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Table 1

Lexia Scheme

Groundwater Scheme INCLUDED

Groundwater Scheme EXCLUDED

Conservation Area S0 ha 410 ha 90 ha 410 ha
WATER LOAD (Mm?)

Catchment: Northern 0.9 0.7 1.3 1.0

Southern 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4

Eastern 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8

TOTAL 3.1 29 3.5 3.2

If No Intercatchment Pumping Increase by 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.3
If State Forest Excluded Decrease Load by 0.2

P EXPORTED (kg)
Catchment: Northern 20 19 46 44
Southern 7 7 8 8

Eastern 10 10 10 10

TOTAL 37 36 64 62

If No Intercatchment Pumping Increase by 5 5 14 15
If State Forest Excluded Decrease P by 4

P RETAINED (kg)

Catchment;: Northern 105 98 339 316

Southern 66 68 75 7

Eastern 35 35 35 35

TOTAL 206 201 449 428

If No Intercatchment Pumping Increase by 5 5 14 16
If State Forest Excluded Decrease P by 26

Feilman Planning Consultants/G.B. Hill & Partners




TABLE 2 ELLENBROOK DEVELOPMENT ECONOMIC OUTPUT

Lot Construction Dwelling Construction

Year No. of Lots Direct 1st Round Subsequent Total No. of Direct Ist Subsequent!1! Total
Expenditure (ism (1 $m Output Dwellings | Expenditure | Round!!! $M Output $M
$M $M
1993 300 75 3.72 3.20 6.9 300 13.5 6.7 5.8 12.5
1994 620 15.4 T3 6.6 14.3 620 27.9 13.0 11.9 24.9
1995 1040 25.8 12.9 11.1 24.0 1040 46.8 234 20.1 43.5
1996 1500 37.3 18.6 16.0 34.6 1500 67.5 337 29.0 62.7
1997 1500 37.3 18.6 16.0 34.6 1500 67.5 33.7 29.0 62.7
1998 1500 37.3 18.6 16.0 34.6 1500 67.5 33.7 29.0 62.7
1999 1500 37.3 18.6 16.0 34.6 1500 67.5 33.7 29.0 62.7
2000 1500 373 18.6 16.0 34.6 1500 67.5 33.7 29.0 62.7
2001 1500 37.3 18.6 16.0 34.6 1500 67.5 33.7 29.0 62.7
2002 1600 39.7 19.8 17.0 36.8 1600 72.0 36.0 30.9 66.9
2003 1600 39.7 19.8 17.0 36.8 1600 72.0 36.0 30.9 66.9
2004 1600 39.7 19.8 174 36.8 1600 72.0 36.0 30.9 66.9
2005 1600 39.7 19.8 17.0 36.8 1600 72.0 36.0 30.9 66.9
2006 1600 39.7 19.8 17.0 36.8 1600 72.0 36.0 30.9 66.9
2007 1600 39.7 19.8 17.0 36.8 1600 72.0 36.0 30.9 66.9
TOTAL | 20560 510.7 254.7 218.9 473.6 20560 925.2 461.3 397.2 858.5
Total Direct Expenditure $510.7 Total Direct Expenditure $925.2
Total Output $473.6 Total Output $858.5




TABLE 3 ELLENBROOK DEVELOPMENT EMPLOYMENT CREATION
Lot Construction Dwelling Construction Totals
Year No. of Direct Indirect No. of Direct Indirect [A1+A2] [B1+B2]
Lots [Al] [B1] Dwellings [A2] [B2]
1993 300 63 56 300 114 102 177 158
1994 620 130 117 620 236 212 366 329
1995 1040 219 196 1040 397 355 616 551
1996 1500 316 283 1500 572 512 888 795
1997 1500 316 283 1500 572 512 888 795
1998 1500 316 283 1500 572 512 888 795
1999 1500 316 283 1500 572 512 888 795
2000 1500 316 283 1500 572 512 888 795
2001 1500 316 283 1500 572 512 888 795
2002 1600 337 302 1600 610 546 947 848
2003 1600 337 302 1600 610 546 947 848
2004 1600 337 302 1600 610 546 947 848
2005 1600 337 302 1600 610 546 947 848
2006 1600 337 302 1600 610 546 947 848
2007 1600 337 302 1600 610 546 947 848
TOTAL | 20560 4330 3879 20560 7839 7010 12169 10896




Table 4

CLASSIFICATION OF THE VEGETATION OF SOME TYPICAL WETLANDS
OF THE ELLENBROOK PROJECT AREA

Ellenbrook Transect Type Classification of Wetland After Inventory of Assemblages™’
Semeniuk et al, 1990
Al sumpland micro concentriform open forest/closed Melaleuca preissiana/Astartea
heath/closed sedgeland fascicularis { Baumea articulata
A2 dampland meso maculiform open forest/closed Melaleuca preissiana/Hypocalymma
heath/closed sedgeland angustifolium/Astartea fascicularis-Baumea
articulata
A3 sumpland micro maculiform open forest/closed Melaleuca preissiana [Pericalymma
heath/closed sedgeland ellipticum [Astartea foscicularis/Baumea
articulata
Ad sumpland micro zonilorm closed heath/closed sedgl;lnnd . Astartea fascicularis {Baumea articulata
A5 dampland macro maculiform forest/closed heath Melaleuca rhaphiophylla /| Pericalymma
ellipticumn {Astartea fascicularis [ Eucalyptus
spp.-Banksia spp.’
Bl sumpland micro concentriform forest/dosed heathflow | Hypocalymma angustifolium/ Banksia
woodland/closed sedgeland littoralis {M. preissiana {Baumea
acuta [Astartea fascicularis-Pericalymma
ellipticum {Baumea articulata
(03 ] secpage lepto maculiform open woodland/closed heath M. preissiana /A fascicularis-Lepidosperma sp.
D1 seepage meso maculiform woodland/open woodland B. littoralis-M. preissiana /E. rudis
E1 dampland lepto latiform closed heath Eremaea paucifiora
F1 sumpland micro concentriform forest/closed Melsleuca preissiana/Banksia littoralis-
woodland/closed heath/closed sedgeland Lepidosperma gladiatum/ A. fascicularis/
Baumea acuta(B. articulata
G1 sumpland lepto concentriform open forest/closed Melal preissiana-Hypocalymma
heath/closed sedgeland angustifolium /Baumea acuta Astartea
fascicularis [ B. articulata
H1 sumpland micro concentriform forest/cdosed heath/closed | Melaleuca preissiana/Hypocalymma
sedgeland angustifolium [Astartea fascicularis | Baumea
articulata
11 sumpland lepto concentriform open woodland/closed Banksia littoralis | Astartea fascicularis
scrub/closed sedgeland Pericalymma ellipticum { Baumea acuta/B.
articulata
J1 dampland micro heteroform closed low forest/closed Banksia littoralis { Baumea
sedgeland/closed heath acula [Pericalymma ellipticum
K1 dampland micro concentriform open forest/closed Melaleuca preissiana-Banksia
heath/closed sedgeland littoralis | Calothamnus lateralis-Astartea
fascicularis
L1 dampland lepto maculiform closed low forest/closed Banksia littoralis f Melaleuca teretifolia-M.
scrub polygaloides
M1 sumpland micro gradiform closed sedgeland/closed scrub | Baumea acuta/Lepidosperma
longitudinale {Melaleuca teretifolia-Astartea
fosciculans { Baumea articulata
N1 sumpland lepto concentriform closed woodland/dosed M. preissiana-Banksia littoralis {Astartea

heath/closed sedgeland

fascicularis  Baumea acuta/Melaleuca
lateritia /Baumen articulata

The various assemblages arc separated by a slash (/):
Different species which occur within the same assemblage are separated by a dash (-).
For descriptions of the floristics of the wetlands see Appendix A.

This assemblage contains a mixture of woodland and wetland species.

DAMES & MOORE
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