotyle hirta, Oxalis exilis,
Plantago antarctica, Poranthera microphylla, Senecio gunnii, Veronica gracilis,

Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia, Wahlenbergia saxicola
Baloskion australe

Pentapogon quadrifidus, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii; Rytidosperma laeve
Aira praecox, Carduus pycnocephalus, Cirsium vulgare, Holcus lanatus,

Hypochaeris radicata, Taraxacum officinale

483791E, 5342353N
within 50 metres
Grant Daniels

18 Dec 2019

Epacris gunnii, Epacris petrophila, Hakea microcarpa
Olearia algida, Pimelea pygmaea
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Almaleea subumbellata, Asperula conferta,

Brachyscome aculeata, Brachyscome radicans, Diuris monticola, Epilobium
tasmanicum, Euchiton japonicus, Euchiton traversii, Gentianella polysperes,
Geranium brevicaule, Gonocarpus micranthus subsp. micranthus, Gonocarpus
serpyllifolius, Hypericum japonicum, Limosella australis, Linum marginale,
Microseris lanceolata, Montia australasica, Myriophyllum pedunculatum,
Pappochroma bellidioides, Pappochroma gunnii, Ranunculus pimpinellifolius,
Senecio gunnii, Trithuria submersa, Veronica gracilis, Viola betonicifolia subsp.
betonicifolia

Baloskion australe, Carex gaudichaudiana, Carpha alpina, Empodisma minus,

Isolepis montivaga, Juncus bufonius
Anthosachne scabra, Poa gunnii, Poa labillardierei
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Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

Weeds:

Site: 62
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:

Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 63
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Weeds:

Site: 64 DDP
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:

Recorder:

Date of Survey:
Trees:

Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Anthoxanthum odoratum, Hypochaeris glabra, Juncus bulbosus, Taraxacum

officinale, Veronica serpyllifolia

GPH - tower 62

483317E, 5341260N
within 50 metres
Grant Daniels

18 Dec 2019

Bossiaea cordigera
Acrothamnus hookeri, Coprosma pumila, Grevillea australis, Olearia algida,

Pimelea pygmaea, Pultenaea fasciculata
Acaena ovina, Ajuga australis, Asperula gunnii var. gunnii, Chrysocephalum

apiculatum, Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Geranium brevicaule,
Leptorhynchos squamatus subsp. alpinus, Oreomyrrhis argentea, Plantago

antarctica, Scleranthus biflorus, Solenogyne gunnii, Velleia montana, Viola
Luzula modesta

Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii, Poa labillardierer

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira praecox, Cerastium sp., Hypochaeris radicata,

Taraxacum officinale

MGH/GPH Poa labillardierei tall riparian facies

483647E, 5340964N
within 50 metres
Grant Daniels

18 Dec 2019

Baeckea gunniana, Epacris gunnii
Celmisia asteliifolia, Gunnera cordifolia, Hydrocotyle sibthorpioides, Ornduffia

reniformis
Carex breviculmis, Carex capillacea, Carpha alpina
Carex ovalis, Veronica serpyllifolia

487974E, 5344349N
within 50 metres
Grant Daniels

18 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp.

pauciflora
Bossiaea cordigera, Bossiaea riparia, Hakea microcarpa, Melicytus angustifolius

subsp. divaricatus
Acrothamnus hookeri
Acaena echinata, Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australls, Asperula conferta,

Asperula gunnii, Asperula pusilla, Brachyscome spathulata, Chrysocephalum
apiculatum, Coronidium scorpioides, Craspedia gracilis, Crassula sieberiana,
Epilobium tasmanicum, Geranium brevicaule, Geranium potentifloides var.

potentilloides, Gonocarpus tetragynus, Leptorhynchos squamatus subsp. alpinus,
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Grasses:
Weeds:

Plantago varia, Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio prenanthoides, Veronica calycina,
Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Anthosachne scabra, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii, Poa labillardierei
Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Aira praecox, Anthoxanthum odoratum,

Aphanes arvensis, Bromus hordeaceus, Cirsium vulgare, Hordeum sp.,
Hypochaeris radicata, Teesdalia nudicaulis, Trifolium dubium, Vulpia bromoides,

Vulpia myuros forma megalura

Site: 65 GPH heavily grazed knoll

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

488480E, 5342800N
within 50 metres
Grant Daniels

18 Dec 2019

Hakea microcarpa
Acrothamnus hookeri, Leucopogon fraseri
Acaena ovina, Chrysocephalum apiculatum, Craspedia rosulata, Geranium

brevicaule, Leptorhynchos squamatus subsp. alpinus, Plantago antarctica,

Ranunculus lappaceus, Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio longipilus

Carex breviculmis, Juncus astreptus, Juncus filicaulis, Luzula modesta
Anthosachne scabra, Poa clivicola

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Aira praecox, Moenchia erecta, Teesdalia

nudicaulis, Trifolium dubium, Vulpia bromoides

Site: 66 DDE with E. dalrympleana and E. pauciflora present, tower 38

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Weeds:

489536E, 5342932N
within 50 metres
Grant Daniels

18 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana, Eucalyptus delegatensis subsp.

tasmaniensis, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp. pauciflora

Hakea lissosperma, Leptecophylla parvifolia, Lomatia tinctoria, Olearia viscosa
Acrothamnus hookeri

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Asperula gunnii, Asperula pusilla, Brachyscome

spathulata, Craspedia gracilis, Euchiton japonicus, Galium australe, Geranium
brevicaule, Geranium potentilloides var. potentilloides, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius,
Microseris lanceolata, Oreomyrrhis ciliata, Veronica calycina, Viola betonicifolia

subsp. betonicifolia

Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii
Acetosella vulgaris, Aira praecox, Cerastium sp.

Site: 67 DDP near tower 37

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

489422E, 5344125N
within 100 metres
Grant Daniels

19 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana, Eucalyptus delegatensis subsp.
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Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:

Weeds:

Site: 68
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:

Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 69
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:

Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:

tasmaniensis, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp. pauciflora

Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata

Leptecophylla parvifolia, Lomatia tinctoria

Acrothamnus hookeri, Leucopogon fraseri

Acaena ovina, Asperula pusilla, Chrysocephalum apiculatum, Colobanthus

apetalus var. apetalus, Coronidium scorpioides, Craspedia gracilis, Crassula
sieberiana, Daucus glochidiatus, Epilobium sp., Euchiton japonicus, Geranium
brevicaule, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Gonocarpus tetragynus, Hypericum
Japonicum, Lagenophora stipitata, Microseris lanceolata, Ranunculus lappaceus,
Ranunculus parviflorus, Scleranthus biflorus, Scleranthus brockiei; Solenogyne
gunnii, Stellaria multiflora subsp. multiflora, Taraxacum aristum, Veronica
calycina, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Carex breviculmis, Juncus astreptus
Aira elegantissima, Anthosachne scabra, Microlaena stijpoides, Poa clivicola, Poa

gunnii, Rytidosperma sp.
Acetosella vulgaris, Aira praecox, Cirsium vulgare, Hypochaeris radicata,

Teesdalia nudicaulis, Vulpia bromoides

Margin of DDE and DDP, tower 37

489391E, 5343432N
within 50 metres
Grant Daniels

19 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana, Eucalyptus delegatensis subsp.

tasmaniensis, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp. pauciflora
Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata
Hakea lissosperma, Leptecophylla parvifolia, Lomatia tinctoria, Olearia

phlogopappa subsp. subrepanda, Olearia viscosa
Acrothamnus hookeri
Arthropodium milleflorum, Caladenia alpina, Crassula sieberiana, Geranium

potentilloides var. potentilloides, Geranium solanderi, Myosotis australis,
Pelargonium australe, Stellaria multiflora subsp. multiflora, Taraxacum aristum,

Veronica gracilis, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Carex breviculmis, Luzula flaccida

Anthosachne scabra, Microlaena stipoides, Poa clivicola, Rytidosperma sp.
Aira praecox, Hypochaeris radicata, Vulpia bromoides

GPH - tower 34

488119E, 5338708N
within 50 metres

Grant Daniels
19 Dec 2019

Bossiaea cordigera, Exocarpos nanus, Hakea microcarpa, Melicytus angustifolius

subsp. divaricatus
Acrothamnus hooker;, Coprosma pumila, Leucopogon fraseri
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Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Acaena ovina, Ajuga australis, Brachyscome aculeata,
Chrysocephalum apiculatum, Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Craspedia
rosulata, Daucus glochidiatus, Epilobium billardierianum subsp. cinereum,
Epilobium tasmanicum, Euchiton japonicus, Geranium brevicaule, Gonocarpus
serpyllifolius, Hypericum japonicum, Leptorhynchos squamatus subsp. alpinus,
Microtis unifolia, Oxalis exilis, Prasophyllum sphacelatum, Ranunculus lappaceus,
Scleranthus biflorus, Solenogyne gunnii, Velleia montana, Veronica gracilis,
Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia, Wahlenbergia saxicola

Carex breviculmis

Microlaena stipoides, Poa clivicola

Asplenium flabellifolium, Ophioglossum lusitanicum subsp. coriaceum
Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Aira praecox, Aphanes arvensis, Holcus

lanatus, Hypochaeris radicata, Trifolium dubium, Vulpia myuros

Site: 70 GPH in between DPD and DRO knolls, tower 20

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

488040E, 5339291N
within 50 metres
Grant Daniels

19 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp. pauciflora
Bossiaea riparia, Epacris petrophila, Hakea microcarpa, Leptecophylla parvifolia,

Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus
Acrothamnus hookeri
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Acaena ovina, Asperula gunnii, Asperula pusilla,

Brachyscome aculeata, Brachyscome spathulata, Epilobium billardierianum
subsp. cinereum, Epilobium tasmanicum, Euchiton japonicus, Geranium
brevicaule, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Pelargonium australe, Ranunculus

lappaceus, Scleranthus biflorus, Vellela montana, Veronica gracilis
Carex breviculmis, Luzula modesta

Anthosachne scabra, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii, Rytidosperma sp.
Acetosella vulgaris, Aira praecox, Cirsium vulgare, Hypochaeris radicata,

Teesdalia nudicaulis

Site: 71  MGH and edges of Shannon River

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

487646E, 5339058N
within 50 metres
Grant Daniels

19 Dec 2019

Baeckea gunniana, Epacris gunnii, Epacris petrophila, Hakea microcarpa,

Melaleuca virens
Leucopogon pilifer
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Brachyscome decipiens, Epilobium tasmanicum,

Euchiton japonicus, Euchiton traversij, Hydrocotyle sibthorpioides, Hypericum

Japonicum, Isolepis sp., Leptinella reptans, Myriophyllum simulans, Pappochroma
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Graminoids:

Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

gunnii, Plantago paradoxa, Ranunculus collinus, Ranunculus parviflorus,
Ranunculus pimpinellifolius, Ranunculus pumilio var. pumilio, Veronica gracilis,

Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

Baloskion australe, Carex capillacea, Carex gaudichaudiana, Carex inversa,
Carex iynx, Carpha alpina, Cycnogeton alcockiae, Cycnogeton procerum,
Empodisma minus, Juncus falcatus subsp. falcatus, Lepidosperma filiforme,
Schoenus absconditus, Schoenus calyptratus

Anthosachne scabra, Poa gunnii

Blechnum penna-marina subsp. alpina, Isoetes humilior
Carex ovalis, Holcus lanatus

Site: 72 Roadside edge extra species (GPH)

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Herbs:
Weeds:

489311E, 5340858N
within 500 metres
Grant Daniels

19 Dec 2019

Calocephalus lacteus
Cytisus scoparius, Lotus corniculatus var. corniculatus, Navarretia squarrosa,

Pilosella aurantiaca subsp. aurantiaca, Verbascum thapsus

Site: 73  MGH late season species

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:

Weeds:

482161E, 5344122N
within 500 metres
Grant Daniels

13 Jan 2020

Epacris lanuginosa
Coprosma pumila, Leucopogon pilifer
Argyrotegium mackayi, Comesperma retusum, Craspedia glabrata, Epilobium

tasmanicum, Euchiton traversii, Leptorhynchos squamatus subsp. alpinus,

Oreomyrrhis ciliata
Carex iynx, Carex raleighii, Juncus filicaulis, Luzula flaccida, Luzula modesta
Agrostis venusta, Lachnagrostis lacunarum, Pentapogon quadrifidus,

Rytidosperma fortunae-hibernae Rytidosperma laeve
Veronica serpyllifolia

Site: 74  Shrubby GPH on basalt outcrop

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

487086E, 5343844N

within 100 metres

Grant Daniels

14 Jan 2020

Bossiaea cordigera, Bossiaea riparia, Epacris gunnii, Exocarpos nanus, Hakea

microcarpa, Leptecophylla parvifolia, Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus,

Ozothamnus hookeri, Pultenaea juniperina
Acrothamnus hookeri, Olearia erubescens
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Acaena ovina, Ajuga australis, Brachyscome aculeata,

Chrysocephalum apiculatum, Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Epilobium
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Graminoids:
Grasses:

Weeds:

tasmanicum, Euchiton japonicus, Geranium brevicaule, Gonocarpus

serpyllifolius, Leptorhynchos squamatus subsp. alpinus, Linum marginale,

Oreomyrrhis ciliata, Podolepis decipiens, Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio longipilus,
Velleia montana, Veronica calycina, Veronica gracilis, Viola betonicifolia subsp.

betonicifolia, Xerochrysum subundulatum

Carex breviculmis
Aira elegantissima, Anthosachne scabra, Dichelachne micrantha, Dichelachne

rara, Lachnagrostis lacunarum, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnij, Rytidosperma laeve
Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Aira praecox, Holcus lanatus, Hypochaeris

radicata, Teesdalia nudicaulis, Vulpia myuros forma megalura

Site: 75  DDP pure E. dalrympleana

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Weeds:

483535E, 5345327N
within 50 metres
Grant Daniels

15 Jan 2020

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana

Bossiaea riparia, Epacris gunnii, Hakea microcarpa, Leptecophylla parvifolia,
Lomatia tinctoria, Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus, Ozothamnus hookeri,
Richea sprengelioides

Acrothamnus hookeri, Tetratheca procumbens
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Acaena ovina, Ajuga australis, Arthropodium

milleflorum, Asperula pusilla, Brachyscome spathulata, Ranunculus lappaceus,

Scleranthus biflorus, Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia, Wahlenbergia
Microlaena stijpoides, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii
Holcus lanatus, Hypochaeris radicata

Site: 76  AHF Wihareja Lagoon

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:

Grasses:
Weeds:

483778E, 5344288N
within 50 metres
Grant Daniels

15 Jan 2020

Epacris petrophila
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Asperula subsimplex, Brachyscome radlicans,

Epilobium tasmanicum, Hydrocotyle muscosa, Hypericum japonicum, Leptinella
reptans, Lobelia irrigua, Montia australasica, Myriophyllum simulans, Ornduffia
reniformis, Pappochroma bellidioides, Potamogeton tricarinatus, Ranunculus
amphitrichus, Ranunculus glabrifolius, Ranunculus pimpinellifolius, Utricularia
monanthos, Velleia montana

Baumea arthrophylla, Carex gaudichaudiana, Cycnogeton procerum, Eleocharis
acuta, Eleocharis gracilis, Empodisma minus, Isolepis fluitans, Isolepis

montivaga, Juncus astreptus, Juncus bufonius, Schoenus calyptratus, Schoenus
Aira elegantissima, Lachnagrostis lacunarum, Poa labillardierei
Juncus bulbosus
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Site: 77
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:

Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:

Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 78
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:

Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Tall Shrubs:

Shrubs:
Herbs:
Graminoids:
Weeds:

Site: 79
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:

Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:

Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 80

DPD late season species

486745E, 5336096N
within 200 metres
Grant Daniels

15 Jan 2020

Pultenaea gunnii, Pultenaea juniperina
Brachyscome aculeata, Cardamine papillata, Euchiton umbricola, Galium

densum, Myosotis australis, Senecio prenanthoides, Stackhousia monogyna,

Wahlenbergia ceracea
Carex breviculmis
Aira elegantissima, Dichelachne rara, Lachnagrostis lacunarum, Poa clivicola,

Poa gunnii

Asplenium flabellifolium, Cystopteris tasmanica
Verbascum virgatum

Shannon River edge species

482257E, 5342695N
within 500 metres
Andrew J. North

10 Dec 2019

Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata, Leptospermum lanigerum, Oxylobium

ellipticum, Ozothamnus thyrsoideus

Hakea epiglottis, Hakea lissosperma, Melaleuca virens

Chiloglottis triceratops, Myriophyllum pedunculatum, Ornduffia reniformis
Carex capillacea

Carex ovalis, Sagina procumbens

GPH - tower 10

482944E, 5342133N
within 50 metres
Andrew J. North

10 Dec 2019

Hakea microcarpa
Acrothamnus hookeri, Grevillea australis, Leucopogon fraseri, Olearia algida,

Pultenaea fasciculata
Acaena montana, Ajuga australis, Asperula conferta, Asperula gunnii,

Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Craspedia rosulata, Epilobium sp.,
Geranium brevicaule, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Leptorhynchos squamatus,
Leptorhynchos squamatus subsp. alpinus, Pterostylis pratensis, Ranunculus
lappaceus, Scleranthus biflorus, Scleranthus brockiel, Solenogyne gunnii, Velleia

montana, Veronica gracilis, Wahlenbergia saxicola
Carex breviculmis, Luzula sp.

Microlaena stipoides, Poa clivicola

Ophioglossum lusitanicum subsp. coriaceum
Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Vulpia sp.

Margin of GPH and MGH - tower 46
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Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

482213E, 5344237N
within 50 metres
Andrew J. North

10 Dec 2019

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana

Exocarpos nanus, Hakea microcarpa, Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus
Acrothamnus hookeri, Leucopogon fraser;, Olearia algida, Pimelea pygmaea
Acaena echinata, Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australls, Asperula conferta,

Crassula tetramera, Epilobium billardierianum subsp. cinereum, Galium ciliare,
Geranium brevicaule, Geranium potentilloides var. potentilloides, Geranium
solanderi, Leptorhynchos squamatus, Ranunculus lappaceus, Scleranthus

biflorus, Scleranthus brockiel, Solenogyne gunnii, Veronica gracilis

Carex breviculmis, Carex inversa

Microlaena stijpoides, Poa clivicola, Poa labillardierel, Rytidosperma setaceum
Asplenium flabellifolium

Acetosella vulgaris, Aira caryophyllea, Aphanes arvensis, Cerastium glomeratum,

Erodium botrys, Hypochaeris glabra, Hypochaeris radicata, Leontodon saxatilis,

Myosotis discolor, Taraxacum officinale, Trifolium dubium, Vulpia sp.

Site: 81 Late season GPH Allwrights

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Herbs:
Graminoids:

487939, 5341175N
within 100 metres

Grant Daniels
19 Dec 2020

Corybas sp., Senecio gunnij, Senecio longipilus
Carex inversa, Carex raleighii

Site: 82 AN incidental GPH species

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

481619E, 5343812N
within 1 kilometre
Andrew J. North

10 Dec 2019

Lomatia tinctoria, Olearia viscosa
Brachyscome spathulata, Cardamine lilacina, Craspedia glabrata, Epilobium

billardierianum subsp. intermedium, Myriophyllum simulans, Ranunculus

decurvus, Ranunculus pimpinellifolius
Carpha alpina, Lepidosperma filiforme
Agrostis venusta

Carex ovalis

Site: 83 Incidental GPH species in heavily grazed area

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Shrubs:
Herbs:

488211E, 5340603N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Grant Daniels

16 Jan 2020

Richea acerosa
Colobanthus affinis
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Graminoids: Carex curta

Site: 84 Incidental sighting on Shannon River

Grid Reference: 487689E, 5339851N
Accuracy: GPS (within 10 metres)
Recorder: Richard White

Date of Survey: 20 Dec 2019

Herbs: Viola cunninghamii

Site: 85 Incidental weed sightings near river

Grid Reference: 490254E, 5331008N

Accuracy: within 50 metres

Recorder: Grant Daniels

Date of Survey: 15 Oct 2019

Weeds: Ulex europaeus, Verbascum thapsus

Site: 86 Incidental weed sightings on forestry roads

Grid Reference: 488150E, 5336111N
Accuracy: GPS (within 10 metres)
Recorder: Grant Daniels

Date of Survey: 15 Jan 2020

Weeds: Senecio jacobaea

Site: 87 Incidental weed observations in modified land in south

Grid Reference: 490992E, 5333137N
Accuracy: within 100 metres
Recorder: Grant Daniels

Date of Survey: 15 Oct 2019
Weeds: Rosa rubiginosa

Site: 88 Incidental weed observation

Grid Reference: 487099E, 5344724N
Accuracy: within 50 metres
Recorder: Joe Atkinson

Date of Survey: 13 Jan 2020

Weeds: Salix Xfragilis var. fragilis

Site: 89 Incidental weed observation

Grid Reference: 481568E, 5344279N
Accuracy: GPS (within 10 metres)
Recorder: Andrew J. North

Date of Survey: 10 Dec 2019

Weeds: Pinus radliata

Site: 90 Incidental weed observation on road next to project area

Grid Reference: 487041E, 5349129N

Accuracy: GPS (within 10 metres)

Recorder: Grant Daniels

Date of Survey: 18 Nov 2019 192
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Weeds:

Crataegus monogyna

Site: 91 DGW - reserved plot on Watkins Rd

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:
Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

487289E, 5341883N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Jared Parry

29 Jan 2020

Eucalyptus gunnii subsp. divaricata

Hakea microcarpa, Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus

Acrothamnus hookeri, Olearia algida, Pimelea pygmaea, Pultenaea fasciculata
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Acaena ovina, Chrysocephalum apiculatum,

Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus, Crassula sieberiana, Euchiton traversi,
Geranium potentilloides var. potentilloides, Gonocarpus tetragynus,
Leptorhynchos squamatus, Pappochroma pappocromum, Plantago antarctica,

Scleranthus biflorus, Velleia montana, Veronica gracilis

Carex breviculmis, Luzula modesta
Anthosachne scabra, Microlaena stipoides, Poa clivicola, Rytidosperma laeve
Acetosella vulgaris, Agrostis stolonifera, Aira caryophyllea, Anthoxanthum

odoratum, Cirsium vulgare, Holcus lanatus, Hypochaeris radicata, Leontodon

saxatilis, Taraxacum officinale, Teesdalia nudicaulis, Trifolium sp.

Site: 92 DDE, tower 36

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:

Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

488420E, 5335290N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Jared Parry

29 Jan 2020

Eucalyptus delegatensis subsp. tasmaniensis

Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata

Leptecophylla parvifolia, Lomatia tinctoria

Acrothamnus hookeri

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Geranium potentilloides var. potentilloides,

Gonocarpus tetragynus, Gonocarpus teucrioides, Scleranthus biflorus, Senecio
linearifolius var. linearifolius, Veronica calycina, Viola betonicifolia subsp.

betonicifolia, Wahlenbergia saxicola

Agrostis sp., Microlaena stipoides, Poa clivicola

Pteridium esculentum subsp. esculentum

Aira caryophyllea, Cirsium vulgare, Hypochaeris radicata, Trifolium sp.

Site: 93  Shannon River riparian zone

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:
Tall Shrubs:
Shrubs:

490264E, 5331065N
within 100 metres
Jared Parry

29 Jan 2020

Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp. pauciflora
Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata, Leptospermum lanigerum, Pomaderris apetala
Bossiaea riparia, Epacris gunnii, Hakea microcarpa, Hovea tasmanica,

Leptecophylla parvifolia, Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus, Pimelea nivea,
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Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Ferns:
Weeds:

Site: 94
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Trees:
Shrubs:
Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Site: 95 DPD
Grid Reference:
Accuracy:

Recorder:

Date of Survey:
Trees:

Shrubs:

Low Shrubs:
Herbs:

DGW -

Pomaderris racemosa, Tasmannia lanceolata,

rubiaefolia

Pultenaea juniperina, Westringia

Acrothamnus hookeri, Cryptandra amara, Grevillea australis, Tetratheca
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Arthropodium milleflorum, Centella cordifolia,

Chrysocephalum apiculatum, Epilobium sp., Gonocarpus tetragynus,

Leptorhynchos squamatus, Scleranthus biflorus, Wahlenbergia saxicola
Carex gaudichaudiana, Lomandra longifolia

Poa clivicola, Poa gunni, Rytidosperma laeve, Themeda triandra

Pteridium esculentum subsp. esculentum

Agrostis capillaris, Anthoxanthum odoratum, Cirsium vulgare, Holcus lanatus,

Hypochaeris radicata, Plantago lanceolata, Rosa rubiginosa

dead cider gum stags over GPH

488938E, 5340473N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Jared Parry

30 Jan 2020

Eucalyptus gunnii subsp. divaricata

Hakea microcarpa, Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus
Acrothamnus hookeri

Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Argyrotegium mackayi, Asperula

conferta, Asperula pusilla, Brachyscome spathulata, Colobanthus apetalus var.
apetalus, Euchiton traversii, Galium sp., Geranium brevicaule, Geranium
potentilloides var. potentilloides, Gonocarpus serpyllifolius, Hydrocotyle hirta,

Montia australasica, Ranunculus pimpinellifolius, Scleranthus biflorus,

Baloskion australe Carex breviculmis, Juncus bufonius, Luzula modesta
Microlaena stijpoides, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii, Rytidosperma laeve
Acetosella vulgaris, Agrostis capillaris, Agrostis stolonifera, Aira caryophyllea, Aira

praecox, Cirsium vulgare, Holcus lanatus, Hypochaeris radicata, Leontodon

saxatilis, Taraxacum officinale

484577E, 5346297N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Joe Atkinson

29 Jan 2020

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana, Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp.

pauciflora
Exocarpos humifusus, Hakea microcarpa, Leptecophylla parvifolia, Lomatia

tinctoria, Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus
Acrothamnus hookeri, Olearia algida
Acaena novae-zelandiae, Ajuga australis, Crassula sieberiana, Epilobium

tasmanicum, Euchiton japonicus, Geranium potentifloides var. potentilloides,
Gonocarpus tetragynus, Oreomyrrhis ciliata, Plantago varia, Scleranthus biflorus,
Scleranthus fasciculatus, Senecio gunnii, Solenogyne gunnii, Veronica gracilis,

Viola hederacea, Wahlenbergia saxicola
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Graminoids:
Grasses:
Weeds:

Carex appressa

Microlaena stijpoides, Poa clivicola, Poa gunnii, Rytidosperma caespitosum
Agrostis stolonifera, Holcus lanatus, Hypochaeris radicata, Taraxacum officinale

Site: 96 Additional GPH species not seen elsewhere

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Herbs:

Ferns:

487858E, 5342570N
within 50 metres
Grant Daniels

13 Jan 2020

Leucochrysum albicans var. tricolor, Rhodanthe anthemoides, Xerochrysum

subundulatum
Botrychium lunaria

Site: 97  Rocky knoll in DPD

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Herbs:

491325E, 5331024N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Grant Daniels

16 Jan 2020

Colobanthus curtisiae, Glycine latrobeana

Site: 98 Ephemeral small shallow wetland in GPH

Grid Reference:
Accuracy:
Recorder:
Date of Survey:

Herbs:

482418E, 5345192N
GPS (within 10 metres)
Grant Daniels

16 Dec 2019

Myosurus australis, Myriophyllum integrifolium
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APPENDIX B - KNOWN DISTRIBUTION OF EPBCA THREATENED
ECOLOGICAL COMMUNITIES REFERENCED FOR THE
PROJECT AREA BY THE PMST SEARCH TOOL3°

Distribution of Alpine Sphagnum Bogs and Associated Fens
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130 Note: Alpine Sphagnum Bogs and Associated Fens in Tasmania consist of TASVEG records of ASP/MSP;
forests and woodlands dominated by black gum or Brookers gum consist of TASVEV DOV, DOW and
WBR refined by conditional criteria; lowland native grasslands of Tasmania are primarily comprised of
TASVEG GPL and GTL (with minor amounts of other units such as GCL and NBA) refined by conditional
criteria — for the purposes of these maps, the constituent TASVEG units are used for mapping,
although it is noted that not all patches have been assessed for conditional criteria. 196
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Distribution of Tasmanian Forests and Woodlands dominated by black gum or
Brookers gum (Eucalyptus ovata / E. brookeriana)
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Distribution of Lowland Native Grasslands of Tasmania
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APPENDIX C - VASCULAR PLANT SPECIES LIST FROM 2019/20 SURVEYS

Status codes:

ORIGIN NATIONAL SCHEDULE STATE SCHEDULE
i - introduced EPBCA 1999 TSP Act 1995
d - declared weed WM Act CR - critically endangered e - endangered
en - endemic to Tasmania EN - endangered v - vulnerable
t - within Australia, occurs only in Tas. VU - vulnerable r-rare
Sites:
1 DRO - on small knoll - E488010, N5339430 18/11/2019 Grant Daniels
2 GPH - high levels of bare ground and rock cover - E487900, 18/11/2019 Grant Daniels
3 AHL/MGH margin - Baloskion dominated MGH with AHL lawn 18/11/2019 Grant Daniels
adjacent - E486124, N5340305
4 Riparian species Shannon River - E486770, N5341190 19/11/2019 Grant Daniels
5 Sub-riparian ephemeral soak near Shannon River, in GPH - E486556, 19/11/2019 Grant Daniels
N5341212
6  GPH - tall inundated Poa labillardierei facies - E488172, N5341817 19/11/2019 Grant Daniels
7 Relatively sedgy and grassy margin of broader AHF wetland - 20/11/2019 Grant Daniels
E488602, N5341279
8 DRO - remnant - E485596, N5346234 20/11/2019 Grant Daniels
9 GPH - densely invaded by Ozothamnus spp. - E485631, N5346112 20/11/2019 Grant Daniels
10  DDP - small Eucalyptus dalrympleana woodland stand - E486456, 20/11/2019 Joe Atkinson
N5343290
11 MGH - E484239, N5340234 20/11/2019 Joe Atkinson
12 DPD (co-dominance of E. pauciflora and E. rubida) with DAD 15/10/2019 Joe Atkinson
elements - E491176, N5330844
13 DPD - E. rubida dominated - E490440, N5330570 15/10/2019 Grant Daniels
14 GPH - bare ground and shrubby, tower 63 - E487617, N5341614 18/12/2019 Jared Parry
15 GPH - shrubby, tower 48 - E486468, N5341491 18/12/2019 Jared Parry
16 GPH - shrubby, tower 40 - E486160, N5341946 18/12/2019 Jared Parry
17 GPH - shrubby, tower 57 - E486629, N5343776 18/12/2019 Jared Parry
18  Margin of GPH and DPD, tower 54 - E485780, N5343863 18/12/2019 Jared Parry
19  MGH, tower 59 - E486100, N5345972 18/12/2019 Jared Parry
20 DPD - open woodland, tower 12 - E487680, N5346415 19/12/2019 Jared Parry
21 DPD - picked over, tower 19 - E488335, N5336747 19/12/2019 Jared Parry
22 DPD heavily cleared/impacted, but regenerating FRG, tower 15 - 19/12/2019 Jared Parry
E488217, N5337297
23 GPH - shrubby, tower 30 - E487096, N5340153 20/12/2019 Jared Parry
24 GPH, marginal to MGH, tower 49 - E483630, N5340595 20/12/2019 Jared Parry
25  GPH - edge of small knoll in FAG adjacent highway - E485925, 19/12/2019 Jared Parry
N5346949
26  DDP - E484342, N5343469 17/12/2019 Richard White
27 DPD, tower 32 - E485143, N5342916 17/12/2019 Richard White 1 99

28  GPH - shrubby with Hakea microcarpa, tower 52 - E485825, N5342505 18/12/2019 Richard White
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29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
a2
43
a4
45
46
47

48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66

67
68

GPH - shrubby with Hakea microcarpa, tower 47 - E485304, N5341881
GPH - shrubby with Hakea microcarpa, tower 66 - E484460, N5341302
DDP - broad area search on the way to tower 60 - E488049,

DDE - tower 60 - E488095, N5345398

DDP - tower 7 - E487891, N5345912

DDP - E487694, N5345860

DPD - E485992, N5347952

DDP with large areas of exposed rock, tower 27 - E487514, N5346943
DDP - tower 22 - E488404, N5337963

DDP - tower 13 - E487455, N5337363

MGH/GPH - excellent condition - E487087, N5339415

MGH - tower 33 - E483504, N5339980

FRG marginal to FAG - E490903, N5331579

Edge of FAC-Er - E490888, N5331736

FPH - E491839, N5331837

NLE - E489691, N5336806

GPH very small patch on forest edge - E489579, N5336214

DDE edge of forest - E489556, N5336167

DRO - low quality understorey - borderline FAC-Er - E489244,

N5333097
DAD - E491741, N5333554

DRO - E494953, N5335166

FAG (wet facies with native elements) - E495161, N5335168

DPD (rocky) - E495066, N5335025

DDE forestry - tower 17 - E489108, N5337201

GPH - shrubby grassland in rocky area, tower 23 - E489633, N5342374
DDP - tower 51 - E488930, N5336508

DDE - tower 26 - E488778, N5335917

DDE - tower 43 - E487731, N5336195

GPH - tower 55 - E484308, N5341906

Forestry clearance of DPD, tower 56 - E487528, N5336693

GPH shrubby on margin of forest patch - E488098, N5343765

DDE - E489633, N5342718

MGH - E483791, N5342353

GPH - tower 62 - E483317, N5341260

MGH/GPH Poa labillardierei tall riparian facies - E483647, N5340964
DDP - E487974, N5344349

GPH heavily grazed knoll - E488480, N5342800

DDE with E. dalrympleana and E. pauciflora present, tower 38 -

E489536, N5342932
DDP near tower 37 - E489422, N5344125

Margin of DDE and DDP, tower 37 - E489391, N5343432

18/01/2020 Richard White

17/12/2019
18/12/2019
18/12/2019
18/12/2019
18/12/2019
19/01/2020
19/12/2019
19/12/2019
19/12/2019
20/01/2020
20/12/2019
15/10/2019
15/10/2019
15/10/2019
15/10/2019
15/10/2019
15/10/2019
15/10/2019

15/10/2019
15/10/2019
15/10/2019
15/10/2019
15/01/2020
14/01/2020
15/01/2020
15/01/2020
15/01/2020
18/12/2019
15/01/2020
18/12/2019
14/01/2020
18/12/2019
18/12/2019
18/12/2019
18/12/2019
18/12/2019
18/12/2019

19/12/2019
19/12/2019

Richard White

Richard White

Richard White

Richard White

Richard White

Richard White

Richard White

Richard White

Richard White

Richard White

Richard White

L S S G

oe Atkinson
oe Atkinson
oe Atkinson
oe Atkinson
oe Atkinson
oe Atkinson

oe Atkinson

Joe Atkinson

Grant

Grant

Daniels

Daniels

Joe Atkinson

Joe Atkinson

Jared
Jared
Jared
Jared
Grant
Jared
Grant
Jared
Grant
Grant
Grant
Grant
Grant

Grant

Grant

Grant

Parry
Parry
Parry
Parry
Daniels
Parry
Daniels
Parry
Daniels
Daniels
Daniels
Daniels
Daniels

Daniels

Daniels

Daniels
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69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87

88
89
90

91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98

Site

5093
81222
28 36 38

48 67 69
131920

223139

GPH - tower 34 - E488119, N5338708

GPH in between DPD and DRO knolls, tower 20 - E488040, N5339291
MGH and edges of Shannon River - E487646, N5339058

Roadside edge extra species (GPH) - E489311, N5340858

MGH late season species - E482161, N5344122

Shrubby GPH on basalt outcrop - E487086, N5343844

DDP pure E. dalrympleana - E483535, N5345327

AHF Wihareja Lagoon - E483778, N5344288

DPD late season species - E486745, N5336096

Shannon River edge species - E482257, N5342695

GPH - tower 10 - E482944, N5342133

Margin of GPH and MGH - tower 46 - E482213, N5344237

Late season GPH Allwrights - E487939, N5341175

AN incidental GPH species - E481619, N5343812

Incidental GPH species in heavily grazed area - E488211, N5340603
Incidental sighting on Shannon River - E487689, N5339851
Incidental weed sightings near river - E490254, N5331008
Incidental weed sightings on forestry roads - E488150, N5336111
Incidental weed observations in modified land in south - E490992,

N5333137
Incidental weed observation - E487099, N5344724

Incidental weed observation - E481568, N5344279
Incidental weed observation on road next to project area - E487041,

N5349129
DGW - reserved plot on Watkins Rd - E487289, N5341883

DDE, tower 36 - E488420, N5335290

Shannon River riparian zone - E490264, N5331065

DGW - dead cider gum stags over GPH - E488938, N5340473
DPD - E484577, N5346297

Additional GPH species not seen elsewhere - E487858, N5342570
Rocky knoll in DPD - E491325, N5331024

Ephemeral small shallow wetland in GPH - E482418, N5345192

19/12/2019
19/12/2019
19/12/2019
19/12/2019
13/01/2020
14/01/2020
15/01/2020
15/01/2020
15/01/2020
10/12/2019
10/12/2019
10/12/2019
19/12/2020
10/12/2019
16/01/2020
20/12/2019
15/10/2019
15/01/2020
15/10/2019

13/01/2020
10/12/2019
18/11/2019

29/01/2020
29/01/2020
29/01/2020
30/01/2020
29/01/2020
13/01/2020
16/01/2020
16/12/2019

Name Common name
DICOTYLEDONAE

APIACEAE

Centella cordifolia swampwort
Daucus glochidiatus australian carrot
Hydrocotyle hirta hairy pennywort

Grant Daniels

Grant Daniels
Grant Daniels
Grant Daniels
Grant Daniels
Grant Daniels
Grant Daniels
Grant Daniels
Grant Daniels
Andrew J. North
Andrew J. North
Andrew J. North
Grant Daniels
Andrew J. North
Grant Daniels
Richard White
Grant Daniels
Grant Daniels

Grant Daniels

Joe Atkinson
Andrew J. North

Grant Daniels

Jared Parry
Jared Parry
Jared Parry
Jared Parry
Joe Atkinson
Grant Daniels
Grant Daniels

Grant Daniels

Status
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40 44 46
48 55 58

60 94
71950

76
371750

63 71
62

182045
466673

74 95
1337

14 29 58

73 94
13

3

1357 61
69 70 74
77
381171
71921
232440

606176
12814

1516 21
2227 31
323435
3748 53
5556 58
64 66 70
758294
5360

2472

212226

27 60
63

49
21416
252862
64 65 67
69 74 91

Hydrocotyle muscosa

Hydrocotyle sibthorpioides

Oreomyrrhis argentea

Oreomyrrhis ciliata

Oreomyrrhis eriopoda
ASTERACEAE
Argyrotegium mackayi

Bedfordia linearis subsp. linearis
Bellis perennis

Brachyscome aculeata

Brachyscome decipiens

Brachyscome radicans

Brachyscome spathulata

Brachyscome tenuiscapa
Calocephalus lacteus

Carduus pycnocephalus

Celmisia asteljifolia
Centipeda elatinoides

Chrysocephalum apiculatum

mossy pennywort

shining pennywort

silver caraway

fringed caraway

australian caraway

silver cottonleaf

slender blanketleaf
english daisy i
hill daisy

field daisy
spreading daisy t

spoonleaf daisy

mountain daisy en
milky beautyheads r
slender thistle d

silver snowdaisy en

spreading sneezeweed

common everlasting
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93
50

121213
1520 21
222627
374142
434748
50 5152
53 58 60
64 67 70
919293

94
31364

67
91144

7382

48 64 66

67
121213

376569

79
12358

132932
384445
48 50 61
66 67 69
707174

95
161718

192122
2324 35
36 37 39
606171
739194
77

44 46 49
6180

11218
20 26 46

48 51 67
14580

Cirsium arvense var. arvense

Cirsium vulgare

Coronidium scorpioides

Cotula alpina
Craspedia glabrata

Craspedia gracilis

Craspedia rosulata

Euchiton japonicus

Euchiton traversii

Euchiton umbricola

Hypochaeris glabra

Hypochaeris radicata

Lagenophora stipitata

Leontodon saxatilis

Californian thistle

spear thistle

curling everlasting

alpine buttons
little alpine billybuttons

mountain billybuttons

billybuttons

common cottonleaf

mat cottonleaf

cliff cottonleaf

smooth catsear

rough catsear

blue bottledaisy

hairy hawkbit

en

en

203
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9194
374450

7176
128912

131418
212324
27 28 29
303133
343539
4048 53
79 80 91

93
575962

64 65 69
737479
13

96

81118
192935
375561

66 67
91011

243039
40 53 57
616279

809195
74

68
11213
323848

66 68 82
13

9

895374

75
78

156176

6171

152124
27 28 29

315391
44

Leptinella reptans

Leptorhynchos squamatus

Leptorhynchos squamatus subsp.

Leucanthemum vulgare
Leucochrysum albicans var. tricolor

Microseris lanceolata

Olearia algida

Olearia erubescens
Olearia phlogopappa subsp. subrepanda

Olearia viscosa

Ozothamnus antennaria
Ozothamnus ericifolius

Ozothamnus hookeri

Ozothamnus thyrsoideus
Pappochroma bellidioides
Pappochroma gunnii

Pappochroma pappocromum

Pappochroma sp.

creeping buttons

scaly buttons

alpine scaly buttons

oxeye daisy i
grassland paperdaisy EN e

yam daisy

alpine daisybush

moth daisybush
mountain dusty daisybush

viscid daisybush

sticky everlastingbush en
heathy everlastingbush en

scaly everlastingbush en

arching everlastingbush
hairy mountaindaisy
smooth mountaindaisy en

violet mountaindaisy

fleabane
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72 Pilosella aurantiaca subsp. aurantiaca
174 Podolepis decipiens
96 Rhodanthe anthemoides
12813  Senecio gunnii
16 18 20
212223
24 27 31
323334
3536 37
385253
54 55 56
57 58 60
618195
86 Senecio jacobaea
1252 Senecio linearifolius var. denticulatus
92 Senecio linearifolius var. linearifolius
657481  Senecio longipilus
Senecio prenanthoides
47 Silybum marianum
22832  Solenogyne gunnii
36 37 39
45 48 51
57 59 62
67 69 79
8094 95
67 68 Taraxacum aristum

234610 Taraxacum officinale
1113 31

354142

44 45 47

495053

57 58 59

60 61 62

809194

95

7496 Xerochrysum subundulatum

BORAGINACEAE

13134  Myosotis australis

68 77
292627 Myosotis discolor

orange hawkweed d

chamomile sunray r

mountain fireweed

ragwort d
toothed fireweed groundsel

common fireweed groundsel

longhair fireweed

common fireweed

variegated thistle i

hairy flat-herb

mountain dandelion r

common dandelion i

orange everlasting

southern forgetmenot

changing forgetmenot i
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80

13

82

11213

373877
48

24823

42 45
24823

4245
121617

2327 31
323536
48 53 64
6567 70
74 91

376

744 45

137577

16 23 38
52 5556
60 69 79
929395

18 20 80

122627
303137
383947

62 66
83

123515
161920
222324
28 29 30
395758
60 62 67
697479
9194

97

BRASSICACEAE
Barbarea australis

Cardamine lilacina

Cardamine papillata

Cardamine tryssa

Erophila verna subsp. praecox

Erophila verna subsp. verna

Teesdalia nudicaulis

CAMPANULACEAE
Lobelia irrigua

Lobelia pedunculata
Wahlenbergia ceracea

Wahlenbergia saxicola

CARYOPHYLLACEAE

Cerastium glomeratum

Cerastium sp.

Colobanthus affinis

Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus

Colobanthus curtisiae

riverbed wintercress enEN e
lilac bittercress

warty bittercress

delicate bittercress

spring whitlowgrass i

spring whitlowgrass i

shepherds cress it

salt lobelia
matted lobelia
waxy bluebell

mountain bluebell en

sticky mouse-ear i

mouse-ear chickweed i

alpine cupflower

coast cupflower

grassland cupflower VU r
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251229 Moenchia erecta erect chickweed i

57 65
78 Sagina procumbens spreading pearlwort i

126813 Scleranthus biflorus twinflower knawel
141516
1718 20
212224
252627
28 30 31
323334
353738
3945 48
5053 56
57 58 59
62 64 65
67 6970
747579
809192
9394 95

246779  Scleranthus brockiei mountain knawel
80
95 Scleranthus fasciculatus spreading knawel Y

13 Spergula arvensis corn spurrey i

161718  Stellaria media garden chickweed i

252629
281012 Stellaria multiflora subsp. multiflora rayless starwort

151718
192526
38 48 67
68
CLUSIACEAE
34567  Hypericum japonicum matted st johns-wort
91112
232829
303639
40 44 50
57 6167
697176

CONVOLVULACEAE
5 Dichondra repens kidneyweed 207
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CRASSULACEAE
2 Crassula decumbens var. decumbens
57 Crassula peduncularis
11718 Crassula sieberiana
20 26 27
334851
64 67 68

9195

36 37 38 Crassula tetramera

80
DROSERACEAE
3 Drosera pygmaea

ERICACEAE
125810 Acrothamnus hookeri

121314
1516 17
18 20 21
232425
26 27 28
2930 31
323334
353637
383945
46 5152
54 55 56
57 58 59
60 62 64
65 66 67
68 69 70
747579
809192
93 94 95

48 Acrotriche serrulata
34678  Epacris gunnif
91114

19 24 31

354957

596163

717475

93

73 Epacris lanuginosa

spreading stonecrop
purple stonecrop

stone-crop

wiry stonecrop

dwarf sundew

mountain beardheath

ants delight

coral heath

swamp heath
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23467
111417
1819 24
394061

707176
81012

202126
273132
333435
363842
43 44 46
47 48 49
515253
54 55 56
58 60 66
67 68 70
747592
9395
12
25810
16 29 36
3848 51
5257 65
676979
80
7173
83

75

18 48 60

1320 21
313435
3843 46
48 54 55
56 67 68

7892 93
37914

18 39 60

61
81617

181923

Epacris petrophila

Leptecophylla parvifolia

Leucopogon collinus

Leucopogon fraseri

Leucopogon pilifer
Richea acerosa
Richea sprengelioides

EUPHORBIACEAE

Poranthera microphylla
FABACEAE

Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata

Almaleea subumbellata

Bossiaea cordigera

central snowheath

mountain pinkberry en

white beardheath

prickly beardheath

trailing beardheath
slender candleheath en

rigid candleheath en

small poranthera

silver wattle

wiry bushpea

wiry bossiaea 209
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2528 31
34 49 60
62 64 69

74
21213

21516
17 30 57
59 64 70
747593
72
43
97

132035
48
135193
72
78
192230
57 59 62

79 91
77

121332
48 7477

93
303257

59 64 65
69 80
9192
1242 47

85

1961

80

21827

34
12813

141518
2022 25
26 27 28
303239

Bossiaea prostrata

Bossiaea riparia

Cytisus scoparius
Genista monspessulana
Glycine latrobeana

Hovea heterophylla

Hovea tasmanica
Lotus corniculatus var. corniculatus
Oxylobium ellipticum

Pultenaea fasciculata

Pultenaea gunnii

Pultenaea juniperina

Trifolium dubium

Trifolium sp.
Trifolium subterraneum

Ulex europaeus

GENTIANACEAE
Gentianella polysperes
GERANIACEAE
Erodium botrys

Erodium cicutarium

Geranium brevicaule

creeping bossiaea

leafless bossiaea

english broom
canary broom
clover glycine

winter purplepea

rockfield purplepea
common birdsfoot-trefoil
golden shaggypea

alpine bushpea

golden bushpea
prickly beauty

suckling clover

clover
subterranean clover

gorse

early forestgentian

long heronsbill

common heronsbill

alpine cranesbill

VU v
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43 44 45
48 50 56
57 58 59
6162 64
65 66 67
697074
79 8094

181014 Geranium potentilloides var.

151618
1920 21
232426
2732 33
34 3539
46 52 53
56 58 60
64 66 68
809192
94 95

49 50

12 48 68

80
121338

4868 70

12569
111517
1823 24
293039
4057 58
5962 69
707476
79 91

63

361161
13

1617 19
202122
232425
2829 31

Geranium retrorsum

Geranium solanderi

Pelargonium australe

GOODENIACEAE
Velleia montana

GUNNERACEAE

Gunnera cordifolia

HALORAGACEAE
Gonocarpus micranthus subsp.

Gonocarpus montanus

Gonocarpus serpyllifolius

mountain cranesbill

grassland cranesbill

southern cranesbill

southern storksbill

mountain velleia

tasmanian mudleaf

creeping raspwort
mountain raspwort

alpine raspwort

en

North Barker Ecosystem Services
PAS115: 2023_06_21

211



St Patricks Plains Wind Farm
Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

3536 39
405053
5556 58
6061 66
676970

747994
18948

64 67 91

92 93 95
46 92

98

31961

78
717682

12810
131415
1617 18
1920 21
222325
26 27 28
303132
353653
57 59 60
62 64 69
747579
80 94 95
1349
93

1976

133056

6174

3

376376

78

46371

Gonocarpus tetragynus

Gonocarpus teucrioides
Myriophyllum integrifolium
Myriophyllum pedunculatum

Myriophyllum simulans
HEMEROCALLIDACEAE
Herpolirion novae-zelandiae

LAMIACEAE
Ajuga australis

Prunella vulgaris
Westringia rubaiefolia

LENTIBULARIACEAE
Utricularia monanthos

LINACEAE
Linum marginale

MENYANTHACEAE

Liparophyllum exiguum

Ornduffia reniformis

MYRTACEAE
Baeckea gunniana

common raspwort

forest raspwort
tiny watermilfoil \Y

matted water-milfoil

amphibious watermilfoil

sky lily

australian bugle

selfheal i

sticky westringia

mountain bladderwort

native flax

dwarf marshwort en

running marsh flower

alpine heathmyrtle
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1248
1022 26
313334
353738
44 46 48
5164 66
67 68 75
80 95
325254
55 56 60
66 67 68
92
9194
27
4356 58

181012
1320 21
222526
273133
3536 37
385153
54 60 64
66 67 68
7093 95
12 48

182541

42 47 49
1213

413 44
454978

93
49

47178

28 30 34

26 69 70

80
82

Eucalyptus amygdalina
Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp.
dalrympleana

Eucalyptus delegatensis subsp.

tasmaniensis

Eucalyptus gunnii subsp. divaricata

Eucalyptus gunnii subsp. gunnii

Eucalyptus nitens

Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp. pauciflora

Eucalyptus pulchella

Eucalyptus rodwayi

Eucalyptus rubida

Leptospermum lanigerum

Melaleuca pallida
Melaleuca virens

OLEACEAE
Notelaea ligustrina

ONAGRACEAE
Epilobium billardierianum

Epilobium biflardierianum subsp.

Epilobium biflardierianum subsp.

intermedium

black peppermint

mountain white gum

gumtopped stringybark

miena cider gum
cider gum
shining gum

cabbage gum

white peppermint

swamp peppermint

candlebark

woolly teatree

yellow bottlebrush

prickly bottlebrush

native olive

common willowherb

grey willowherb

marsh willowherb

en

en

en EN e

en

en

en

en
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235618
323537
3844 47
50 51 52
6779 93

1418 21
222329
303140
5358 60
6164 69
707173
7476 95

51415
161718
1920 21
234950

58 60 69
48 51

49

371161
111415
161719
293035
374053
58 59 60

62 65 91
71350

93
112571

6 48 64

95
181213

1518 20
212223
24 26 29
313435
38 46 48
515556

Epilobium sp.

Epilobium tasmanicum

OXALIDACEAE
Oxalis exilis

Oxalis sp.

PITTOSPORACEAE
Bursaria spinosa subsp. spinosa

PLANTAGINACEAE
Gratiola peruviana

Limosella australis

Plantago antarctica

Plantago lanceolata

Plantago paradoxa

Plantago varia

Veronica calycina

willowherb

snow willowherb

feeble woodsorrel

woodsorrel

prickly box

southern brooklime
southern mudwort

mountain plantain

ribwort plantain i

hairtuft plantain en

variable plantain

hairy speedwell
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64 66 67

7492
141518

192029
3036 39
40 54 56
606168
697071
7479 80
9195
50

616373

72

73

12513
141516
17 20 23
252627
293032
333637
394750
5357 58
59 62 64
65 66 67
69 70 74
7980 91
94

2

371147
506176

94
347

57 59 62

79 93
78

101320

263134

Veronica gracilis

Veronica persica
Veronica serpyllifolia

POLEMONIACEAE
Navarretia squarrosa

POLYGALACEAE
Comesperma retusum
POLYGONACEAE
Acetosella vulgaris

Muehlenbeckia axillaris

PORTULACACEAE
Montia australasica

Montia fontana subsp. chondrosperma

PROTEACEAE

Grevillea australis

Hakea epiglottis

Hakea lissosperma

slender speedwell

persian speedwell i

thyme speedwell i

skunkweed i

mountain milkwort

sheep sorrel i

matted lignum r

white purslane

waterblinks
southern grevillea en
beaked hakea en

mountain needlebush
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36 38 66

68 78
12345

678910
111415
161718
192324
252628
293034
353740
535457
596061
64 65 69
707174
7579 80
919394
95
132146
48 5152
535455
56 58 60
66 67 68
758292
95

598

76
31150
71

650 82
5076
281721
222427
313235
37 46 48
535759
65 67 69
707579

80
67 71

36711

Hakea microcarpa

Lomatia tinctoria

RANUNCULACEAE
Myosurus australis

Ranunculus amphitrichus

Ranunculus collinus

Ranunculus decurvus
Ranunculus glabrifolius

Ranunculus lappaceus

Ranunculus parviflorus

Ranunculus pimpinellifolius

smallfruit needlebush

guitarplant en

southern mousetail e
river buttercup

mountain buttercup

nodding buttercup en
shining buttercup

woodland buttercup

smallflower buttercup

bog buttercup
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1519 24
50 6171
76 82 94
185771
1213 28
293437
39 40 41
44 47

93

93

93

132122
2526 34
353639
64 80
79
123811
121415
1617 18
1920 21
222324
2526 27
282930
313234
36 37 39
43 44 46
48 49 50
525354
56 58 59
6061 64
66 69 70
717475
76 80 91
929394
95

13 45 47
48 57 59
62 65 67
697074

Ranunculus pumilio var. pumifio

Ranunculus sp.

RHAMNACEAE
Cryptandra amara

Pomaderris apetala

Pomaderris racemosa
ROSACEAE
Acaena echinata

Acaena montana

Acaena novae-zelandiae

Acaena ovina

ferny buttercup r
buttercup
pretty pearlflower e

common dogwood

slender dogwood

spiny sheeps burr

mountain buzzy en

common buzzy

hairy sheepsburr
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7591
282934

57 59 64
69 80

2

90

8793

12023

27 28 33
343537
384757
616479

80 94
81517

182122
232530
64 66 70

79
62

13132

36 40 54
56 58 60
64 66 67

707594
1

371176

1338

38 54

17 24 39

40 62 69

73
66

80

77

51

1394

88

895

Aphanes arvensis

Aphanes microcarpa
Crataegus monogyna

Rosa rubiginosa
RUBIACEAE
Asperula conferta

Asperula gunnif

Asperula gunnii var. gunnii

Asperula pusilla

Asperula scoparia subsp. scoparia
Asperula subsimplex

Coprosma hirtella

Coprosma nitida

Coprosma pumila

Galium australe
Galium ciliare
Galium densum
Galium gaudichaudii
Galium sp.

SALICACEAE
Salix Xfragilis var. fragilis

SANTALACEAE

Exocarpos humifusus

parsley piert i

smallfruit piert it
hawthorn i

sweet briar i

common woodruff

mountain woodruff

mountain woodruff

alpine woodruff

prickly woodruff r
water woodruff r
coffeeberry

mountain currant

dwarf matcurrant

tangled bedstraw
hairy bedstraw
shade bedstraw

rough bedstraw

bedstraw
crack willow d
mountain native-cherry en
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17 18 58
59 69 74

80
13

72 85

77

77

820

1322

3848 93

21114
1516 17
18 23 24
282930
394053
575961
62 80 91

82075
93

26

121314
161718
212326
27 34 37
454753
54 60 64
697074
758091

93 94 95
13810

131415
1617 19
202122
232526

Exocarpos nanus

Exocarpos strictus
SCROPHULARIACEAE
Verbascum thapsus
Verbascum virgatum

STACKHOUSIACEAE
Stackhousia monogyna

STYLIDIACEAE
Stylidium graminifolium

THYMELAEACEAE
Pimelea humilis

Pimelea nivea

Pimelea pygmaea

TREMANDRACEAE
Tetratheca procumbens

URTICACEAE

Urtica urens

VIOLACEAE
Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus

Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia

alpine native-cherry

pearly native-cherry

great mullein i

twiggy mullein i

forest candles

narrowleaf triggerplant

dwarf riceflower

bushmans bootlace en
alpine riceflower en
spreading pinkbells en

stinging nettle i

divaricate tree violet

showy violet
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272830
313235
3639 53
5556 57
58 60 61
62 64 66
67 68 69
717475
92

84

334895

3

93

89

11242
434893

1213

223

76
1395
21319
2023 24
253053
57 58 59
63 65 67
68 69 70
747779
809194
637178

83

Viola cunninghamii
Viola hederacea
Viola sp
WINTERACEAE

Tasmannia lanceolata
GYMNOSPERMAE

PINACEAE
Pinus radliata

MONOCOTYLEDONAE

ASPARAGACEAE
Lomandra longifolia

ASPHODELACEAE
Bulbine glauca

COLCHICACEAE
Wurmbea uniflora
CYPERACEAE
Baumea arthrophylla

Carex appressa

Carex breviculmis

Carex capillacea

Carex curta

346719 Carex gaudichaudiana

416171

76 93

alpine violet
ivyleaf violet

garden violet

mountain pepper

radiata pine

sagg

bluish bulbine-lily

oneflower early nancy

fine twigsedge
tall sedge

shortstem sedge

yellowleaf sedge
white sedge

fen sedge
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117180

81
1140 41

474971

73
637178

82
73 81

31123
616371

82
76

76

7

3676

6176

5771

7

115471

82
71

31144

48 50
7176

3776

1145

31161

34149

50
4142 44

47 48 49
50 65 67

76
345657

617694

471928

296176
71

45 48 65
73

Carex inversa

Carex iynx

Carex ovalis

Carex raleighii

Carpha alpina

Eleocharis acuta
Eleocharis gracilis
Eleocharis sphacelata
Isolepis fluitans
Isolepis montivaga
Isolepis sp.

Isolepis wakefieldiana

Lepidosperma filiforme

Schoenus absconditus

Schoenus apogon

Schoenus calyptratus
Schoenus fluitans
Uncinia compacta

HYDATELLACEAE
Trithuria submersa
JUNCACEAE
Juncus articulatus

Juncus astreptus

Juncus bufonius

Juncus bulbosus

Juncus falcatus subsp. falcatus

Juncus filicaulis

knob sedge

tussock sedge

oval sedge

alpine sedge

alpine strawsedge

common spikesedge
slender spikesedge
tall spikesedge
floating clubsedge
mountain clubsedge
club rush

tufted clubsedge

common rapiersedge

hidden bogsedge

common bogsedge

alpine bogsedge
floating bogsedge

compact hooksedge

submerged watertuft

jointed rush

rigid rush

toad rush

bulbous rush

sickleleaf rush

thread rush

en

en
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43
26 68 73
12

1819 20
225759
62 65 70

739194
13811

213638
3946 51
79

71

7176

1348 68
7593

68

78

81

361

69

57 59 69

253948
5779

74243
495093

94
92

6 13 41
42 44 47
509194

95
37382

11415
161718
202325
323334
3536 37

Juncus pallidus
Luzula flaccida
Luzula meridionalis

Luzula modesta

Luzula sp.

JUNCAGINACEAE
Cycnogeton alcockiae

Cycnogeton procerum

LAXMANNIACEAE
Arthropodium milleflorum

ORCHIDACEAE
Caladenia alpina

Chiloglottis triceratops
Corybas sp.

Diuris monticola

Microtis unifolia
Prasophyllum sphacelatum

Pterostylis pratensis
POACEAE

Agrostis capillaris

Agrostis sp.

Agrostis stolonifera

Agrostis venusta

Aira caryophyllea

pale rush
pale woodrush
southern woodrush

bog woodrush

luzula

southern waterribbons

greater waterribbons

pale vanilla-lily

alpine finger-orchid
threehorned bird-orchid
helmet orchid

highland golden moths
common onion-orchid
subalpine leek-orchid

liawenee greenhood enVUv

brown top bent grass i

blown grass

creeping bent i

graceful bent

silvery hairgrass i
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5253 64
6569 74
79 8091
92 94
25658
677476

77
11216

202527
2829 30
333437
383953
57 58 59
60 62 64
65 66 67
68 69 70

74 94
132026

303335
455556
596164
6567 68
707174
91
192226
303132
333435
3637 53
55 56 58
616491
93

64
1247
22
81348
74
134874

77
121419

212227
354041

Aira elegantissima

Aira praecox

Anthosachne scabra

Anthoxanthum odoratum

Bromus hordeaceus
Cynosurus echinatus
Dactylis glomerata
Deyeuxia monticola
Dichelachne micrantha

Dichelachne rara

Holcus lanatus

delicate hairgrass i

early hairgrass i

rough wheatgrass

sweet vernalgrass i

soft brome i
rough dogstail i
cocksfoot i
mountain bentgrass

shorthair plumegrass

common plumegrass

yorkshire fog i

North Barker Ecosystem Services
PAS115: 2023_06_21

223



St Patricks Plains Wind Farm
Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

43 44 46
475358
59 60 69
717475
919394
95

64

737476

77

535458

6073
1342

128910
111415
1617 18

202123

24 25 26

2728 29

303132

333435

36 37 38

394048

535556

57 58 59

60 62 64

65 66 67

68 69 70

747577

79 80 91

929394

95

12358
91011
121314
151718
1920 21
222324
2526 27
2829 31
353843

Hordeum sp.

Lachnagrostis lacunarum

Microlaena stipoides

Pentapogon quadrifidus

Poa annua

Poa clivicola

Poa gunnii

barley, barley grass i

tarn blowngrass en

weeping grass

five-awned spear-grass

winter grass i

fineleaf snowgrass

gunns snowgrass en
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44 45 46
47 48 51
525354
55 56 57
58 59 60
616264
66 67 70
717475
779394
95
71719
426162
64 76 80
26 41
4895
73

15 57 60
737491

93 94
1417 20

2145
80

145810
27 44 49
50 67 68

70
414893

125759
64 65 67

68
1416 17

232728

30 34 69
57 59 64

74
79 80

76

346719
4060 61
7194

Poa labillardierei

Poa pratensis
Rytidosperma caespitosum
Rytidosperma fortunae-hibernae

Rytidosperma laeve

Rytidosperma nudiflorum

Rytidosperma setaceum

Rytidosperma sp.

Themeda triandra

Vulpia bromoides

Vulpia myuros

Vulpia myuros forma megalura

Vulpia sp.
POTAMOGETONACEAE
Potamogeton tricarinatus

RESTIONACEAE
Baloskion australe

silver tussockgrass

kentucky bluegrass
common wallabygrass
luck-of-the-irish wallabygrass

smooth wallabygrass

alpine wallabygrass

bristly wallabygrass

wallabygrass

kangaroo grass

squirreltail fescue

ratstail fescue

foxtail fescue

fescue

floating pondweed

southern cordrush

en
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361119
617176

31

11213
2022 27
3169 77
80

77

71

27

38 43 46
515255
569293

71

34 96
252932
36 40 45
48 57 59
69 79

Empodisma minus

PTERIDOPHYTA

ASPIDIACEAE
Polystichum proliferum

ASPLENIACEAE
Asplenium flabellifolium

ATHYRIACEAE
Cystopteris tasmanica

BLECHNACEAE
Blechnum penna-marina subsp. alpina

DENNSTAEDTIACEAE
Histiopteris incisa

Pteridium esculentum subsp. esculentum

ISOETACEAE
Isoetes humilior

LINDSAEACEAE
Lindsaea linearis

OPHIOGLOSSACEAE
Botrychium lunaria

Ophioglossum lusitanicum subsp.

coriaceum

spreading roperush

mother shieldfern

necklace fern

brittle bladderfern

alpine waterfern

batswing fern

bracken

veiled quillwort

screw fern

moonwort

adders-tongue

enr
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APPENDIX D - ECOTAS ASSESSMENT OF SELECTED TAXA FROM
PROJECT AREA

Comments on plant species from St Patricks Plains

28 Suncrest Avenue
Lenah valley, TAS 7008
E Co mark@ecotas.com.au
tas www.ecotas.com.au
(03) 62 283 220
Environmantal Consulting O ptions 0407 008 685
Thpran ABN 83 464 107 291

North Barker Ecosystem Services
ATTENTION: Grant Daniels (Senior Ecologist)
163 Campbell Street

Hobart TAS 7000

21 January 2020
Dear Grant

RE: Prasophyllum, Asperula and Colobanthus — St Patricks Plains

Commentary on taxonomy, nomenclature and identification

I refer to engagement by North Barker Ecosystem Services (via Grant Daniels) to provide
commentary on Prasophylium, Colobanthus and Asperula material collected from the St Patricks
Plains area.

I understand that I have been requested for this commentary in the recognition of my expertise
with Tasmanian native orchids, which has included commencement of a review of a number of
challenging taxonomic issues in several genera, including Prasophylfum.

In relation to Asperula, in particular, I have a long-held interest in this genus (and Galium) and
provided much Tasmanian matenal to Ian Thompsen as part of his review of these genera
(Thompson 2009). Subsequent to this, I have provided Ian Thompson with collected material of
both general for many years. My personal herbarium now includes confirmed matenal of all
Tasmanian species in both genera, as well as comparative material of mainland Australian
matenal. I have a high degree of confidence in identifying species in Asperula and Galium.

My expenence with Colobanthus is more limited, although I hold a personal collection of several
specimens putatively identified as C. apetalus and C. curtisize. My experience of other species
is limited. I have personally entered many records of C. curtisiae into the Natural Values Atlas,
some of which are supported by vouchers at the Tasmanian herbarium. However, I have limited
confidence in my identification of these two species and admit to having made many
assumptions in the field using limited reliable characters. I have taken this opportunity to review
available keys and descriptions, as well as attempt to redetermine all material in my own
herbarium.

ASPERULA

The most useful key to herbaceous Rubiaceae in Tasmania is Thompson (2009). Any earlier keys
(e.g. Curtis 1963) are inadequate as they do not include all taxa.

Identification of Asperula and Galium can usually be made with vegetative material, although
flowers and fruit are required to confirm identification of some species.

ECOtas...providing options in environmental consulting
1
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Comments on plant species from St Patricks Plains

Identification of material supplied

"Forest Asperula”

This was a bag of good fresh material, most of which keyed very easily to A. pusilla and matches
the detailed description very well.

One specimen (labelled "A” in the pressed material) keys to A. pusilla but the leaves have a
more acute apex and a fine hair at the tip, a character associated with A. scoparia. However, in
all other respects, the material is a good match for A. pusilla. Thompson (2009) has relatively
extensive notes on the species, explaining the variability in habit, leaf/stipule, stem and
indumentum variability, especially with geography and habitat. I am comfortable that specimen
"A" fits the natural variation of A. pusilla that T am familiar with.

One small specimen was identified as a Galium species (labelled "G” in the pressed material).
This 4-whorled specimen is lacking fertile material but comparison to specimens in my personal
herbarium (confirmed by I. Thompson) indicates that the species is almost certainly G. ciliare
var. terminale.

"Grassland Asperula”

This was a bag of good fresh material, most of which keyed very easily to A. conferta and
matches the detailed description very well. There is some variation in the habit {(most quite
compact and dense but some looser and more open) and degree of glabrousness (most quite
glabrous on stems but some approaching a moderate degree of hairiness) but all well within my
experience with this taxon.

Three small fragments are tentatively assigned to A. conferta x A. scoparia (labelled "H" in
the pressed material), based on the indumentum and whorls projecting more forwards.
Thompson (2009) specifically notes “there is evidence of hybridization between A. conferta and
A. scoparia at St Patricks Plains, Tasmania (A.C.Rozefelds 2236 HO)".

Two fragments are easily keyed to A. scoparia (labelled "S" in the pressed material), based on
the indumentum including the hyaline tip to the leaves. In my experience, it is not unusual for
A. conferta and A. scoparia to co-occur, and this probably explains the hybrids present. In the
field, A. scoparia usually stands out because of the dense indumentum of hairs giving the plants
a slightly grey-green appearance and also the forward-projecting whorls are usually obvious.

One specimen is clearly attributable to A. pusilla (labelled “P” in the pressed material).

Two fragments are easily keyed to A. gunnii (labelled "G" in the pressed material).

"Asperula minima NVA records”

This was a bag of good fresh material, with three species identified, none of which were A.
minima.

Two fragments are easily keyed to A. pusilla (labelled "P” in the pressed material).

The remaining six fragments easily keyed out to A. conferta (labelled "C" in the pressed
material).

"Ref Colobanthus + Asperula”

This was a bag of older and less fresh material of mixed Colobanthus and Asperula. The Asperula
material had started to decay and turn black, which is recognised by Thompson (2009) under
A. pusilla viz. “it often dries very black”. I have assigned this material to A. pusilla.
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Notes on records of Asperula minima from the Central Highlands

I am aware that there are records of A. minima on the Central Highlands (Figures 1 & 2). As
this is a species listed as rare on the Tasmanian Threatened Species Protection Act 1995, and it
has superficial similarities to A. pusilla, it is important to account for these records.

Thompson (2009) described the distribution of A. minima as “occurs in and near the Grampians,
in south-western Victoria, French Island in south-central Victoria, in far northern Tasmania, and
on several islands off the north-eastern coast of Tasmania in Bass Strait” (i.e. ostensibly a
lowland and somewhat near-coastal distribution). Thompson (2009) further notes that “an 1853
record at MEL cites the Buffalo Ranges (presumably Mt Buffalo in the eastern highlands of
Victoria), and a few 1840s record at HO cite Arthurs Lake in the Central Highlands of Tasmania”
but that “these localities are not accepted as genuine”.

There are eight database records of A. minima putatively recorded from the Tasmanian Central
Highlands (Figure 2, Table 1). Prior to the taxonomic review of Thompson (2009), Curtis (1963)
was the only available key to Asperula for Tasmania. That key separates A. pusilla from
A. minima with A. minima with “leaves mostly 8 in a whorl” as opposed to A. pusilla with “leaves
mostly 6 in a whorl”, suggesting it is difficult to confuse the two species. However, Thompson
(2009) notes that the whorls of A. pusilla are “usually all 6-partite, occasionally a small
proportion 5-, 7- or 8-partite” and the whorls of A. minima are “6-partite, or sometimes a small
proportion 5-partite”. That is, the revised taxonomy essentially makes the separation of the two
species in Curtis (1963) invalid.

Figure 1. Distribution of Asperula minima in Tasmania, based on records held in the Natural Values Atlas
(download: 18 Jan. 2020)
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Figure 2. Distribution of Asperula minima in Tasmania, based on records held in the Natural Values Atlas
(download: 18 Jan. 2020)

- Central Highlands records only (the four circles correspond to the rows in Table 1, north to south)
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Table 1. Putative records of A. minima from the Tasmanian Central Highlands

Record Collector
NvA Id Date Notes
Herbarium voucher Location
This collection is held at the Queen
Victoria Museum. There is a note in the
fila that states "det. M. Camercn
1/9/1934", which clearly pre-dates the
T.E. Burns taxonomic revision of Thompson (2009).
MVA: 1352016
3 Jan. 1365 This collection warrants further review. I

QWVM: TEB:B:1623

"Projection Bluff”

hawve made collections of A. pusilla from
the Lake Highway near Projection Bluff
(HO555405; M. Wapstra et al.; 23 Jan.
2007), which suggests that the 1965
material may be similar.

NWVA: 227675
HO: 52132

R.C. Gunn
17 Jan. 1345
"Arthurs Lakes”

Thempson (2009) suggests that the
records from the 1840s from Arthurs
Lake are not genuine. However, the
specimen is labelled as "Arthurs Lakas"
on HO52132, A hand-written note on
the sheet was made by W.M. Curtis and
states "this locality record could be an
error — the species is otherwisa known
only from the n. & N.E. coast” to which
I.R. Thompson wrote "I agree. Ian T
13/12/07".

I re-examined this collection on 20 Jan.
2020 and confirmed it as A. minima NOT
A. pusilla (based on leaf indumentum].

NVA: 939516
HO: 21609

R.C. Gunn
17 Jan. 1345
"Arthurs Lakes”

Appears to be a duplicate of HOS52132,
This is a confusing collection sheet as it
had two species on it. A minima remains
on the shest, detted by Ian Thompson
on 13/12/2007. This material appears to
be associated with a Gunn note that
states "Arthurs Lakes, 17/1/45".
Howewver, there was a second note that
stated "Pt. Effingham, 2/12/41", which
was detted by Ian Thompson as

A. pusilla and removed to HOS14090.
For the record, the Effingham area is
lowland and near-coastal and within the
accepted range of A. minima.

I re-examined this collection en 20 Jan.
2020 and confirmed it as A. minima NOT
A. pusilla (based on leaf indumentum].

NVA: -
HO: 21614

R.C. Gunn
17 Jan. 1345
"Arthurs Lakes”

Appears to be a duplicate of HO52132 &
HO21609,

This callection shest bears Gunn’s notes
of "Arthurs Lakes, 17/1/45", originally
identified by Gunn as A. pusillz. The
sheet bears two specimeans, ona detted
to A. pusilla, the other to A. minima,
both by Ian Thempson on 13/12/2007.
This sheet does not bear any other
locality notes.

I re-examined this collection en 20 Jan.
2020 and confirmed the specimens as
A. minima AND A. pusilla (basad on leaf
indumentum) as per Ian Thompson's
determinations.
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Record Collector
NWA Id Date MNotes
Herbarium voucher Location
C. McCoull & R. Barnes The identification predates the
NVA: 1058214 22 Dec. 2008 taxonomic review of Thompson (2009}
NVA: 1058215 "St Patricks PMains” but is questioned bacause the notes
[no vouchers] [between Shannon River and Ripple | refer to the species being "localised
Creek, southwest of highway] across plain at low density”™, in habitat
similar to matarial now very dearly
NVA: 1058216 C. McCoull & R. Barnes attributed to A. pusilla.
NVA: 1058217 22 Dec. 2008 Unfortunately, these records are not
NVA: 1058218 "St Patricks Plains” supported by voucher material so
[ne vouchers] [east of Shannon River] cannot be confirmed.

While I concur with both W.M. Curtis and Ian Thompson in finding it highly unlikely that Gunn
made collections of A. minima from the “Arthurs Lakes” area because all other evidence points
to this species being a lowland near-coastal species, except on Flinders Island where it can occur
in moister/wet forest at higher elevations (I suspect this iz because of the very strong mantime
influence to the highest peaks), entirely discounting highland records of the species is difficult.
We do know Gunn collected in the Arthur Lake area on 17 Jan. 1845 (Buchanan 1988) so this
aspect of the collection is not doubted. Indeed, Gunn collected A. pusifla from this area on this
date. Howewver, given that two of the collections are mixed A. pusilla and 4. minima and at least
one sheet was from two locations ("“aArthurs Lakes, 17/1/45" and "Pt. Effingham, 3/12/41"), both
of which accord with known collecting history of Gunn (Buchanan 1988), it seems possible that
Gunn compared matenal collected earlier on the north coast with materal collected later at
Arthur Lake and inadvertently mixed the specimens.

References

Buchanan, A.M. (1988). The Tasmanian Collecting Localities of Ronald Gunn & Joseph Milligan.
Tasmanian Herbarium Occasional Publication Mo. 1, Tasmania herbarium, Hobart.

Curtis, W.M. (1963). The Student’s Flora of Tasmania. Part 2. Angiospermae: Lythraceae to
Epacridaceae. Government Printer, Hobart.

Thompson, I.R. (2009). A revision of Asperulz and Galium (Rubiaceae) in Australia. Muelleria
27(1): 35-115.

COLOBANTHUS

The current Census of Vascular Plants of Tasmania, including Macguarie Isiand (de Salas & Baker
2019) accepts that Tasmania has six taxa of Colobanthus, as follows:

Colobanthus affinis [mainland Tasmania & Macquarie Island]
Colobanthus apetalus var. alpinus [Macquarie Island only]
Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus [mainland Tasmania only]
Colobanthus curtisiae [mainland Tasmania only]

Colobanthus pulvinatus [mainland Tasmania only]
Colobanthus muscoides [Macquarie Island only]

That is, for mainland Tasmania, we can discount C. muscoides as being present (Macquare
Island only), and in theory, also C. apetalus var. alpinus (apparently restricted to Macquanrie
Island).

C. pulvinatus is a distinctive species that occurs on exposed ridges with little soil in the southem
and western mountains such as Mt Ossa, Frenchmans Cap and Moonlight Ridge: this species is
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considered sufficiently distinct to be not further considered in the present discussion of
potentially confusing species.

Curtis & Marris (1981) only included C. apetalus (with no varieties) and C. affinis. Separation of
C. affinis, however, from C. apetalus appears simple, with the key character that the sepals are
broad, obtuse to sub-acute (rather than narrow, acute or acuminate) and shorter than the valves
of the capsule (rather than more or less equalling the valves of the capsule) and the leaves are
apiculate but without a hair (rather than apiculate or tapering to a fine hair). Their concept of
. apetalus would have included the now-recognised C. curtisize (West 1991).

C. curtisiae was described by West (1991) but a key to the then-recognised species in Tasmania
was not provided. However, West (1991) stated that "Colobanthus curtisize i1s allied to
C. apetalus to which it also shows morphological resemblance™ with “the new species
_.distinguished through its sepals, which are narrower and longer than in C. apetalus, the hair-
like leaf tip is 1-2 mm long compared with c. 0.5 mm in C. apetalus and the testa pattern is
mare prominently colliculate”. Unfortunately, no key was provided and the only illustrations are
of C. curtisize with no companson to C. apetalus.

In the treatment of Colobanthus in the Flora of Australia, Orchard (1993) states under C. affinis
that "Colobanthus species are difficult to distinguish because of the plasticity of their vegetative
characters and their relatively simple flowers”, further citing Moore (1970) who "discussed the
close relationships between C. quitensis, C. affinis and C. apetalus, and [that] it is clear that a
detailed study of at least these species (if not the whole genus) in Australia and New Zealand is
overdue”. Under C. apetalus var. alpinus, Orchard (1993) stated that “this taxon requires further
investigation”.

At present, there is no formal Tasmanian-based treatment of the Caryophyllaceae that includes
adequate consideration of all species of Colobanthus. In my opinion, the most reliable key is
provided in the Flora of Victoria Online because while it does not include C. pulvinatus, it includes
the morphologically similar C. affinis, C. apetalus and C. curtisiae.

There are significant implications in the correct identification of Colobanthus in Tasmania
because C. curtisiae is listed as Vulnerable on the Commonwealth Envirenment Protection and
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 and as rare on the Tasmanian Threatened Species Protection
Act 1995, These listings largely arose because at the time of description, the species was though
to be highly restricted at Ben Lomond and Campbell Town (West 1991). Subsequently,
numerous records of the species were reported, from both lowland and highland sites.
Increasingly, field workers assumed that most of the material observed in non-coastal areas
was C. curtisize because C. apetalus was recognised as a largely coastal species. This
distribution and habitat distinction between the two species may be unreliable and it is suggested
that morphological characters be used to identify the species.

The Flora of Victoria separates C. apetalus and C. curtisiae as follows:

2 Sepak eoual toor slightly exceeding capsule valves; kaf apas flat or rounded, thie apicdlsm not kess than 1.5 mm loag; coastal plants

& Sepabs eceeding copsule vahvess: leaf apes roundied, the apiculum up ke 2 mm lomg alpine plants

Setting aside the habitat component of this key couplet and that the "apiculum not less than
1.5 mm long”™ should read "apiculum less than 1.5 mm long (as per the taxon’s description),
this separation largely mirrors Curtis & Morns (1981) and the key diagnostic features in West
(1991). The Flora of Victoria description of C. apetalus notes that "plants from alpine areas that
were previously included in this species are now regarded as a distinct species” and for
C. curtisiae notes that "this species is closely allied to Colobanthus apetalus, plants from alpine
areas in Victoria were previously included in that species” and that "Colobanthus curtisiae may
be distinguished by its sepals that exceed the capsules, and the stiffer, rounded (at least towards
the apex) leaves with prominently thickened margins”. Other key differences noted are that the
leaves of C. curtisize are described as "25-30 mm long, 1-2 mm wide, usually glabrous, margins
prominently thickened, midnb distinctly rounded and £ triquetrous towards apex; apex
apiculate, 1-2 mm long” and those of C. apetalus var. apetalus as "(9.5-)11-36 mm long,
0.5-1 mm wide, usually with scattered hairs on margin, apex apiculate, 0.5-1.4 mm long, with
flattened to rounded, sometimes obscure midnb”.
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On the basis of the above information, I have constructed this key to separate C. affinis,
C. apetalus var. apetalus and C. curtisiae in Tasmania.

1. Sepals shorter than valves of capsule; sepals obtuse or sometimes with a short apiculum;
fruit extending beyond leaves on long peduncles; leaves with keeled mid-rib prominently
raised on underside, the apiculum less than 0.5 mm long; alpine vovvveveveecvenreean. C. affimis

1. Features Not 85 BD0VE . ..iiircrrrsrrs e s r s rnrnrn s rn s n s s s rannsanana s nnan e rannrn 2

Sepals narrowly triangular, 2.5-3 mm long, ca. equal to or just exceeding the valves of
capsule, apiculate; leaves (9.5-)11-36 mm long, 0.5-1 mm wide, usually with scattered
hairs on margin, apex apiculate, 0.5-1.4 mm long, with flattened to rounded, sometimes
D= L= 3L PR (o= 1 # T o= 1 |1 3

Fa

Sepals narrowly triangular, 4-4.5 mm long, exceeding the valves of capsule, apiculate;
leaves 25-30 mm long, 1-2 mm wide, usually glabrous, margins prominently thickened,
midrib distinctly rounded and + triquetrous towards apex, apex apiculate, 1-2 mm long....
C. curtisiae

Fa

Identification of material supplied

"Ref Colobanthus + Asperula”

This was a bag of older and less fresh material of mixed Colobanthus and Asperula.

I am reasonably confident that the Colobanthus is C. apetalus, based on the relatively short
sepals (ca. 3 mm long), minutely hairy leaf margins, and sepals only just exceeding or equalling
what will be the valves of the capsules. The apiculum of the leaf is ca. 1 mm long (i.e. more in
the range of C. apetalus than C. curtisiae). The margins of the leaves could hardly be described
as “prominently thickened”.

"Unlabelled bag”

This was a bag of five semi-fresh specimens of Colobanthus.
All specimens have narrowly triangular sepals that are ca. 4 mm long. The margins of the leaves
are thickened and mainly glabrous {occasional leaves with some hairs). The apiculum of the leaf

is ca. 1 mm long (not good fresh leaves on most material). On the basis of a combination of
characters, I tentatively assign this collection to C. curtisiae.

w - o I "

This was a bag of three fresh specimens of Colobanthus.

Sepals are ca. 3 mm long (some marginally longer) and probably more equal to rather than
exceeding what will become the capsules. The leaf margins are somewhat thickened and the
degree of marginal hairiness varies. The leaf apiculum is ca. 1 mm long. On the basis of a
combination of characters, I assign this collection to C. apetalus.

"Colobanthus St Pats” (bag inside other bag)

Thiz was a bag of numercus specimens of Colobanthus.

I believe that some of the material is C. affinis. This material has a distinctive appearance with
many of the fruiting peduncles longer than the leaves, and with sepals broadly tniangular
(perhaps not properly ovate as per the key) , the leaves with a distinctive keeled mid-rb and
short apiculum. However, there appears to be massive vanation in this matenal, with much of
it grading (on many characters) into what I believe is C. apetalus (minutely hairy leaf margins,
sepals more triangular and exceeding capsules, sepals ca. 3 mm long).
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"Colobanthus St Pats” (material inside outside bag)

Thiz was a bag of numercus specimens of Colobanthus.

Identification as per previous — appears to be a mixed lot of C. affinis and C. apetalus with a
virtually continuum between them.

Comments

In my own herbarium, I now have C. apetalus restricted to coastal sites (Seven Mile Beach,
Goat Bluff, Coal Cliffs), one specimen from Liawenee Moor tentatively assigned to C. affinis, two
lowland Midlands grassy ecosystem specimens assigned to C. curtisiae (Fosterville, Ferndale) -
both these are a good match in terms of sepal length - and additional highland specimens
tentatively assigned to C. curtisiae but with close affimities to C. apetalus and C. affinis (south
of Table Mountain, Ben Lomond, Lake Botsford) - these all have somewhat intermediate
characters.

In the greater St Patricks Plains matenal, I believe there is both C. affinis and C. apetalus but I
am far less certain there is any "good” C. curtisiae. This puts into question many of the database
records of C. curtisiae from the highlands. I think lowland grassy ecosystem matenal is likely to
be "good” C. curtisize as I have seen no evidence of C. apetalus in my specmens.

Owerall, however, T am not convinced there are “good” defining characters to differentiate the
threatened C. curtisiae from the other non-threatened species. In my opinion, based on current
information, we cannot confidently assign most of the higher elevation Colobanthus material to
C. curtisize, It appears, however, that microscopic examination of fresh matenal is required,
ideally with fruiting material, with measurements of the sepals required. I cannot immediately
find @ "good” field character to separate C. curtisiae from C. apetalus, although C. affinis seems
more distinct because of the fruiting peduncles held (at least in most specimens) above the
majority of leaves.

References

Curtis, W.M. & Mornis, D.I. (1981). The Student’s Flora of Tasmania. FPart 1. Angiospermae:
Ranunculaceae to Myrtaceae. Government Frinter, Hobart.

de Salas, M.F. & Baker, M.L. (2019). A Census of the Vascular Plants of Tasmania, including
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Crchard, A.E. (1993). Caryophyllaceae. IN: Flora of Australia, Volume 50, Oceanic Islands Z.
Australian Government Publishing Service, Canberra.

West, 1.G. (1991). Colobanthus curtisiae (Caryophyllaceas), a new species from eastemn
Tasmania, Australia. Aspects of Tasmanian Botany — A Tribute to Winifred Curtis: 75-77.

PRASCOPHYLLUM

The critical issue in relation to the Prasophylium material from the Central Highlands is whether
it i3 assignable to the non-threatened P. sphacelatum or the threatened P. crebriflorum. Both
species belong to what we are loosely terming the "subalpine green-brown Prasos”, reflecting
the significant challenge in identifying specimens to a formally described taxon. The options for
higher elevation taxa of Prasophyllum in this broad species-complex are:

Prasophyllum alpinum
Prasophyllum crebriflorum
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Prasophyllum sphacelatum
Prasophyllum tadgellianum

P, alpinum and P. tadgellianum were once considered synonymous and are considered distinct
from P. crebriflorum and P, sphacelatum. Identifying at least P, alpinum appears to be relatively
simple. Materal from the Vale of Belvoir, currently loosely referred to as P. sp. Vale of Belvoir,
may represent either P. alpinum and/or P. tadgeliianum but this requires further review. At this
stage, I have been detting these specimens held at HO as P. tadgellianum.

P, sphacelatum was only described in 1996 (Jones 1996) as part of a resolution of the P. alpinum
species-complex in Australia and New Zealand. Unfortunately, Jones (199&) did not include a
key to the warious “subalpine green-brown Prasos®, although line drawings and detailed
descriptions were provided. At the time of description, P. sphacelatum was not recognised in
Tasmania, although it was discovered a few years later on Mathinna Plains by Les Rubenach.

In 1999, a putative novel taxon was found on Surrey Hills, later described as P. crebriflorum
(Jones 2003). Again, the description lacked a key to allow this new "subalpine green-brown
Fraso” to be separated from others. Indeed, the key separates the species from other species
on mainland Australia and lowland Tasmania but makes no reference to other obviously similar
species, most notably P. sphacelatum.

In 2008, material was collected from St Patricks Plains by Richard Barnes & Colin McCoull on
15 Jan. 2008 and determined as P. crebriflorum by Hans Wapstra from fresh matenal sighted
on 19 Jan. 2008. I sighted this fresh matenal myself and at the time was not opposed to the
identification as P. crebrifforum, although I had seen limited material of any "subalpine green-
brown Prasos” from Tasmania. It is my understanding that on this determination, Wendy Potts
(TS5, DPIFWE) reallocated all records in the Natural Values Atlas of P. sphacelatum from the
greater Great Lake part of the Central Highlands to P, crebriflorum, although until that point we
were all confidently calling matenal from sites such as Camerons Lagoon P. sphacelatum.
Material collected by Barnes & McCoull from “Bronte Lagoon, just 5 of Bronte Lagoon access
road and Lyell Highway"” (HO559772) and from "Skittleball Plains near Miena” (HO559773), both
on 18 Dec. 2010, is held in spint collection. This was briefly examined on 20 Jan. 2020 and I
determined that the matenal is a better match to P. sphacelatum than P. crebriflorum, although
I did not make a formal re-determination as yet as this will be undertaken as part of a much
broader review of the genus.

Fhil Collier produced a useful informal document that describes the differences between
P, sphacelatum and P. crebriflorum and concludes that the most useful character separating the
two species was an undescribed character, namely a reflexed and often twisted apex of the
dorsal sepal, the reflex typically being greater than 90% in total. In addition, flower lenath
(< than 12 mm in P. crebriflorum, = 12 mm in P. sphacelatum) and labellum % to bend
(P. crebriflorum flowers have their labellum bend at less than 60% and P. sphacelatum flowers
have their labellum bend at greater than 609%).

While I acknowledge the above information, I also recognise that many of the characters
measured by Collier failed to meet the original descriptions of either P. sphacelatum or
P. crebriflorum, suggesting that there is significant within and between population variation in
many characters. At this stage, 1 believe that P. crebrifiorum should be considered to be
restricted to the Surrey Hills grasslands and that P. sphacelatum be regarded as widespread
subalpine species, its distribution including the Great Lake-St Patricks Plains area.

Identification of material supplied

I have examined the matenal supplied (8 fresh specimens) and tentatively assign all to my
understanding of P. sphacelatum. The matenial is extremely variable in a number of characters.
Mone have the distinctive twisted dorsal sepal now understood to be characteristic of
P, crebriflorum and on that basis alone, I cannot assign any of the matenial to P. crebriflorum.
Howewver, only 1 (perhaps 2Z) of the specimens have the larger flowers attributed to
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P. sphacelztum. The point at which the labellum bends is extremely variable and I do not find
this a reliable character.

Following are some tabulated measurements of the 8 specimens (Table 2).

Table 2. Measurements of a number of characters of provided material {plants are pressed with
numbers indicated)

Total r:ii"iqug Le:?th Number Flower [I:Iszrsi-‘all Point of Leaf Tip of
Mo. height flower spike of size Ienpth labellum length leaf

{mm) — {r?\m} flowers {mm) {I‘I‘IEI'I:I bend {mm) withered
1 200 220 7":_' 5']"' 15 16 & 50% 315 just
2 215 140 B:?_I EI']"' 20 - - - 250 yes
3 213 130 73 16 17 10 0% 2235 ¥es
4 165 125 43 ] 14 a8 0% 180 ¥es
3 170 125 30 12 13 a8 &0% 253 ¥es
6 255 155 65 (in 14 - - - 255 yes

bud)
7 180 130 &0 13 [withered) - - 270 no
a8 130 85 43 ] 13 7 0% 160 just
References
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Flease note that this statement does not constitute legal or binding advice in any manner. It
expresses my opinion on several complex species-groups that remain under review.

Fleaze do not hesitate to contact me further if additional informaticon is required.

Kind regards

IR et

Mark Wapstra
Senior Scientist/Manager

ECOtas...providing options in environmental consulting
11
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APPENDIX E -

DISTRIBUTION OF RECORDS OF EPBCA THREATENED

FLORA KNOWN WITHIN 5 KM OF PROJECT AREA OR
WITH PREDICTED POTENTIAL HABITAT

(data extracted from NVA on 7/04/2020 and checked at later intervals)
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Distribution of Barbarea australis
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Distribution of Caladenia anthracina
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Distribution of Colobanthus curtisiae
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Distribution of Dianella amoena
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Distribution of Eucalyptus gunnii subsp. divaricata
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Distribution of Glycine latrobeana
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Distribution of Lepidium hyssopifolium
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Distribution of Leucochrysum albicans subsp. tricolor
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Distribution of Prasophyllum crebriflorum
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Distribution of Pterostylis commutata
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Distribution of Pterostylis pratensis
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Distribution of Pterostylis wapstrarum
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Distribution of Pterostylis ziegeleri
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Distribution of Xerochrysum palustre
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APPENDIX F — VERTEBRATE FAUNA SPECIES RECORDS FROM CAMERA

TRAPS, INCIDENTAL OR INDIRECT OBSERVATIONS

WITHIN PROJECT AREA DURING, 2019/20 SURVEYS

Status codes:
ORIGIN

i - introduced

d - declared weed WM Act

en - endemic to Tasmania

NATIONAL SCHEDULE
EPBCA 1999
CR - critically endangered

EN - endangered

t - within Australia, occurs only in Tas. VU - vulnerable

Frogs (calls only)
Crinia signifera
Crinia tasmaniensis
Geocrinia laevis

Limnodynastes dumerili

Limnodynastes tasmaniensis

Common Froglet

STATE SCHEDULE
TSP Act 1995

e - endangered

v - vulnerable

r - rare

Tasmanian Froglet

Smooth Froglet

Eastern Banjo Frog

Spotted Marsh Frog

Mammals (each species physically observed and/or recorded on camera trap)

Dama dama
Dasyurus maculatus
Dasyurus viverrinus
Felis catus
Lepus capensis
Rattus rattus
Sarcophilus harrisii
Tachyglossus aculeatus
Thylogale billardierii
Trichosurus vulpecula
Vombatus ursinus
Skinks, lizards and snakes
Austrelaps superbus
Drysdalia coronoides
Egernia whitii
Niveoscincus metallicus
Niveoscincus ocellatus

Niveoscincus pretiosus
Pseudemoia entrecasteauxii

Tiliqua nigrolutea

Tympanocryptis diemensis

Fallow deer
Spotted-Tailed Qu
Eastern Quoll
Feral cat
European hare
Black Rat
Tasmanian Devil
Echidna

oll VU r
EN

enEN e

Tasmanian Pademelon

Common Brushtail

Common Wombat

Possum

Lowland Copperhead
White-Lipped Snake

White's Skink
Metallic Skink
Ocellated Skink

Tasmanian Tree Sk
Southern Grass Ski

ink
nk

Blotched Bluetongue

Mountain Dragon
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APPENDIX G - DISTRIBUTION OF RECORDS OF EPBCA THREATENED
FAUNA KNOWN WITHIN 5 KM OF SURVEY AREA (OR
WITH POTENTIAL HABITAT)

(data extracted from NVA on 7/04/2020)
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Distribution of eastern barred bandicoot
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Distribution of eastern quoll
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Distribution of Great Lake galaxias
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Distribution of Green and gold frog
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Distribution of ptunarra brown butterfly
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Distribution of saddled galaxias
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Distribution of Shannon galaxias
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Dlstrlbutlon of spotted-tail quoll
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Distribution of Swan galaxias
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St Patricks Plains Wind Farm
Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

APPENDIX H - IMPORTANT POPULATIONS FOR THE SPOTTED-TAILED
QUOLL (PINK CIRCLE HIGHLIGHTS PROJECT AREA)

Spotted-tailed Quoll Important populations Spotted-tailed Quoll key sites
Source - SPRAT Source - Bryant & Jackson 1999
[Im 1 = Freycinet National Park = 1 = Northern Forested Areas A0 @
[ 2= central North Tasmania E=1 2= Northwest Wet Forests T —
[ 3 = Cradle Mountain-Lake St Clair National Park E=  3=centralNomth Coast Dry Eucalypt Forests Someiiee
[Im 4 = Far north-western Tasmania == 4 = King River/ Strahan
[ 5 = Eastern Tiers/northern Midlands = 5 = Gordon River Catchment
[ 6 = Southern forests/South Coast = 6 = Huon River Catchment
[ 7 = Gordon River system = 7 = Strahan to Temma Coastal Strip
[ 8 = South-west Cape
nérthbarker
SEbSHETEM VERVICER
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St Patricks Plains Wind Farm
Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

APPENDIX I - MNES RESPONSE TABLE
St Patricks Plains Wind Farm Project
Grant Daniels, North Barker Ecosystem Services, June 5™, 2020 (with edits and updates at later dates).

The following table covers all MNES (other than birds beyond our scope) Identified in Significant Impact Search tool PMST_ I63KLL

MNES (and other matters Context!3! Potential Justification
protected by the Act) Significant
Impact

World Heritage Properties

None - No None identified

National Heritage Places

None - No None identified

Wetlands of International Importance

None - No None identified

Great Barrier Reef Marine Park

None - No None identified

Commonwealth Marine Area

None - No None identified

Listed Threatened Ecological Communities

3 - -

Listed Threatened Species

31 8 bird species beyond the scope of this assessment are not included, bringing | - -
the total down to 23 listed threatened species

Listed Migratory species

137 Includes comments from SPRAT profiles and EPBCA listing advice and conservation advice

266
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MNES (and other matters Context!3! Potential Justification
protected by the Act) Significant
Impact

9 All are bird species beyond the scope of this assessment =
Commonwealth Land

None - No None identified
Commonwealth Heritage Places

None - No None identified
Listed Marine Species

13 All are bird species beyond the scope of this assessment. =
Whales and Other Cetaceans

None No None identified
Critical Habitats

None - No None identified
Commonwealth Reserves Terrestrial

None - No None identified
Commonwealth Reserves Marine

None - No None identified
State and Territory Reserves

17 -
Regional Forest Agreements

1 -
Invasive Species

25 -
Nationally Important Wetlands

1 Allwrights Lagoon. No Excluded from impact area

North Barker Ecosystem Services
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MNES (and other matters Context!3! Potential Justification
protected by the Act) Significant
Impact
Key Ecological Features (Marine)
None No None identified
Listed Threatened Ecological Communities — 3 identified:
Alpine sphagnum bogs and This commt.mity is defined by the Presence or .abser?ce of sphagnum moss. | No Very low likelihood of occurrence — no
associated fens Sphagnum is not always the dominant genus in this community, and can potential for impacts.
contain no sphagnum in highly degraded areas, but can still be present if
endangered other key species are present and an underlying layer of peat is present. No
observations of sphagnum (or potentially degraded sphagnum) were recorded
during the survey, nor is there an underlying layer of peat, and as such, the
survey area does not support the EPBCA listed ‘alpine sphagnum bogs and
associated fens’ ecological community, which is predicted as being likely to
occur in the area by the Protected Matters Search Tool (PMST) database. It is
unlikely to have been overlooked and is typically (but not exclusively) found at
higher altitudes (Appendix B). The similarities with the suite of species found
on site within the non-forest communities such as MGH are not sufficient to
override the fact the vegetation doesn’t meet the key diagnostics with this
vegetation type (noting MGH is not listed to correlate to this unit under the
EPBCA listing).
Lowland native grasslands of None of the units on site correspond to listed communities under the EPBCA, No No likelihood of occurrence - no
Tasmania including the ‘lowland native grasslands of Tasmania’ community, which is potential for impacts
predicted to occur within the project area by the PMST database but for ’
critically endangered which the GPH and MGH on site do not meet the key trait relating to altitude,
with the EPBCA community restricted to lower altitudes (below 600 m a.s.l.)
(Appendix B).
Tasmanian forests and woodlands Although this ecological community is predicted as being likely to occur on No No likelihood of occurrence - no

dominated by black gum or
Brooker gums (£Eucalyptus ovata/
E. brookeriana)

critically endangered

site by the PMST database, it has not been observed within the project area
and is not likely to have been overlooked. Nor is the habitat in the project
area considered to be highly suitable for the community based on
environmental traits and its current mapped distribution at a statewide level,
in which the constituent TASVEG units are largely absent from the highlands,
with the nearest purported patch being around 10 km away (Appendix B).

potential for impacts.

Listed Threatened Species — 23 identified:

context maps for each species presented in Appendix E (flora) and G (fauna)

North Barker Ecosystem Services
PAS115: 2023_06_21
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MNES (and other matters Context!3! Potential Justification
protected by the Act) Significant
Impact
Fish
Galaxias fanycepha/us This species is almost exclusively lake dwelling, with the only significant No Very low likelihood of occurrence — no
saddled galaxias populations occurring in Woods Lake and Arthurs Lake in the Central potential for impacts.
Highlands (Appendix G). A small number of outlying records occur on the
vulnerable shores of Great Lake. Whilst this species is predated on by brown trout,
under current natural recruitment levels are not considered threatened by
the trout. Instead, they are threatened by hydro-electric power generation
and irrigation supplies which lower the water levels exposing important
habitats for this species such as macrophyte beds and rocky shoreline.
The survey area contains no habitat suitable for this species, the only
marginally rocky shorelines occurring along the Shannon River, which is
unsuitable for this species.
Paragalaxias dissimilis This species lives around rocky or vegetated areas W|th|n the margms of the No Low likelihood of occurrence — no
Great Lake, Shannon Lagoon and Penstock Lagoon, in Tasmania’s Central otential for impacts
Shannon paragalaxias Plateau (Appendix G). Shannon and Penstock lagoons are artificial P P ’
impoundments downstream from Great Lake, and their populations are likely
vulnerable to be derived from Great Lake .
An NVA record is attributed to the project area (approximately on the
Shannon River) within St Patricks Plains (Figure 7). It is possible the Shannon
River may have derived some individuals from an environmental flow release
from Great Lake, but it is uncertain if the river could sustain a permanent
population. Given the river will not be a part of the footprint for this project,
there are no expected impacts to the suitability of potential habitat within the
river.
Paragalaxias eleotroides small POPUIat'OnS e.X'St W'th'n, the ,Great Lake and Shannon Llagoon in |\, Very low likelihood of occurrence — no
Tasmania’s Central highlands. It inhabits shallow rocky areas and macrophyte . .
. > potential for impacts.
Great lake paragalaxias beds around the margins of the lake.
vulnerable
Paragalaxias mesotes Found only around the shallow margins of Arthurs Lake, Woods Lake and No Very low likelihood of occurrence — no

Arthurs paragalaxias

endangered

River Lake in Tasmania’s Central Highlands. This species inhabits rocky and
vegetated within pools and outlet streams.

potential for impacts.

North Barker Ecosystem Services
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MNES (and other matters Context!3! Potential Justification
protected by the Act) Significant
Impact
Insects
Oreixenica ptunarra Found within Poa tussock grassland, woodland and grassy shrubland, this No The species has such a large (abundance)

ptunarra brown butterfly,

endangered

species is found in small populations above 400 m in the Central Plateau, the
Steppes, eastern highlands, southern midlands and north-west plains
(Appendix G). Poa grass is considered crucial for this species as the food plant
for its caterpillar stage.

Confirmed on site with targeted surveys. Our surveys established that a large
population of around 200,000 individuals is supported by around 4000 ha of
habitat within the project area. Given that the 2008 Recovery Plan estimated
that the Central Highlands region only contained around 4,300 ha of habitat
and a population of 115,000 (+/- 98,000) individuals, the results from our
survey indicate that the sites population is significant in size and extent. It
may represent the single most important population/ contiguous area of
habitat for the species throughout its range.

and extensive population on site that it is
expected to be very resilient to the scale
of impacts proposed for this
development. As the proposal will not
impact a meaningful amount of habitat
for the species, the project has:

* No likelihood of breeding
disturbance and therefore no adverse
impacts on habitat critical to the
survival of the species, no potential
to disrupt the breeding cycle of a
population, no potential to lead to a
long-term decrease in the size of a
population and no impacts to habitat
to the extent that the species is likely
to decline.

* No possible fragmentation effects.

* No likelihood of introduction of
disease or harmful invasive species.

* No potential for interference with the
recovery of the species.

« No meaningful reduction in the area
of occupancy of the species, given
that permanent habitat losses are
only likely to constitute a very minor
component of the overall habitat
patch.

Thus, the proposal has no potential for

North Barker Ecosystem Services
PAS115: 2023_06_21
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MNES (and other matters Context!3! Potential Justification
protected by the Act) Significant
Impact

significant impacts to the ptunarra brown
butterfly — with the recommended
mitigation and avoidance in place.

Mammals

Dasyurus maculatus A forest dependent species that occupies a large range of habitats. The No Present within the project area but the

spotted-tail quoll
(Tasmanian population)

vulnerable

species habitat is characterized by high annual rainfall and predictable rain
patterns. It forages and hunts on farmland and pasture, travelling up to 20 km
at night, and shelters in logs, rocks or thick vegetation.

Several observations (< 10) on the NVA are attributed to within 500 m of the
proposal and the species was confirmed as present during our investigation.
Based on the availability of habitat it is expected to be widespread but not
abundant within the project area. The project area is not located within the
range of an important population (Appendix H).

A pre-clearance survey and den management protocols have been
recommended in conjunction with roadkill mitigation.

project area is not located within the
range of what are considered to
constitute important populations.
Mitigation ~ measures  have  been
proposed for pre-clearance den surveys
and for limiting roadkill in relation to the
proposal. Following these measures will
reduce the likelihood of any impacts to
breeding success from the proposal. The
species is likely to continue to utilise the
site following works and there is no
likelihood of the proposal limiting
dispersal or connectivity. As such the
proposal has:

» No potential for adverse impacts on
habitat critical to the survival of the
species, no potential to disrupt the
breeding cycle of an important
population, no potential to lead to a
long-term decrease in the size of an
important population and no impacts
to habitat to the extent that the
species is likely to decline.

« No possible fragmentation effects.

« No likelihood of introduction of
disease or harmful invasive species.

North Barker Ecosystem Services
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MNES (and other matters Context!3! Potential Justification
protected by the Act) Significant
Impact

« No potential for interference with the
recovery of the species.

« No meaningful reduction in the area
of occupancy of the species, given
that permanent habitat losses are
only likely to constitute a very minor
and occasional potential foraging
resource.

Thus, the proposal has no potential for
significant impacts to the spotted-tailed
quoll.

This species was previously widespread in mainland south-eastern Australia No
but is now restricted to Tasmania. Records from the Tasmanian Natural
eastern quoll Values Atlas indicate that the eastern quoll occurs in most parts of Tasmania
but is recorded infrequently in the wetter western third of the state
(Appendix G). The species’ distribution is positively associated with areas of
low rainfall and cold winter minimum temperatures. It is found in a range of
vegetation types including open grassland (including farmland), tussock
grassland, grassy woodland, dry eucalypt forest, coastal scrub and alpine
heathland, but is typically absent from large tracts of wet eucalypt forest and

Mitigation measures have been proposed
for pre-clearance den surveys and for
limiting roadkill in relation to the proposal.
Following these measures will reduce the
likelihood of any impacts to breeding
success from the proposal, which may be
the most likely way the project could result
in a significant impact to the species. The
species is likely to continue to utilise the site

Dasyurus viverrinus

endangered

rainforest. following works and there is no likelihood of
Confirmed as present in the project area during our investigations. Based on the p.rc?posal limiting  dispersal  or
the availability of habitat it is expected to be widespread within the project connectivity. As such the proposal has:

area and may have areas with relatively high local abundance. e No likelihood of breeding disturbance

A preclearance survey and den management protocols have been and therefore no adverse impacts on

recommended in conjunction with roadkill mitigation. habitat critical to the survival of the
species, no potential to disrupt the

breeding cycle of a population, no
potential to lead to a long-term
decrease in the size of a population and
no impacts to habitat to the extent that
the species is likely to decline. 272
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MNES (and other matters Context!3! Potential Justification
protected by the Act) Significant
Impact

* No possible fragmentation effects.

¢ No likelihood of introduction of disease
or harmful invasive species.

e No potential for interference with the
recovery of the species.

e No meaningful reduction in the area of
occupancy of the species, given that
permanent habitat losses are only likely
to constitute a very minor and
occasional potential foraging resource.

Thus, the proposal has no potential for

significant impacts to the eastern quoll

with  den management and roadkill
mitigation in place.
Perameles gunnii gunnii This species originally occurred in native grasslands and grassy woodlands in No The species is unlikely to be present

eastern barred bandicoot

vulnerable

Tasmania’s Midlands. However, it is now rare in the Midlands where most of
its habitat has been cleared (Appendix G). Since European settlement the
eastern barred bandicoot has spread into (originally heavily forested)
agricultural areas in the state’s southeast, northeast and northwest. It favours
a mosaic of open grassy areas for foraging and thick vegetation cover for
shelter and nesting. Removal of plant cover in agricultural areas is seen as one
of the main threats to the species.

The species is relatively uncommon in the highlands. Although it has
previously been reported from within the project area, it has not been
reported from within 500 m of the site since 1976. The project area is beyond
the core range of the species, and it is unlikely to be widespread or abundant
on site if a permanent population is present, which is unlikely.

within the project area and the area is
unlikely to support part of an important
population. As the proposal will not
impact a meaningful amount of potential
habitat for the species, the project has:

* No likelihood of breeding
disturbance and therefore no adverse
impacts on habitat critical to the
survival of the species, no potential
to disrupt the breeding cycle of an
important population, no potential to
lead to a long-term decrease in the
size of an important population and
no impacts to habitat to the extent
that the species is likely to decline.

* No possible fragmentation effects.

North Barker Ecosystem Services
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MNES (and other matters
protected by the Act)

Context!3!

Potential
Significant
Impact

Justification

Thus, the proposal has no potential for
significant impacts to the eastern barred
bandicoot.

No likelihood of introduction of
disease or harmful invasive species.

No potential for interference with the
recovery of the species.

No meaningful reduction in the area
of occupancy of the species, given
the habitat on site is only likely to
constitute a very minor and
occasional potential foraging
resource.

Sarcophilus harrisii
Tasmanian devil

endangered

Inhabits a range of habitat types, with the protection of den sites currently
seen as more important than other habitat values.

Confirmed to occur within the project area through various detection
methods. Based on the amount of evidence of devil presence on the site
(including past records), it is likely they are widespread across the project
area, but unlikely to be very abundant.

A pre-clearance survey and den management protocols have been
recommended in conjunction with roadkill mitigation.

No

Mitigation ~ measures  have  been
proposed for pre-clearance den surveys
and for limiting roadkill in relation to the
proposal. Following these measures will
reduce the likelihood of any impacts to
breeding success from the proposal,
which may be the most likely way the
project could result in a significant
impact to the species. The species is
likely to continue to utilise the site
following works and there is no
likelihood of the proposal limiting
dispersal or connectivity. As such the
proposal has:

No likelihood of breeding
disturbance and therefore no adverse
impacts on habitat critical to the
survival of the species, no potential

North Barker Ecosystem Services
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MNES (and other matters Context!3! Potential Justification
protected by the Act) Significant
Impact

to disrupt the breeding cycle of a
population, no potential to lead to a
long-term decrease in the size of a
population and no impacts to habitat
to the extent that the species is likely
to decline.

* No possible fragmentation effects.

 No likelihood of introduction of
disease or harmful invasive species.

* No potential for interference with the
recovery of the species.

« No meaningful reduction in the area
of occupancy of the species, given
that permanent habitat losses are
only likely to constitute a very minor
and occasional potential foraging
resource.

Thus, the proposal has no potential for
significant impacts to the Tasmanian
devil with den management and roadkill
mitigation in place.

Flora

Acacia axillaris is mainly confined to riparian habitats such as dense riparian No
scrub and associated floodplains but also extends to paddocks and open

Acacia axillaris Very low likelihood of occurrence — no

potential for impacts.

Midlands mimosa, Midlands grassy forests in frost hollows and areas of poor drainage, but also
wattle occasionally occurs on rocky slopes (there is a somewhat anomalous

population on the midslopes of Mt Barrow in the north-east). All populations
vulnerable are strongly associated with dolerite. Records outside the core of the range

(e.g., Prosser River, Broad River, River Clyde) need to be treated carefully as
they may represent the more recently described Acacia derwentiana.

Habitat on site is suitable, and the location is marginally plausible, however
the species is highly distinctive and conspicuous, meaning it is unlikely to have 275
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MNES (and other matters
protected by the Act)

Context!3!

Potential
Significant
Impact

Justification

been overlooked unless present in low numbers and/or with a very restricted
extent. Not known within 10 km (Appendix E).

Barbarea australis

native wintercress, riverbed
wintercress

endangered

Barbarea australis is a riparian species found near river margins, creek beds
and along flood channels adjacent to the river. It tends to favour the lower
reaches and has not been found on steeper sections of rivers. It
predominantly occurs in flood deposits of silt and gravel deposited as point
bars and at the margins of base flows, or more occasionally or between large
cobbles on sites frequently disturbed by fluvial processes. Some of the sites
are a considerable distance from the river, in flood channels scoured by
previous flood action, exposing river pebbles. Most populations are in the
Central Highlands, but other populations occur in the north-east and upland
areas in the central north.

Not previously known within the project area (known within 5 km — Appendix
E). A total of around 20 plants were observed at several locations on the
Shannon River (Plate 39), mostly in the far south of the project area on the
boundary of Christians Marsh, but also with a couple of plants on the Shannon
boundary of St. Patricks Plains and Allwrights. It is noted that the species is
best discriminated by the weed B. intermedia by seed and fruit attributes that
are not present all year round, and that not every plant could be visited with
perfect timing within the scope of this assessment. As such, some plants have
been attributed to this species on the basis of confirming seeds and fruits of
morphologically similar plants elsewhere in the project area. It is also noted
that even some of those plants that were confirmed with fruit and seed traits
had occasional upper stem leaves with two pairs of lateral lobes, which is
more typically associated with B. intermedia but is acceptable within the
definition of B. australis and seen as less important than reproductive
characteristics.

No

Not at risk from footprint — no potential
for impacts.

Caladenia anthracina
black-tipped spider-orchid

critically endangered

Caladenia anthracina has a restricted distribution in the Campbelltown/Ross
area, occurring in grassy woodland with Acacia dealbata (silver wattle) and
bracken on well-drained sandy soil. Two historical sites from the Derwent
Valley are presumed extinct.

No suitable habitat within the project area and well beyond (> 50 km) known
range (Appendix E).

No

Very low likelihood of occurrence — no
potential for impacts.

Colobanthus curtisiae

When first described, Colobanthus curtisiae was understood to occur in native
grassland and grassy woodland (the type location is a grassy E. pauciflora

No

Very minor potential impact from
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. woodland on a small basalt hill) but also extending to subalpine low footprint.
Curtis’ colobanth vegetation (Ben Lomond area). This species is now known to occur in lowland o )
vulnerable grasslands and grassy woodlands but is also prevalent on rocky outcrops and + No likelihood of breeding
margins of forest on dolerite on the Central Highlands (including disturbed disturbance and therefore no adverse
sites such as log landings and snig tracks) (Appendix E). impacts on habitat critical to the
A large number of records for this species from within the non-forest habitats SUNIYa| of the SpeC|e§’ no potential
were investigated during our surveys, only to find plants that better fit the to disrupt the breeding cycle of a
description of Colobanthus apetalus (and to a lesser degree C. affinis) (Plate population (important or otherwise),
42). After several unsatisfactory attempts at finding C. curtisiae at reported no potential to lead to a long-term
locations (many of which were supported by notes suggesting the species was decrease in the size of a population
abundant across the grassland plateau) we engaged ECOtas for a second (important or otherwise) and no
opinion on the identification of our Colobanthus collections (Appendix D). The impacts to habitat to the extent that
assessment from ECOtas supported our stance that the identification of the species is likely to decline.
Colobanthus curtisiae from grassland habitats within the project area is likely
to be erroneous and if C. curtisiae is present within the project area it is * No possible fragmentation effects.
thought to be restricted to rocky outcrops within forest areas in the south, L . .
which is consistent with the above habitat description. Based on this * No likelihood of introduction of
consideration, we suggest there are limited numbers of C. curtisiae present disease or harmful invasive species.
within the project.area (< 100) rather than t'he .th.ousands to miI.Iions of pIant.s - No potential for interference with the
that are present if the grassland plateau individuals are attributed to this .
taxon. NRE have chosen not to re-determine the attribution of NVA records recovery of the species.
from the grassland area but have put a note on all these records suggesting + No meaningful reduction in the area
they may be mostly C. apetalus. of occupancy of the species.
Thus, the proposal has no potential for
significant impacts to threatened flora
with the recommended mitigation and
avoidance in place.
Dianella amoena Pianella .amoe'na occurs mainly in the northern and southern Midlands, where No Very low likelihood of occurrence — no
it grows in native grasslands and grassy woodlands. . .
matted flax-lily . o . . - potential for impacts.
The single record from within 5 km of the project area (Appendix E) is from
endangered 1984 and not supported by a herbarium specimen. The record may be
erroneous as the nearest herbarium specimen is around 50 km away in the
lowlands near Hamilton. Highly unlikely to be present on site.
Eucalyptus gunnii subsp. Eucalyptus gunnii subsp. divaricata dominates open woodland and woodland No Very minor potential impact from

with grassy/heathy/shrubby understoreys on dolerite around the Great Lake
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divaricata region on the Central Plateau (Appendix E). The most characteristic forms are footprint.

] ' found towards the exposed edges of treeless flats, which tend to be poorly o )
Miena cider gum drained and prone to severe frost (the species is the most frost-tolerant of + No likelihood of breeding
endangered any eucalypt). It also extends to adjacent rocky slopes, often dominated by E. disturbance and therefore no adverse

delegatensis. The recorded altitude range is 865-1150 m above sea level. impacts on habitat critical to the
Unfortunately, there has been significant dieback of trees of E. gunnii subsp. survival of the species, no potential
divaricata, coupled vx./ith browsir?g of regeneration, so many sites are marked to disrupt the breeding cycle of a
by dead stags and dying trees, with little prospect of replacement. population (important or otherwise),
Trees of this species with varying degrees of death and dieback were well no potential to lead to a long-term
mapped on the project area prior to our assessment and no new observations decrease in the size of a population
were made. Some observations were made of individuals attributed to E. (important or otherwise) and no
gunnii ssp. gunnii. impacts to habitat to the extent that
Verified patched of Eucalyptus gunnii subsp. divaricata woodlands (DGW) are the species is likely to decline.
not (?xpected to bevlmpacted (seel Figures 4 and 12). The larger stands of this . No possible fragmentation effects.
species have been impacted by dieback, many of which are now dead trees.
Three NVA records occur on the outer edge of the proposed disturbance « No likelihood of introduction of
footprint, however these have been confirmed as absent at this location. disease or harmful invasive species.
« No potential for interference with the
recovery of the species.
« No meaningful reduction in the area
of occupancy of the species.
Thus, the proposal has no potential for
significant impacts to threatened flora
with the recommended mitigation and
avoidance in place
Glycine latrobeana Glycine latrobeana occurs in a range of habitats, geologies and vegetation No Not at risk from footprint — no potential

clover glycine

vulnerable

types. Soils are usually fertile but can be sandy when adjacent to or overlaying
fertile soils. The species mainly occurs on flats and undulating terrain over a
wide geographical range, including near-coastal environments, the Midlands,
and the Central Plateau (Appendix E). It mainly occurs in grassy/heathy forests
and woodlands and native grasslands.

A small number of plants (< 50) were observed within forest remnants in the
far south of the project area (Plate 44). May be found at other locations

for impacts.
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within the project area.
Lepidium hyssopifolium The native habitat of.Lepidium hyssopifolium is the growth suppression zone No Very low likelihood of occurrence — no
beneath large trees in grassy woodlands and grasslands (e.g. over-mature otential for impacts
basalt pepper-cress, black wattles and isolated eucalypts in rough pasture). Lepidium hyssopifolium P P ’
is now found primarily under large exotic trees on roadsides and home yards
endangered on farms. It occurs in the eastern part of Tasmania between sea-level to 500
metres above sea level in dry, warm and fertile areas on flat ground on weakly
acid to alkaline soils derived from a range of rock types. It can also occur on
frequently slashed grassy/weedy roadside verges where shade trees are
absent.
No suitable habitat within the project area, incompatible management regime
(heavy grazing and browsing), and well beyond (> 10 km) extant range
(Appendix E).
Leucochrysum albicans subsp. Leucochrysum a/bicqns var. tricolor occurs in the west and on .the. Central No Not at risk from footprint — no potential
. Plateau and the Midlands (Appendix E), mostly on basalt soils in open .
tricolor . ) - . ; for impacts.
grassland. This species would have originally occupied Eucalyptus pauciflora
hoary sunray, grassland paper- woodland and tussock grassland, though most of this habitat is now
daisy converted to improved pasture or cropland.
endangered Uncommon within the project area, with a localised occurrence around the St.
Patricks Plains trout dam (adjacent to Highland Lakes Road) verified as still
extant during our assessment (Plate 48). It is considered a low likelihood that
the species exists elsewhere within the project area unless it has been heavily
suppressed by grazing.
Prasophyllum crebriflorum In north-western Tasmania (Appendix E), Prasophyllum crebriflorum occurs in No Very minor potential impact from

crowded leek-orchid

endangered

montane tussock grassland dominated by Poa labillardierei (silver tussock
grass), with scattered patches of the woody shrub Hakea microcarpa
(smallfruit needlebush). On the Central Plateau, plants sometimes ascribed to
Prasophyllum crebriflorum occur in highland native grassland dominated by
Poa gunnii (gunns snowgrass) and grassy woodland with a sparse overstorey
of Eucalyptus gunnii.

Previous surveys within the project area have attributed Prasophyllum plants
of the subalpine green-brown type to this taxon. However, our conclusion
from observations during the current assessment is that Prasophyllum plants
of this type in the project area are better ascribed to the non-threatened P.
sphacelatum, primarily due to flower size and the nature of the dorsal sepal

footprint.

* No likelihood of breeding
disturbance and therefore no adverse
impacts on habitat critical to the
survival of the species, no potential
to disrupt the breeding cycle of a
population (important or otherwise),
no potential to lead to a long-term
decrease in the size of a population
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Potential
Significant
Impact

Justification

(Plate 63). This is supported by the independent assessment undertaken at
our request by ECOtas (Appendix D) and the presence of a verified herbarium
specimen of P. sphacelatum from Allwrights (HO400905). Nonetheless, due to
the complexities of the previously reported Prasophyllum on site being
associated with an offset for another project, NRE consider it more
appropriate to continue to treat the plants on site as P. crebriflorum (and have
lodged our observations of Prasophyllum from the current survey as P.
crebriflorum on the NVA, but with a note saying they are probably P.
sphacelatum) until taxonomic uncertainty is resolved with a revision of the
genus. Similarly, as a precautionary approach, we have treated our
observations of suspected P. sphacelatum as equal conservation significance
to P. crebriflorum in the consideration of results of this assessment (Figure 5).

(important or otherwise) and no
impacts to habitat to the extent that
the species is likely to decline.

No possible fragmentation effects.

No likelihood of introduction of
disease or harmful invasive species.

No potential for interference with the
recovery of the species.

No meaningful reduction in the area
of occupancy of the species.

Thus, the proposal has no potential for
significant impacts to threatened flora
with the recommended mitigation and
avoidance in place.

Pterostylis commutata
Midland greenhood

critically endangered

Pterostylis commutata is restricted to Tasmania’s Midlands, where it occurs in
native grassland and Eucalyptus pauciflora grassy woodland on well-drained
sandy soils and basalt loams.

Habitat is suitable within the project area but well beyond (> 50 km) known
range (Appendix E).

No

Very low likelihood of occurrence — no
potential for impacts.

Pterostylis pratensis
Liawenee greenhood

vulnerable

Pterostylis pratensis is restricted to the Central Highlands of Tasmania
(Appendix E), growing at an elevation of 850-1100 m above sea level in
subalpine Poa labillardierei tussock grassland that is very exposed, low and
open, with patches of often stunted Olearia algida (alpine daisybush) and
Hakea microcarpa (smallfruit needlebush) scrub on red—brown loamy to clay
soils derived from basalt.

Relatively common at a broad scale within the project area (Figure 14), with
dozens of scattered plants within the grassland plains (Plates 53 and 54). Has
a relatively short flowering period, meaning that our surveys are unlikely to
have captured the full range of its occurrence within the project area.

No

Very minor potential impact (10 to 60
plants out of 742 recorded from project
area.

No likelihood of breeding
disturbance and therefore no adverse
impacts on habitat critical to the
survival of the species, no potential
to disrupt the breeding cycle of a
population (important or otherwise),
no potential to lead to a long-term
decrease in the size of a population
(important or otherwise) and no
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impacts to habitat to the extent that
the species is likely to decline.

» No possible fragmentation effects.

« No likelihood of introduction of
disease or harmful invasive species.

« No potential for interference with the
recovery of the species.

* No meaningful reduction in the area
of occupancy of the species.

Thus, the proposal has no potential for

significant impacts to threatened flora

with the recommended mitigation and
avoidance in place.

Pterostylis ziegeleri is restricted to the east and north of Tasmania. In coastal No
areas, the species occurs on the slopes of low stabilised sand dunes and in
grassy dune swales, while in the Midlands it grows in native grassland or
vulnerable grassy woodland on well-drained clay loams derived from basalt.

Very low likelihood of occurrence — no
potential for impacts.

Pterostylis ziegeleri
grassland greenhood

Habitat is suitable within the project area but well beyond (> 50 km) known
range (Appendix E), which under the current description is restricted to
lowlands. A revision of the taxonomy may see this taxon merged with P.
pratensis.

Xerochrysum palustre has a scattered distribution with populations in the No
north-east, east coast, Central Highlands and Midlands (Appendix E). It occurs
Swamp everlasting, swamp paper- | mostly in wetlands and grassy to sedgy wet heathlands but extends to
daisy associated heathy Eucalyptus ovata woodlands and has been found in the
highlands on Basalt outcrops. Sites are usually inundated for part of the year.

Very low likelihood of occurrence — no
potential for impacts.

Xerochrysum palustre

vulnerable
Habitat is suitable on site, along outcrops of the Shannon River in particular,

however only Xerochrysum subundulatum has been observed in the project
area and this is sufficiently uncommon to suggest there is very limited
likelihood that plants of X. palustre remain undetected unless they occur
within a very restricted extent, are low in abundance, and/or have been
suppressed by grazing (which does not generally happen with this species).
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EPBC Act Protected Matters Report

This report provides general guidance on matters of naticnal environmental significance and other matters
protected by the EPBC Act in the arsa you have selected.

Informaticn on the coverage of this report and qualifications on data supporting this report are contained in the
caveat at the end of the report.

Informaticn is available about Environment Assessments and the EPBC Act including significance guidelines,
forms and application process details.
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Summary

Matters of National Environmental Significance

This part of the report summarizes the matters of national envircnmental significance that may ocour in, or may
relate to, the area you nominated. Further information iz available in the detail part of the report, which can be
acceased by acrolling or following the links below. If you are proposing to undertake an activity that may have a
significant impact on one or more matters of national environmental significance then you should consider the
Administrative Guidelines on Significance.

World Heritage Properiies: Mone
National Hertage Places: MHone
Wetlands of International Importance: Mone
Great Bamier Reef Marine Park: Mone
Commonwesalth Marine Area: Mone
Listed Threatened Ecological Communities: 3
Listed Threatened Species: 3

= i cperics: 9

Other Matters Protected by the EPBC Act

This part of the report summarises other matters protected under the Act that may relate to the area you nominated.
Approval may be required for a proposed activity that significantly affects the environment on Commonwealth land,
when the action is outside the Commonwealth land, or the environment anywhere when the action is taken on
Commonwealth land. Approval may also be required for the Commonwealth or Commonwealth agencies proposing to
take an action that is likely o have a significant impact on the environment anywhere.

The EPBC Act protects the environment on Commonwealth land, the environment from the actions taken on
Commonwealth land, and the environment from actions takem by Commonwealth agencies. As heritage values of a
place are part of the "environment’, these aspects of the EFBC Act protect the Commonwealth Heritage values of a
Commonwealth Heritage place. Information on the new hertage laws can be found at

hitp:/hwaanw environment.gov_au'heritage

A permit may be required for activities in or on a Commomaealth area that may affect a member of a listed threatened
species or ecological community, a member of a listed migratory species, whales and other cetaceans, or a member of
a listed marine species.

Commonwesalth Land: Mone
Commonwealth Hertage Places: Mone
Listed Marine Species: 13

Whales and Other Cetaceans: Mone
Critical Habitats: Maone
Commonwesalth Beserves Temestral:  MNone
Australian Marine Parks: Mone

Extra Information

This part of the report provides information that may also be relevant to the area you have nominated.

State and Temitory Resenves: 17

Eegional Forest Agreements: 1
sive Species: 25

Mationally Important Wetlands: 1

Eey Ecological Features (Marine) Mone

North Barker Ecosystem Services
PAS115: 2023_06_21

283



St Patricks Plains Wind Farm
Flora and Fauna Habitat Assessment

Details

Matters of National Environmental Significance

Listed Threatened Ecological Communities

[ Resource Information

For threatened ecological communities where the distribution is well known, maps are denved from recovery
plang, State vegetation maps, remote sensing imagery and other sources. Where threatened ecological
community distributions are less well known, existing vegetation maps and point location data are used to

produce indicative distribution maps.
Mame

R Bogs iated F
iand Native Grasslands of Tasmani

Tazmanian Forests and Woodlands dominated by
black gum or Brookers gum (Fucalypius ovata F'E.
brookeriana)
Listed Threatened Species
MName
Birds

i iax fleayi
Tasmanian Wedge-tailed Eagle, Wedge-tailed Eagle
(Tasmanian) [64435]
alidris f :

Curlew Sandpiper [B55]

- - .
Tasmanian Azure Kingfisher [25977]

Hinundapus caudacutus
White-throated Needletail [682]

Lathamus discolor
Swift Parmot [T44]

. oo
Eastern Curlew, Far Eastern Curlew [347]

Pterodroma leucoptera lsucopters
Gould's Petrel, Australian Gould’s Pefrel [26033]

Status
Endangered

Crtically Endangered
Cntically Endangered

Status

Endangered

Critically Endangered

Endangered

Vulnerable

Critically Endangered

Crtically Endangered

Endangered

Tyto novaehollandiae castanops (Tasmanian population)

Masked Owd (Tasmanian) [67051]

Fish
Galaxias tan alus
Saddled Galaxias [26176]

E laxias dissimili
Shannocn Paragalaxias [77042]

Vulnerable

‘Vulnerable

Vulnerable

Type of Presence
Community likely to ocour
within area

Community likely to ocour
within area

Community likely to ocour
within area

[ Resource Information ]
Type of Presence

Breeding likely to occur
within area

Species or species habitat
miay occur within area

Species or species habitat
kmown to occur within area

Species or species habitat
may occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
miay occur within area

Species or species habitat
may occur within area

Species or species habitat
kmown to occur within area

Species or species habitat
kmown to occur within area

Species or species
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MName

£ - .
Great Lake Paragalaxias [F7041]

Paragalaxias mesotes
Arthurs Paragalaxias [77039]

Insects

reixen

Ptunama Brown, Ptunama Brown Butterfly, Piunarra
Xenica [26327)

Mammals

Dasyurus maculatus maculatus (Tasmanian popuiation)

Spotted-tail Quoll, Spot-tailed Quoll, Tiger Quoll
(Tasmanian population) [F5183]

Dasyurus vivermnus
Eastern Quoll, Luaner [333]

Perameles quninii_guninii
Eastern Bamred Bandicoot (Tasmania) [66651]

- ; -
Tasmanian Devil [295]

Flants
Midlands Mimosa, Midlands Wattle [13563]

Barbarea ausiralis
Mative Wintercress, Riverbed Wintercress [12540]

Caladenia anthracina
Black-tipped Spider-orchid [B4555)

ol i
Curtis' Colobanth [23961]

Dianella amoena
Matted Flaxily [64886]

E - ii sut fivari
Miena Cider Gum [68394]

Glycing latrobeana
Clover Glycine, Purple Clover [13910]

Lepidiumn hyssopifolium
Basalt Pepper-cress, Peppercress, Rubble Pepper-
cress, Pepperweed [16542]

} . )
Hoary Sunray, Grassland Paper-daisy [S56204]

Prazophvilum crebriflorsm
Crowded Leek-Orchid [78897]

Status

Vulnerable

Endangered

Endangered

Vulnerable

Endangered

Vulnerable

Endangered

Vulnerable

Endangered

Critically Endangered

Vulnerable

Endangered

Endangered

Vulnerable

Endangered

Endangered

Endangered

Type of Presence
habitat likely to occur within
area

Species or species habitat

likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
known to occur within area

Species or species habitat
known to occur within area

Species or species habitat
known to occur within area

Species or species habitat
known to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
may ocour within area

Species or species habitat
known to occur within area

Species or species habitat
may ocour within area

Species or species habitat
known to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
known to occur within area

Species or species habitat
known to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area
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MName
Pte iz commutata
Midland Greenhood [64535]

Pte: is pratensis
Liawenee Greenhood [66896]

= . .
Grassland Greenhood, Cape Portland Greenhood
[64571]

Zerochrysum palustre
Swamp Everlasting, Swamp Paper Daisy [76215]

Listed Migratory Species

Status

Critically Endangered

Vulnerable

Vulnerable

Vulnerable

Type of Presence

Species or species habitat
miay occur within area

Species or species habitat
known to occur within area

Species or species habitat
may ocour within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

[ Resource Information

* Species is listed under a different scientific name on the EPBC Act - Threatened Species list.

MName

Migratory Marine Birds
Apus pacificus
Fork-tailed Swift [6T8]

Migratory Terrestrial Species
Hinundapus caudacutus
White-throated Meedletail [652]

Myiagra cyancleuca
Satin Flycatcher [612]

Migratory Wetlands Species
Actitis hypoleucos
Common Sandpiper [59309]

Calidris acuminata
Sharp-tailed Sandpiper [874]

~alidris .
Curlew Sandpiper [856]

Lalidris melanotos
Pectoral Sandpiper [558]

Gallinago hardwickii
Latham's Snipe, Japaness Snipe [863]

Numenius madagascanensis
Eastern Curlew, Far Eastern Curlew [347]

Threatened

Vulnerable

Critically Endangered

Critically Endangered

Type of Presence

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
may ocour within area

Species or species habitat
known to occur within area

Species or species habitat
may ocour within area

Species or species habitat
may ocour within area

Species or species habitat
may ocour within area

Species or species habitat
may ocour within area

Species or species habitat
may ocour within area

Species or species habitat
miay occur within area
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Other Matters Protected by the EPBC Act

Listed Marine Species

[Resource Information ]

* Species is listed under a different scientific name on the EPBC Act - Threatened Species list.

Mame
Birds
itis |
Common Sandpiper [59309]

Apus pacificus
Fork-tailed Swift [678]

Ardea alba
Great Egret, White Egret [59541]

Cattie Egrat [59542]

~alidris .
Sharp-tailed Sandpiper [874]

~alidris .
Curlew Sandpiper [B56]

Calidris melanotos
Pectoral Sandpiper [858]

Gallinago hardwickii
Latham's Snipe, Japanese Snipe [363]

Haligestus leucogaster
White-bellied Sea-Eagle [943)]

Hirundapus caudscutus
White-throated Needletail [652]

Lathamus discolor
Swift Parmot [744]

Myiagra cyanoleuca
Satin Flycatcher [612]

MNumenius madagascanensis
Eastern Curlew, Far Eastern Curlew [347]

Extra Information

State and Territory Resenves
MName

Cider Gum Reserve

Five Mile Pinnacles

Great Lake

Lagoon of Islands

Lagoon of Islands and Cross Marsh
Morass Bay

Rocky Point

Shannon River

Threatened

Critically Endangersd

Vulnerable

Critically Endangersd

Critically Endangersd

Type of Presence

Species or species habitat
may occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
may occur within area

Species or species habitat
may occur within area

Species or species habitat
may occur within area

Species or species habitat
may occur within area

Species or species habitat
may occur within area

Species or species habitat
known to occur within area

Species or species habitat
may occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
known to occur within area

Species or species habitat
may occur within area

[ Resource Information ]
State
TAS
TAS
TAS
TAS
TAS
TAS
TAS
TAS
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MName

Soldiers Marsh #1

Soldiers Marsh #2

Soldiers Marsh #3

St. Patricks Plains

St. Patricks Plains - Cider Marsh
Tea-Tree Bay

The Flat Iron and Hunterston
The Steppes

The Steppes

Regional Forest Agreements

Mote that all areas with completed RFAs have been included.

MName
Tasmania BFA

Invasive Species

State
TAS
TAS
TAS
TAS
TAS
TAS
TAS
TAS
TAS

[ Resource Information ]

State
Tasmania

[ Resource Information ]

Weeds reported here are the 20 species of national significance (WoN3), along with other introduced plants
that are considered by the States and Termritories to pose a particularly significant threat to biodiversity. The
following feral animals are reported: Goat, Red Fox, Cat, Rabbit, Pig, Water Buffalo and Cane Toad. Maps from

Landscape Health Project, National Land and Water Resouces Audit, 2001.

Mame

Birds

Alauda arvensis
Skylark [B56]

Anas platyrhynchos
Mallard [974]

Carduelis carduelis
European Goldfinch [403]

Carduelis chloris
Eurcpean Greenfinch [404]

Columba livia
Rock Pigeon, Rock Dove, Domestic Pigeon [803]

Passer domesticus
House Spamow [405]

Streptopelia chinensis
Spotted Turtle-Dove [780]

Stumus vulgaris
Common Starling [389]

Turdus merula
Common Blackbird, Eurasian Blackbird [596]

Mammals
Canis lupus familiaris
Domestic Dog [82654]

Felis catus
Cat, House Cat, Domestic Cat [19]

Feral deer
Feral deer species in Australia [85733]

Status

Type of Presence

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within arsa

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within arsa

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within arsa

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within arsa

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within arsa

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within arsa

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within arsa

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within arsa

Species or species habitat
likely to cccur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occcur
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Mame Status

Lepus capensis
Brown Hare [127]

Mus musculus
House Mouse [120]

Oryctolagus cuniculus
Rabbit, European Rabbit [128]

Raitus norvegicus
Brown Rat, Norway Rat [83]

Rattus rattus
Black Rat, Ship Rat [34]

Vulpes vulpes
Red Fox, Fox [18]

Plants
Chrysanthemoides monilifera
Bitou Bush, Boneseed [18983]

Chryzanthemoides monilifera subsp. monilifera
Boneseed [16905]

Cytisus scoparius
Broom, Englizh Broom, Scotch Broom, Common
Broom, Scottish Broom, Spanish Broom [S934]

Genista monspessulana
Maontpellier Broom, Cape Broom, Canary Broom,
Commeon Broom, French Broom, Soft Broom [20126]

Rubus fruticosus aggregate
Blackbery, European Blackbemy [63406]

Salix spp. except 5. babylonica, 5_x calodendron & S.x reichardtii

Willows except Weeping Willow, Pussy Willow and
Sterle Pussy Willow [68457]

Ulex eurcpasus
Gorse, Furze [F593]

Mationally Important Wetlands
Mame
Allwrights Lagoon

Type of Presence
within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat
likely to occur within area

[ Resource Information
State
TAS
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Caveat

The Informatian presented In this report has been provided by @ range of data s0Urtes as acknowledged at the end of the repart

This r2port |5 designed o 3ssist In Igentrying the locations of piaces which may be reisvant In getemining obigations under the Envirnment
Protection and Blodiversity Conservation Act 1299, It hoids mapped locations of Wond and National Hertage properties, Wetiands of Intemational
and Mational Imporiance, Commonwaaim and StaterTemtony reserves, isted Meatened, migratory and marine species and Isted threatenes
ecoioglcal commurities. Mapping of Commaorwaaith [and ks not comglete at this stage. Maps have baen collated fTom 3 range of SOURCSE 3 Vanous
resolutions.

Mot al species lsted under the EPSC Act have been mapped (se2 Delow) and therefore a repon Is a general guide only. Whenz avallable data
suppoits mapging, the type of presence that can be determined from the data is Indicated In general terms. Peaple using this iInformadtion in making
areferral may need to conskder the quallfications below and may need fo 522k and conslder other INfoMaTon SOUCEE.

Faor threatened ecolgical communities where the distibution ks well known, maps are denved from recovery plans, State vegetation maps, ramobe
sansing Imagery and other sources. Where threatened ecological community distrbutions are kess well known, exisling vegeiation maps and paint
location data are used to produce Indicative distribution maps.

Thraatenad, migratory and manine species distributions have been darved theough 3 varety of metods. Whene distributions are well known and 1
Me parmits, maps afe gervad using ekher hematic spatial data (Le. vegetation, solls, geokogy, Slevation, a5pect, tarrain, abe) togather with point
I0Cations and described Naolat; o envirmnmental modeling (MAXENT of BIOCLIM habRat mogeling) using point locations and snviamental data

Iayers.

Where very litle Information ls avallable for speckes or large number of maps are reguired In a short ime-frame, maps are dertved either fom 0.04
or 002 decimal degres calls; by an aubomated process USing polygon capburs sechnigues [static fwo Klometre gid cels, alpha-hull and convex hull);
or captured manually or by using topographic features [natkinal park boundanies, lsiands, etc). In the eany stages of the distHouTon mapping
process (193%-earty 2000s) disFibutions were defined by degree blocks, 100K or 250K map sheets to rapidly create distibution maps. More rellable
distrioution mapping methods are used to wpdate these msiibuions as ime permitts.

Only selected species coversd by the following proviskans of the EPBC Act have been mapped:
- migratory and
- marine
The following species and ecological communities have not been mapped and do not 30pear In reports produced from this database:

- threatened species listed a5 cxtinct or consigerad 25 vagranis
- 50me species and ecological communities that have only recently been listed
- same terrestral spedes mat D‘l‘EI'ﬂ]"ﬂ'IE Commaonyealth marne area
- migratony species hat ane very witaspread, vagrant, or only oocur In small numbers

The following Qrouns have been mappad, bat may not cover the complete dstibution of Me species:
- non-threatanad seabinds which Rave only becn mappad for recorded breeding stes
- s2ais which have only bean mapped for bresding sites near the Australian continent

Such breeding shes may be Important for the protaction of the Commanwaaith Marine environmant.

Coordinates

42046112 145.7TE3616, 42024547 145.807551 42020101 146.819234,~22 01449 145529534, 42 010153 145.536401,42 005072 145564553,
42 029538 146.881033,~42.07 1602 146 8412242 IS5EL 146.B50003,-42. 105483 146 B32063, 42 117713 146024201 42 139102 145956564 -
42 172443 146 924078,-42 190252 146.B84 36 42 150974 146.ETESED -42 153365 146 B54507 42 126881 146.8357 14,42, 115167 145.84155-

42 110532 146.795018,-42.070838 146.782842 ~42 05223 145 TESTEE, 42045112 146 7EIE1E
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APPENDIX K - RECOMMENDED REVEGETATION SPECIES

Status codes:
ORIGIN
i - introduced
d - declared weed WM Act

en - endemic to Tasmania

t - within Australia, occurs only in Tas.

Name

DICOTYLEDONAE
APIACEAE

Centella cordifolia
Hydrocotyle hirta
Hydrocotyle muscosa
Hydrocotyle sibthorpioides
ASTERACEAE

Argyrotegium mackayi

Bedfordia linearis subsp. linearis

Brachyscome aculeata
Brachyscome decipiens
Brachyscome radicans
Brachyscome spathulata
Brachyscome tenuiscapa
Calocephalus lacteus
Celmisia astelfifolia
Centipeda elatinoides
Chrysocephalum apiculatum
Coronidium scorpioides
Cotula alpina

Craspedia glabrata
Craspedia gracilis
Craspedia rosulata
Euchiton japonicus
Euchiton traversii
Euchiton umbricola
Lagenophora stipitata
Leptinella reptans

Leptorhynchos squamatus

NATIONAL SCHEDULE
EPBCA 1999

CR - critically endangered

EN - endangered

VU - vulnerable

Common name

swampwort

hairy pennywort

mossy pennywort

shining pennywort

silver cottonleaf

slender blanketleaf

hill daisy

field daisy
spreading daisy
spoonleaf daisy

mountain daisy

milky beautyheads

silver snowdaisy

STATE SCHEDULE
TSP Act 1995

e - endangered

v - vulnerable

r - rare

Status

en

en

spreading sneezeweed

common everlasting

curling everlasting

alpine buttons

little alpine billybuttons en

mountain billybuttons

billybuttons

common cottonleaf

mat cottonleaf
cliff cottonleaf
blue bottledaisy
creeping buttons

scaly buttons

en
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Leptorhynchos squamatus subsp.
Microseris lanceolata

Olearia algida

Olearia erubescens

Olearia phlogopappa subsp. subrepanda
Olearia viscosa

Ozothamnus antennaria
Ozothamnus ericifolius
Ozothamnus hookeri

Ozothamnus thyrsoideus
Pappochroma bellidioides
Pappochroma gunnii
Pappochroma pappocromum
Podolepis decipiens

Senecio gunnii

Senecio linearifolius var. denticulatus
Senecio linearifolius var. linearifolius
Senecio longipilus

Senecio prenanthoides
Solenogyne gunnii

Xerochrysum subundulatum
BORAGINACEAE

Myosotis australis

BRASSICACEAE

Cardamine lilacina

Cardamine papillata

Cardamine tryssa
CAMPANULACEAE

Lobelia irrigua

Lobelia pedunculata

Wahlenbergia ceracea
Wahlenbergia saxicola
CARYOPHYLLACEAE

Colobanthus affinis

Colobanthus apetalus var. apetalus
Scleranthus biflorus

Scleranthus brockier

Stellaria multiflora subsp. multiflora

alpine scaly buttons

yam daisy

alpine daisybush

moth daisybush

mountain dusty daisybush

viscid daisybush

sticky everlastingbush en
heathy everlastingbush en
scaly everlastingbush en

arching everlastingbush
hairy mountaindaisy
smooth mountaindaisy en

violet mountaindaisy

mountain fireweed

toothed fireweed groundsel
common fireweed groundsel
longhair fireweed

common fireweed

hairy flat-herb

orange everlasting

southern forgetmenot

lilac bittercress
warty bittercress

delicate bittercress

salt lobelia
matted lobelia
waxy bluebell

mountain bluebell en

alpine cupflower
coast cupflower
twinflower knawel
mountain knawel

rayless starwort
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CLUSIACEAE
Hypericum japonicum
CONVOLVULACEAE
Dichondra repens
CRASSULACEAE
Crassula decumbens var. decumbens
Crassula peduncularis
Crassula sieberiana
Crassula tetramera
DROSERACEAE
Drosera pygmaea
ERICACEAE
Acrothamnus hookeri
Acrotriche serrulata
Epacris gunnii

Epacris lanuginosa
Epacris petrophila
Leptecophylla parvifolia
Leucopogon collinus
FABACEAE

Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata
Almaleea subumbellata
Bossiaea cordigera
Bossiaea prostrata
Bossiaea riparia

Hovea heterophylla
Pultenaea fasciculata
Pultenaea gunnii
Pultenaea juniperina
GERANIACEAE
Geranium brevicaule
Geranium potentilloides var.
Geranium retrorsum
Geranium solanderi
Pelargonium australe
GOODENIACEAE
Velleia montana

GUNNERACEAE

matted st johns-wort

kidneyweed

spreading stonecrop
purple stonecrop
stone-crop

wiry stonecrop

dwarf sundew

mountain beardheath

ants delight

coral heath

swamp heath

central snowheath

mountain pinkberry en

white beardheath

silver wattle

wiry bushpea
wiry bossiaea
creeping bossiaea
leafless bossiaea
winter purplepea
alpine bushpea
golden bushpea
prickly beauty

alpine cranesbill

mountain cranesbill
grassland cranesbill
southern cranesbill

southern storksbill

mountain velleia
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Gunnera cordifolia

HALORAGACEAE

Gonocarpus micranthus subsp.

Gonocarpus montanus

Gonocarpus serpyllifolius

Gonocarpus tetragynus

Gonocarpus teucrioides

Myriophyllum pedunculatum

Myriophyllum simulans

LAMIACEAE

Ajuga australis

Westringia rubaiefolia

LENTIBULARIACEAE

Utricularia monanthos

LINACEAE

Linum marginale

MENYANTHACEAE

Liparophyllum exiguum
Ornduffia reniformis

MYRTACEAE

Baeckea gunniana

Eucalyptus amygdalina

Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp.
dalrympleana

Eucalyptus delegatensis subsp.

tasmaniensis

Eucalyptus gunnii subsp. divaricata

Eucalyptus gunnii subsp. gunnii

Eucalyptus pauciflora subsp. pauciflora

Eucalyptus pulchella

Eucalyptus rodwayi
Eucalyptus rubida
Leptospermum lanigerum
Melaleuca pallida
Melaleuca virens
OLEACEAE

Notelaea ligustrina

PITTOSPORACEAE

tasmanian mudleaf

creeping raspwort
mountain raspwort
alpine raspwort
common raspwort
forest raspwort
matted water-milfoil

amphibious watermilfoil

australian bugle

sticky westringia

mountain bladderwort

native flax

dwarf marshwort

running marsh flower

alpine heathmyrtle
black peppermint

mountain white gum

gumtopped stringybark

miena cider gum
cider gum

cabbage gum
white peppermint
swamp peppermint
candlebark

woolly teatree
yellow bottlebrush

prickly bottlebrush

native olive

en

en

en

en

en EN e

en

en

en

en
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Bursaria spinosa subsp. spinosa
PORTULACACEAE

Montia australasica
Montia fontana subsp. chondrosperma
PROTEACEAE
Grevillea australis
Hakea epiglottis
Hakea lissosperma
Hakea microcarpa
Lomatia tinctoria
RANUNCULACEAE
Ranunculus amphitrichus
Ranunculus collinus
Ranunculus glabrifolius
Ranunculus lappaceus
Ranunculus parviflorus
Ranunculus pimpinellifolius
RHAMNACEAE
Pomaderris apetala
Pomaderris racemosa
ROSACEAE
Acaena echinata
Acaena novae-zelandiae
Acaena ovina
RUBIACEAE
Asperula conferta
Asperula gunnii
Asperula gunnii var. gunnif
Asperula pusilla
Coprosma hirtella
Coprosma nitida
Coprosma pumila
Galium australe
Galium ciliare
Galium densum
Galium gaudichaudii
STACKHOUSIACEAE

Stackhousia monogyna

prickly box

white purslane

waterblinks
southern grevillea en
beaked hakea en

mountain needlebush
smallfruit needlebush

guitarplant en

river buttercup
mountain buttercup
shining buttercup
woodland buttercup
smallflower buttercup

bog buttercup

common dogwood

slender dogwood

spiny sheeps burr
common buzzy

hairy sheepsburr

common woodruff
mountain woodruff
mountain woodruff
alpine woodruff
coffeeberry
mountain currant
dwarf matcurrant
tangled bedstraw
hairy bedstraw
shade bedstraw

rough bedstraw

forest candles
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STYLIDIACEAE
Stylidium graminifolium
THYMELAEACEAE
Pimelea humilis
Pimelea nivea

Pimelea pygmaea
TREMANDRACEAE
Tetratheca procumbens
VIOLACEAE

Melicytus angustifolius subsp. divaricatus
Viola betonicifolia subsp. betonicifolia
Viola cunninghamii
Viola hederacea
WINTERACEAE
Tasmannia lanceolata
MONOCOTYLEDONAE
ASPARAGACEAE
Lomandrra longifolia
ASPHODELACEAE
Bulbine glauca
COLCHICACEAE
Wurmbea uniflora
CYPERACEAE

Baumea arthrophylla
Carex appressa

Carex breviculmis

Carex curta

Carex gaudichaudiana
Carex inversa

Carex iynx

Carex raleighii

Carpha alpina
Eleocharis acuta
Eleocharis gracilis
Eleocharis sphacelata
Isolepis fluitans

Isolepis montivaga

Isolepis wakefieldiana

narrowleaf triggerplant

dwarf riceflower

bushmans bootlace en
alpine riceflower en
spreading pinkbells en

divaricate tree violet
showy violet
alpine violet tr

ivyleaf violet

mountain pepper

sagg

bluish bulbine-lily

oneflower early nancy

fine twigsedge

tall sedge

shortstem sedge
white sedge

fen sedge

knob sedge

tussock sedge
alpine sedge

alpine strawsedge
common spikesedge
slender spikesedge
tall spikesedge
floating clubsedge
mountain clubsedge

tufted clubsedge
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Lepidosperma filiforme
Schoenus abscondiitus
Schoenus apogon
Schoenus calyptratus
Schoenus fluitans
Uncinia compacta
JUNCACEAE

Juncus astreptus

Juncus falcatus subsp. falcatus
Juncus filicaulis

Juncus pallidus

Luzula flaccida

Luzula meridionalis
Luzula modesta
JUNCAGINACEAE
Cycnogeton alcockiae
Cycnogeton procerum
LAXMANNIACEAE
Arthropodium milleflorum
POACEAE

Anthosachne scabra
Deyeuxia monticola
Dichelachne micrantha
Dichelachne rara
Lachnagrostis lacunarum
Microlaena stipoides
Pentapogon quadrifidus
Poa clivicola

Poa gunnii

Poa labiflardierei

Rytidosperma caespitosum

Rytidosperma fortunae-hibernae

Rytidosperma laeve
Rytidosperma nudiflorum
Rytidosperma setaceum
Themeda triandra
POTAMOGETONACEAE

Potamogeton tricarinatus

common rapiersedge
hidden bogsedge
common bogsedge
alpine bogsedge
floating bogsedge

compact hooksedge

rigid rush
sickleleaf rush
thread rush

pale rush

pale woodrush
southern woodrush

bog woodrush

southern waterribbons

greater waterribbons

pale vanilla-lily

rough wheatgrass
mountain bentgrass
shorthair plumegrass
common plumegrass
tarn blowngrass
weeping grass
five-awned spear-grass
fineleaf snowgrass
gunns snowgrass

silver tussockgrass
common wallabygrass
luck-of-the-irish wallabygrass
smooth wallabygrass
alpine wallabygrass
bristly wallabygrass

kangaroo grass

floating pondweed

en

en

en

en

en
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RESTIONACEAE

Baloskion australe

Empodisma minus

PTERIDOPHYTA

ASPIDIACEAE

Polystichum proliferum
BLECHNACEAE

Blechnum penna-marina subsp. alpina
DENNSTAEDTIACEAE

Histiopteris incisa

southern cordrush

spreading roperush

mother shieldfern

alpine waterfern

batswing fern
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APPENDIX L - RECOMMENDED DEN MANAGEMENT PROTOCOL

Devil and quoll den management protocol

Application of this protocol (sections A through D) will require approval to decommission dens under
permit (Section 5.3) and will require regulatory oversight for release of hold points for clearance. The
protocol is to be carried out by suitably qualified ecologists.

A-  Pre-clearance survey for potential dens

An identified area of clearance/disturbance must be nominated by the proponent and a pre-clearance
survey undertaken to a buffer of 50 m. The pre-clearance survey/s for burrows and dens will involve:

(i)

(ii)

At least four (4) weeks prior to any vegetation clearance, a pre-clearance survey of the area to
be cleared (and buffer) will be conducted.

Within the area, a systematic coverage will be achieved by meandering transects (minimum 2
surveyors in visual sight, spaced typically 20-50 m apart depending on visibility and likelihood
of den detection). All potential den sites’* will be investigated and recorded. Potential dens
are mostly soil burrows/holes in the substrate with an appropriate entrance hole, but also
include clusters of boulders with cavities, dense clumps of vegetation with visible animal use,
rock outcrops, and dry hollow logs. (Where terrain or vegetation prevents adequate survey
coverage, Section E applies).

(iii) To assess likelihood of use, the general quality of each potential den will be inspected in

relation to factors such as soil warmth (sunlight), proneness to inundation, landscape position,
etc. Factors including spider webs, delicate fungi, wear marks, hairs, scats, and footprints at
potential den entrances will be noted as potential indicators of activity (or non-activity). If the
activity assessment concludes that the burrow is not being used (/.e, definitively inactive and
vacant), the burrow will be decommissioned under a permit to destroy a product of wildlife
under the Nature Conservation Act 2002 (NCA). (Note, if the potential den is not within the
necessary clearance area, /e. is within the survey buffer, it will not be decommissioned.)

(iv) If no potential dens are found that require application of Section B, the application of the

(v)

protocol can proceed to Section C.

Section B, the ‘den monitoring assessment’ will be applied to any potential den that has
evidence of use by a devil or quoll, or evidence of use by a species that cannot be
determined, and any den that is considered to be highly suitable for devil or quoll occupation
but does not have definitive evidence of being vacant at the time of assessment. An exclusion
zone of a 50 m radius will be established around any potential den that warrants application
of Section B and will remain in place until the requirements of Section B are completed. Note,
if the potential den is not within the necessary clearance area, ‘e, is within the survey buffer,
it will simply be treated as an exclusion zone for the duration of works.

(vi) Clearance will not commence (or any other soil disturbance) in the exclusion zone until that

den or burrow is confirmed vacant by the surveying ecologist and the exclusion approved to
be lifted by the regulator as per Section C. All conditions must be observed by the
contractors.

B- Den monitoring assessment

132 As devils and quolls are known to opportunistically occupy burrows dug by other species (principally
wombats), the protocol manages any burrow as potential habitat for a listed threatened species.
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The den monitoring assessment involves the following:

(i)

(ii)
(iii)

a.

Up to two infra-red motion sensor cameras will be installed at each entrance of each burrow.
Camera settings will be - sensitivity: high; capture method: video; capture length > 20 sec;
capture delay interval: 0 seconds.

Cameras will remain in place for at least 7 nights.

After this time, footage will be inspected to identify captures'?, with the following possible
outcomes.

If a pouch-laden devil or quoll, an imp (young devil) or a kitten (young quoll) are recorded
using a den, or if an individual devil or quoll is recorded using a den for two or more nights
and displaying natal characteristics, then the den will be treated as a likely maternal den.

For a likely maternal den, cameras and the 50 m exclusion zone will remain in place until:

e the den is no longer necessary for the rearing of young and it is confirmed that
the mother and young have discontinued use of the den...

e or continued monitoring definitively establishes that the den is in fact not a
maternal den (e.g. pouch-laden females may visit multiple dens before
dropping their young in one location, and some females may be observed
showing natal characteristics [such as lactating and scent marking] around
dens in which they have not dropped their young).

Following either of these scenarios the den will be decommissioned while vacant.

. If any devil or quoll is using a den regularly (ie. almost every night) outcome ‘a’ will apply. If

a den is found to be in regular use to this degree by a species other than a devil or quoll, a
one-way gate will be installed, and monitoring will continue until a time when the den is
definitively vacant and can be decommissioned.

If a den is found to be in opportunistic use only by any species (/.e. not occupied for several
consecutive nights; in which scenario there are usually several different animals and species
frequenting the burrow), the footage from the night and morning immediately prior to the
inspection will be used to determine occupancy at that time. If the burrow is conclusively
vacant at the time of inspection, it will be decommissioned at that time. If an animal is
within the burrow at that time, either a one-way gate will be installed to aid eviction, or the
burrow will be revisited the following day and occupancy re-determined based on the
footage from the previous night and morning. Monitoring of the burrow (with or without a
gate) will continue until a time when it is conclusively vacant at the time of inspection and
can be decommissioned.

d. If a den is found to be inactive (no evidence of use), it will be decommissioned.

133 If this is done in the field, outcomes a, b, ¢ or d may apply immediately. If memory cards are collected for
desktop analysis, cards (and batteries if necessary) will be replaced and camera(s) will remain in place for
continued monitoring until action can be informed by the footage. In other words, monitoring will always
continue up until the point of decommissioning, which will only be undertaken when an assessment of all
footage up until that time has established the den is vacant at the time. A one-way gate may be used in any
of the different outcomes to facilitate vacancy (only if the 7 nights of footage has sufficiently informed the
action).
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C- Reporting and regulation

(i) If Section B does not apply, the ecologist will produce a report for the proponent to submit to
the regulator, indicating that clearance can be approved by the regulator within the
designated area.

(i) If Section B applies, the area approved for clearance may be conditional upon the
maintenance of exclusion zones around active dens or dens still under assessment. Once the
monitoring requirements of Section B are completed and dens have been decommissioned,
the proponent can request exclusion zones are lifted and un-conditional clearance granted
for the designated area (informed by an addendum on the Section B results from the
ecologist).

(iii) Approval to clear in a designated area will be valid for up to 8 weeks, after which time a new
assessment will be required unless an extension to this window is approved by the regulator
(noting an extension may be considered sufficiently low risk in some scenarios, as informed
by Section A and B results).

(iv) If the works area is divided into coupes, the process will be repeated until surveying of the
entire footprint is complete.

D- Unanticipated discoveries

Notwithstanding Section C (i) and (ii), should a previously unidentified or unanticipated discovery of a
potential den be found by the contractor (or other parties) during works, an assessment as per Section
A (iii) and (v) is to be undertaken, and, if necessary, the den monitoring assessment as per Section B
adopted.

E-  Supplementary detection techniques

In cases where the den detection rate is considered inadequate to fulfil the intentions of the den
management protocol, other alternative/supplementary measures and search techniques will be
considered on a case by case basis within areas of very low den detection probability. For instance,
surveys could include multiple searches of difficult areas, or supplementary searching with the aid of a
den detection dog. Variations on the standard management protocol could include a greater reliance
on an unanticipated discovery protocol, or habitat-specific variations (such as clearing dense
shrubbery [with approval] prior to a den survey).
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APPENDIX M - EUROPEAN WASP (AND PTUNARRA BROWN BUTTERFLY)
MONITORING STRATEGY

The proposed European wasp monitoring plan includes a spatially structured design incorporating
two complementary wasp surveillance techniques across the area, which will be used to monitor
ptunarra brown butterfly concurrently. The core logic of the survey design is to compare the impact of
the proposed development compared to natural fluctuations in wasp numbers across the area. This is
particularly important as there can be substantial variation in wasp numbers across years'*. The focus
of the surveillance effort will be on the high and moderate butterfly habitat classes where the
abundance of the species is highest.

In the season leading up to any works commencing (see surveillance period below), 10 sampling sites
are to be established in both the high and moderate habitat classes, with five sited within 500 m of
the development (impact sites) and five over 500 m from the development (control sites) (20 in total,
see Figure M1). The 500 m threshold was selected as this mirrors wasp foraging behaviour as wasps
predominantly forage within 400 m of their nest location'®®. Sites were selected at random using GIS
software to ensure the robustness of the survey. At each sample site, it is proposed to establish a 100
m transect and monitoring traps to quantify wasp abundance as well as monitor butterfly populations.

Survey duration

The monitoring surveys are to commence in the butterfly season prior to the commencement of
construction works, and then be undertaken annually (as per the parameters of the ‘surveillance
period’ below) for a period until 5 years (inclusive) following construction.

Surveillance period

Surveys will be conducted every seven days, beginning in the last full week of February prior to the
start of the butterfly season (March) and continuing through to the first full week of April (ie, a total
of 7 weeks from late-February until the first full week of April). The reason why the surveys will start
before the butterfly season starts is to allow for contingencies to be put in place if threshold values
are triggered (see below).

Transects

At each site, a 100 m-long transect will be established. For the impact sites (Fig. M1), the direction of
the transect will be towards the closest impact footprint, whereas the direction of the control sites will
be away from the proposed impact, to maximise the distance away from the proposed development.
The impact sites will include edges of the development footprint into the surrounding high/moderate
habitat, an area where there may be increased wasp activity.

At each weekly survey, an observer will traverse the transect at slow walking speed recording all wasps
and O. ptunarra individuals spotted within 5 m of the transect line. This mirrors previous surveillance
efforts for the two species'®. Transects will only be surveyed when flying conditions are optimal
between 10 am and 2 pm, and the weather conditions are fine or mild.

Wasp monitoring traps

At each site, a single wasp monitoring station will be established following the cost-effective protocol
outlined in Potter-Craven et al, (2018). The monitoring station consists of the Enviro Safe™ flying

134 potter-Craven et al,, 2018
135 Archer, 2012, Potter-Craven et al., 2018

136 potter-Craven et al,, 2018
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insect trap (Fig M2) half filled with 10% sugar solution and a cube of wallaby meat (wallaby meat has
been found to be the most effective meat to attract wasps'’). The trap is then placed on a 5 m high
wooden stake post to prevent wildlife from disturbing the contents. Wasps are attracted to the
combination of sugar and meat as well as the yellow screw-top lid but are unable to escape. After 1
week the traps are emptied and reset, and the number of wasps will be recorded.

The station will be set up 20 m away from the transect after the observer has completed the transect
to reduce interference between the methods (i.e., increasing transect counts as the wasps arrive at the
monitoring station).

Wasp management and contingencies

The data from both surveillance methods will be utilised to monitor if the development impacts wasp
abundance compared to the controls. If 10 more wasps (on average) are detected at the impact sites
compared to the controls, this will trigger wasp control measures. The simplest measure includes the
eradication of nests. To locate nests, wallaby baits will be placed in open containers (precluding bird
access) at the impact sites and monitored. Wasps attracted to the bait will be then followed back to
the nest, and the nest will then be fumigated using commercially available products (e.g., Bayer 350g
Ant And Wasp Dust). If nests cannot be located, after attracting wasps the wallaby baits (10g) will be
replaced with baits poisoned with 1 g/1000 g (0.1%) Fipronil. Once the poisoned bait is taken back to
the nest, the poison kills the queen and workers leading to colony collapse in a few days'®. All baits
will be removed prior to dusk to avoid consumption by wildlife. This method has been found to
substantially reduce wasp numbers in central Tasmania'®.

In the scenario that both methods fail to lower wasp abundance below the above trigger, the method
and mitigation measures will need to be reassessed.

Review and reporting

An annual report on the monitoring results is to be forwarded to the Department of Natural
Resources and Environment Tasmania (or subsequent equivalent departments under different names)
within three months of the conclusion of each season of monitoring.

More detailed review of the effectiveness of the wasp monitoring and control efforts will be
undertaken within the annual reporting in years 2 and 5 post-construction. We anticipate that as the
soil disturbance recedes and revegetation progresses that wasp abundance will decrease. In year 2, if
statistical tests show no substantial increase in wasp numbers across two seasons post-works,
monitoring efforts could be decreased to 3-4 weeks per year (rather than 7) and reviewed again in
year 5, after which there may be no need to continue.

137 Bashford (2010)
138 potter-Craven et al,, 2018

139 potter-Craven et al,, 2018
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Fig. M1: Sampling sites across the site.
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Fig. M2: Enviro Safe™ trap.
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Table M: Monitoring site coordinates.

Sampling plot Lat (High Long (High
habitat/impact) habitat/impact)

1 485003.9 5343928

2 4884123 5339383

3 483189.1 5343514

4 4824384 5343590

5 483622.6 5345390

Sampling plot Lat (Mod Long (Mod
habitat/impact) habitat/impact)

1 484036.5 5343118

2 486509 5341762

3 489682.4 5342561

4 4896154 5342233

5 483368.1 5344488
Lat (High Long (High
habitat/control) habitat/control)

1 484525.1 5339798

2 484410.7 5340018

3 486159.2 5340454

4 486402.1 5340772

5 485850.2 5340720

Sampling plot Lat (Mod Long (Mod

habitat/control)

habitat/control)

4843814 5341560
486173.9 5338915
483860.5 5339869
489043.9 5341031
481851.2 5344130
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