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THE METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME 
What it is and how it is amended 

PLANNING PERTH'S FUTURE 

Perth has a reputation as one of the world's 
cleanest and greenest cities. This is largely 
due to good planning. It is a city anticipated 
to grow. As it grows, change must be well 
planned and well managed. 

In 2001 Perth was home to nearly 1.4 
million people. Each year its population is 
growing by about 20,000 people. By the 
State's Bicentenary in 2029, Perth's 
population is expected to have exceeded 2 
million, making up 72 percent of the 
population of Western Australia. 

Provision must be made for future housing, 
employment opportunities and transport 
needs to meet this growth. There also must 
be land set aside for conservation and 
recreation. 

This change is provided for in the 
Metropolitan Region Scheme. 

WHAT IS THE METROPOLITAN 

REGION SCHEME? 

The Metropolitan Region Scheme (MRS) is 
a large town planning scheme for land use 
in the Perth metropolitan area. This area 
stretches from south of Rockingham to 
north of Yanchep and east of Mundaring. 

The Scheme defines the future use of land, 
dividing it into broad zones and 
reservations. It requires local government 
town planning schemes to provide detailed 
plans for their part of the region. These 
schemes must be consistent with the 
Metropolitan Region Scheme. 

The MRS uses a set of maps and a scheme 
text. The scheme text provides planning 
rules for zones and reservations, which are 
shown on the maps in different colours and 
patterns. 

This plan has been in operation since 1963 
and provides the legal basis for planning in 
the Perth metropolitan region. 

To plan for changing needs, the MRS is 
amended frequently. 

WHAT IS AN AMENDMENT? 

An amendment to the Metropolitan Region 
Scheme changes the zoning or reservation 
of land to allow for a different land use. 

When a rezoning or a new reservation is 
considered, an amendment to the MRS is 
advertised to seek comment from the wider 
community and all levels of government. 

The process allows for extensive 
community consultation and discussion in 
Parliament before a final decision is made. 

HOW IS THE METROPOLITAN REGION 

SCHEME AMENDED? 

The Western Australian Planning 
Commission (WAPC) is responsible for 
keeping the Metropolitan Region Scheme 
under review and promoting changes where 
they are seen to be necessary. 

The amendment process is regulated by the 
Metropolitan Region Town Planning 
Scheme Act, and most amendments are 
made under the provisions of Section 33 of 
that act. These are often referred to as 
'major' amendments. 

The process of amending the Metropolitan 
Region Scheme includes the following 
steps: 

The proposed amendment is referred to 
the Environmental Protection Authority 
(EPA) to decide whether environmental 
assessment is needed. Where the EPA 
requires an environmental review, this is 
carried out before the amendment is 
advertised. 

The amendment is advertised for public 
inspection 	and 	submission. 
Advertisements are placed in local and 
state-wide newspapers, and information 
made available on the WAPC Internet 
site. 
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Landowners whose property is directly 
affected by a proposed change are 
contacted in writing. Where there is an 
environmental review, this is also made 
available for comment. 

A three-month period is provided for the 
Western 	Australian 	Planning 
Commission to receive public 
submissions. 

Written submissions are considered by 
the Western Australian Planning 
Commission. During this time, people 
who have made submissions may, if 
they wish, also make an oral 
presentation to a special committee 
appointed to consider and report on the 
submissions. 

The Western Australian Planning 
Commission always reconsiders a 
proposed amendment in light of 
submissions and may choose to modify 
the amendment before proceeding. 

If the amendment has been 
substantially modified as a result of 
submissions, the Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure may ask the Western 
Australian Planning Commission to 
readvertise 	for 	further 	public 
submissions before presenting it to the 
Governor 

The Minister presents the WAPC 
recommendations to the Governor for 
approval. 

The amendment as approved by the 
Governor is placed before each House 
of State Parliament where it must 
remain for 12 sitting days. During this 
time, the amendment is again on public 
display and the Western Australian 
Planning Commission publishes a 
Report on Submissions for public 
information. 

In Parliament, a Member may introduce 
a Motion to Disallow the amendment. If 
this motion succeeds, the Metropolitan 
Region Scheme will not be amended. 
Otherwise, the amendment becomes 
legally effective in the Scheme. 

The following diagram shows the main 
steps. 

WAPC resolves to amend 
Scheme and refers to the EPA 

EPA determines level of 
environmental assessment 

1 
I 	Environmental Review 

--------------------- - i

WAPC WAPC submits to Minister 
for consent to advertise 

Amendment advertised seeking 
public comment 

WAPC considers submissions 
and makes recommendation 

I 	Environmental conditions 
- in 	 ad - 

Approved by Governor 

Considered by Parliament 

Amendment takes effect 
in the Scheme 

When the Metropolitan Region Scheme is 
amended, local town planning schemes 
must also be amended to match the broad 
zonings and reservations of the MRS. 
Affected local governments provide more 
detailed planning for each area. Within 
three months of an MRS amendment, an 
affected local government must initiate an 
amendment to its town planning scheme. 
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ZONES AND RESERVATIONS 

Zones and reservations in the Metropolitan 
Region Scheme are broad categories. They 
are not precisely defined or limited. The 
following descriptions are a guide. 

ZONES 

Urban: Areas in which a range of activities 
are undertaken, including residential, 
commercial recreational and light industry 

Urban deferred: Land identified for future 
urban uses following the extension of urban 
services, the progressive development of 
adjacent urban areas, and resolution of any 
environmental and planning requirements 
relating to development. 

The Western Australian Planning 
Commission must be satisfied that these 
issues have been addressed before 
rezoning to Urban. 

Central City Area: Strategic regional 
centres for major retail, commercial and 
office facilities as well as employment, civic, 
business and residential uses. 

Industrial and Special Industrial: Land 
in which manufacture, processing, 
warehousing and related activities are 
undertaken. 

Rural: Land in which a range of agricultural, 
extractive and conservation uses are 
undertaken. 

Private Recreation: Areas of significance 
to the Region's recreation resource, which 
are or are proposed to be managed by the 
private sector. 

Rural - Water Protection: Rural land over 
public groundwater areas, where land use 
is controlled to avoid contamination. 

RESERVATIONS 

Land is reserved for community purposes. 
It may be reserved to protect a resource or 
to provide areas for infrastructure. The 
following descriptions are a guide. 

Parks and Recreation: Land of regional 
significance for ecological, recreation or 
landscape purposes. 

Railways: Provides for public transit routes, 
freight rail lines and associated facilities 
such as park'n'ride stations, maintenance 
depots and marshalling yards. 

Port Installations: Regional maritime 
shipping facilities. 

State Forests: Areas of woodland located 
on Crown Land managed under the 
Conservation and Land Management Act, 
1984. 

Water Catchments: Water sources 
protected for high quality public water 
supply. These areas have strict controls on 
land use to avoid pollution of the water 
resource. 

Civic and Cultural: Significant civic 
precincts and buildings. 

Waterways: Permanent inland and coastal 
waters including many rivers and reservoirs. 

Public Purposes: Land for public facilities 
such as hospitals, schools, universities, car 
parks, and prisons, utilities for electricity 
and water, commonwealth government and 
other special uses. 

Primary Regional Roads: These are the 
most important of the roads of regional 
significance in the planned road network, 
and are currently or proposed to be 
declared under the Main Roads Act, 1930. 

Other Regional Roads: These are roads of 
regional significance in the planned road 
network for which the planning 
responsibilities are shared by the Western 
Australian Planning Commission and local 
governments. 

WHAT IF MY LAND IS REZONED? 

Landowners may find that an amendment 
seeks to rezone their property, for example 
from Rural to Urban or Urban Deferred. 
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If the zoning is changed, landowners do not 
have to change their use of the land or 
lifestyle. They can stay as they are or they 
may set about changing their land use. For 
instance, some may seek approval to 
subdivide their land or apply to develop it in 
some way that suits the new zoning. 

The Western Australian Planning 
Commission realises that many people 
choose their properties because they like 
them as they are and may not want to 
change from, for example, a rural-
residential lifestyle to an urban area. 
Others are keen to change the land use. 

For these reasons, amendments to the 
Metropolitan Region Scheme are advertised 
so that all affected landowners and anyone 
else have time to examine the proposals 
and lodge a submission. 

WHAT IF MY LAND IS RESERVED? 

Land is reserved because it will be needed 
eventually for a public purpose such as 
Parks and Recreation or Other Regional 
Roads. 

If your land is marked for a reservation in an 
advertised amendment, you can continue to 
use and enjoy your property. Generally, 
reserved land can remain in private 
ownership until it is needed for the purpose 
for which it is reserved. The Western 
Australian Planning Commission has 
reservations over many areas of land, 
which are privately owned. 

To protect landowners, there are 
procedures for acquisition or compensation 
by the Western Australian Planning 
Commission. These are outlined in Your 
Property and the Metropolitan Region 
Scheme, a leaflet reproduced at the back of 
this report and available separately from the 
Department for Planning and Infrastructure. 

HOW CAN MY VIEWS BE HEARD? 

You can lodge a written submission on the 
proposed amendment during the 
advertising period. A submission form is 
available at the back of this report, from the 
display locations for this amendment and 
from the WAPC Internet site. 

People writing submissions may choose 
also to attend a hearing. This follows the 
submission period, where you can express 
your views to a hearings panel. 

PUBLICATIONS 

In the course of each substantial 
amendment to the Metropolitan Region 
Scheme, information is published under the 
following titles: 

Amendment Report 
This document is available from the start of 
the public advertising period of the 
proposed amendment. It sets out the 
purpose and scope of the amendment, 
explains why the proposal is considered 
necessary, and informs people how they 
can comment. 

Environmental Review Report 
The Environmental Protection Authority 
considers the environmental impact of an 
amendment to the MRS before it is 
advertised. Should it require assessment 
an Environmental Review is undertaken, 
and that information is made available for 
comment at the same time as the 
Amendment Report. 

Volume 1 - Report on Submissions 
This publication documents the planning 
rationale, determination of submissions and 
the recommendations for final approval of 
the amendment made by the Western 
Australian Planning Commission. 

Volume 2- Submissions 
All the written submissions received on the 
proposed amendment are reproduced as a 
public record. 

Volume 3 - Transcript of Hearings 
A person who has made a written 
submission may also choose to appear 
before a Hearings Committee to express 
their views. All hearings are recorded and 
transcribed. The transcripts are published 
as a public record. 
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ABBREVIATIONS 

DEP Department of Environmental Protection 
(now incorporated in Department of Environment) 

EPA Environmental Protection Authority 

MTS Metropolitan Transport Strategy 

MRS Metropolitan Region Scheme 

WAPC Western Australian Plan fling Commission 

AHD Australian Height Datum 

WRC Water and Rivers Commission 
(now incorporated in Department of Environment) 

SRLAG Stakehill Rural Landowner's Action Group 

EPP Environmental Protection Policy 

CCW Conservation Category Wetlands 

PMR Perth Metropolitan Region 

It 
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AMENDMENT 1050/33 TO THE METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME 

STAKEHILL SWAMP 

PURPOSE 

The purpose of this Major Amendment is to change the Metropolitan Region Scheme (MRS) for 
portions of the Stakehill Swamp area from its current 'Rural' zone to 'Parks and Recreation' 
Reservation, as shown in Figure 1. This Amendment proposes to reserve 201 hectares at 
Stakehill Swamp to reflect the high conservation values of the area and acknowledge that the 
majority of the core area of the wetland should be protected through government acquisition. 

Stakehill Swamp is 50 kilometres southwest of Perth in the City of Rockingham. It is bounded by 
Stakehill Road, Mandurah Road, Sixty Eight Road and Eighty Road, south east of Lake 
Cooloongup. This area represents the Stakehill Swamp planning precinct. It consists of 34 
properties owned by 25 landowners, predominantly in private ownership. The land surrounding 
the wetland has been mainly cleared for agricultural purposes and large portions are presently 
used for market gardens, with large rural living properties scattered throughout the area. 

This report presents an overview of the planning history of Stakehill Swamp, identifies current 
initiatives and presents a revised 'Parks and Recreation' reserve boundary representing the 
majority of the wetland for protection and provides a basis for community consultation through the 
amendment process. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY (EPA) 

In accordance with Section 33E of the Metropolitan Region Town Planning Scheme Act, the 
proposed amendment was referred to the Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) by the 
Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC). The EPA determined that the proposed 
amendment should be formally assessed under Section 48A of the Environmental Protection Act 
1986 and, accordingly, issued its instructions setting out the scope of work requirements. These 
instructions focused on the wetland area, wetland buffers, vegetation complexes and 
communities, Threatened Ecological Communities, Declared Rare or Priority Flora, and 
Threatened or Priority Fauna Species. 

The primary function of the Environmental Review is to provide adequate information to the EPA 
about the environmental factors related to the proposed amendment to enable it to evaluate the 
effect on the environment and to provide independent environmental advice to Government. An 
additional function of the Environmental Review is to clearly communicate details of the proposed 
amendment and its future implications so that the EPA can obtain public comment on the 
possible environmental impacts of the proposal. Any environmental conditions imposed as an 
outcome of this process will inform, and be reflected in, the anticipated local town planning 
scheme (TPS) amendment process, need for land management controls on land within and 
adjoining the wetland buffer and which will need to be accommodated in subdivision decisions 
pursuant to the Town Planning and Development Act 1928 (TPD Act). 

As insufficient site specific ecological information was available to meet the scope of work 
required by the EPA, the WAPC appointed an environmental consultancy to carry out the 
required study, with the prime objective being to prepare a report that satisfies the EPA's 
requirements to enable the EPA to endorse advertising of the draft Environmental Review for 
public comment and facilitate the concurrent advertising of the proposed MRS Amendment by 
the WAPC. A secondary objective of the study is to report on land management for a wetland 
buffer and adjoining land outside the defined Parks and Recreation reserve. 



The Environmental Review is available as a separate document for public submissions with this 
Amendment Report. This Amendment Report provides an overview of the background and 
environmental matters related to Stakehill Swamp and, in comparison, the Environmental Review 
provides more detailed environmental information and discussion of the environmental issues, as 
indicated above. Submissions can be made on both the Amendment Report and the 
Environmental Review. 

3. 	CONTEXT 

3.1 	Environment Protection (Swan Coastal Plain Lakes) Policy 1992 and draft 
Environmental Protection (Swan Coastal Plain Wetlands) Policy 2004 

The inundated portions of Stakehill Swamp covering some 126 hectares have been gazetted for 
protection under the Environmental Protection (Swan Coastal Plain Lakes) Policy 1992 (the 
'Lakes EPP'). The Lakes EPP has the force of law and regulates the filling, excavation, mining 
and discharge of effluent and drainage. No explicit mention is made of wetland buffers in the 
Lakes EPP but land use and management controls are provided through the control of discharge 
and drainage into the lake. While it protects a large portion of Stakehill Swamp, the Lakes EPP 
does not give protection to the entire wetland area. 

In 1994, the Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) released environmental planning 
guidelines, which recommend a minimum buffer of 50 metres or the equivalent of 1 metre AHO 
higher than the furthest extent of the wetland dependent vegetation, whichever is the largest. 

The Draft Environmental Protection (Swan Coastal Plain Wetlands) Policy 2004, is currently 
being advertised for public comment, follows the statutory review of the Environmental Protection 
(Swan Coastal Plain Lakes) Policy 1992 in 1999 and the Government's endorsement of the 1997 
Wetlands Conse,vation Policy for Western Australia. The aim of the revised EPP is to declare 
and protect the environmental values of nominated wetlands of high ecological value on the 
Swan Coastal Plain by controlling potentially degrading activities (filling, draining, mining, 
discharges or clearing without authorisation under the Environmental Protection Act. 

3.2 	Previous Proposed Parks and Recreation Reservation (1993) 

In 1993, the draft South West Corridor Structure Plan identified Stakehill Swamp for 
conservation, comprising approximately 260 ha. The conservation area included land either side 
of Jarvis Road, low lying land at the southern end of Jarvis Road (within 50 metres of the wetland 
boundary) and elevated well drained sections at its northern end of Jarvis Road. The draft 
structure plan inferred that the designated area would be reserved for Parks and Recreation in 
the MRS and acquired by government in due course. Landowners objected to the proposed 
reservation on the grounds that the wetland could be adequately managed in private ownership 
and that the boundary shown in the draft plan was excessive. 

The boundary was adjusted during the advertising of the draft structure plan to accord with the 
recommendations of an independent consultant. The consultant concluded that the 50 metre 
buffer from the edge of the wetland was not needed as the Lakes EPP offered adequate 
protection as long as the areas surrounding the swamp remained as they were. The consultant 
also recommended that should any further subdivision occur, suitable areas should be given up 
as a condition of approval and, if areas were rezoned to Urban, all the land either side of Jarvis 
Road should be included within a public reserve. 

It should be noted that existing uses are permitted to continue under the Lakes EPP; buffers are 
only protected in so far as drainage and discharge is controlled. Since the release of the Lakes 
EPP, the extent of the wetland and its buffer has been the subject of greater scientific 
investigation by the (then) Water and Rivers Commission (WRC). 
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In the 1993 proposed MRS Amendment, the WAPC proposed to reserve Stakehill Swamp for 
Parks and Recreation on the basis that areas of high priority for conservation, especially the 
wetland area, should be reserved to ensure its protection and management in the longer term. 
The area proposed for reservation accorded with the above consultants report (approximately 
173 hectares) and excluded land either side of Jan/is Road. 

The Stakehill Rural Landowner's Action Group (SRLAG) was formed to oppose the reservation of 
the wetland on the basis that: 

It would prove restrictive on future land usage and the continuation of current 
livelihoods. 
It provided no incentive to landowners to co-operate with authorities in devising 
and implementing optimum environmental protection practices. 
It was considered that the provisions of the Lakes EPP were sufficient to control 
land use without the need to reserve the wetland area. 
There were no guarantees as to when the State Government would compensate 
the landowners. 

The SRLAG was successful in having the proposal to reserve Stakehill Swamp for 'Parks and 
Recreation' deleted from MRS Amendment No.937/33 prior to its finalisation in December 1994. 
The land remained zoned 'Rural' in the MRS, predominantly in private ownership. 

3.3 	Other Planning Initiatives (1993 to 1998) 

Following the conclusion of the above Major Amendment process, the SRLAG submitted a 
proposed town planning scheme amendment for consideration by the City of Rockingham. The 
town planning scheme amendment sought to demonstrate that the wetland area could be 
adequately managed under private ownership and made provision for R20 residential 
development and management of the wetland area. However, a number of issues arose, 
including the following: 

The extent of the wetland buffer area and clarification of how the wetland will be 
managed in private ownership and, if a landowner did not wish to participate in the town 
planning scheme amendment, a concern that Council may ultimately end up being 
responsible for the management of the wetland; 
Concern at the proposed lot sizes, particularly the reference to R20 development; and 
Clarification of how those landowners that gained no benefit from the proposed town 
planning scheme amendment would be compensated and the extent of landowner 
support for the proposal. 

At a public meeting held in December 1995, not all the affected landowners supported the 
proposed town planning scheme amendment and the issue of compensation to those 
landowners who gained no benefit from the proposal was one that could not be resolved. Further 
meetings took place between Council officers and the SRLAG, however it became apparent that 
the difficulties in progressing the town planning scheme amendment were too substantial to be 
resolved. 

In June 1998, Council wrote to the SRLAG suggesting an alternative approach, which included: 

A more accurate definition of the boundary of the wetland area to the satisfaction 
and agreement of landowners, Council, the (then) Department of Environmental 
Protection (DEP) and the WRC; 
A request that the WAPC reserve the wetland area as a Parks and Recreation 
Reservation under the MRS; and 
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3. A proposal to initiate an amendment to Council's Town Planning Scheme No.1 to 
rezone the surrounding area at Stakehill Swamp from 'Rural' to 'Special Rural' 
and 'Special Residential' and to introduce provisions into the local TPS specifying 
the appropriate land use management controls and guidelines. 

However, no funds were allocated for the project and the matter was not progressed at that time. 

	

3.4 	Conservation Category Wetlands (CCW) 

In 1996, the wetland mapping, classification and evaluation system by WRC was released and 
based on a geomorphic approach. This provided greater scientific rigor than the Lakes EPP. 

This approach identified Stakehill Swamp as a conservation category wetland (CCW, the highest 
priority for wetlands) in the wetlands atlas 1996 (Hill etal. 1996) and was based on EPA Bulletin 
686 (A Guide to Wetland management in the Perth and Near Perth Swan Coastal Plan, July 
1993). In 2001, additional work was conducted by the WRC. This included ground-truthing, 
which confirmed the current CCW boundary. The CCW at Stakehill Swamp covers some 181 
hectares (see Figure 2). 

In essence, the WRC evaluation included seasonal wetlands (e.g. seasonally inundated or 
waterlogged sumplands and damplands) and wetland dependant vegetation, in addition to areas 
subject to inundation and generally protected through the Lakes EPP. This type of evaluation 
extended the boundary of the wetland by an additional 55 hectares. The EPA guideline of 50 
meters for wetland buffers generally applies from the edge of a CCW, which is demarcated by 
wetland dependant vegetation. 

A WRC Position Statement on buffers for wetlands recommends, as a minimum, 50 metres for 
residential housing; 200 metres for land uses involving high nutrient inputs e.g. market gardens; 
and, around 100 metres for rural pursuits (e.g. the keeping of stock) or intensive agricultural 
activities with nutrient retention measures. 

	

3.5 	Bush Forever 

The conservation values of Stakehill Swamp were recognised as part of the draft Perth's 
Bushp!an, released in November 1998, and in the final Bush Forever(2000) report. The site was 
selected based on its representation of ecological communities, with more than 90% bushland in 
excellent condition, rarity and general criteria for the protection of wetlands (page 363, Bush 
Forever, Volume 2: Directory of Bush Forever Sites). Bush Forever Site 275 Stakehill Swamp 
covers some 180 hectares. 

The City of Rockingham's submission on the draft Perth's Bushplan indicated that a resolution of 
the issues relating to Stakehill Swamp needed to be addressed as a priority. The SRLAG 
opposed the site's listing. 

The (then) Ministry for Planning, in recognition of the history and variety of issues concerning 
Stakehill Swamp, commissioned Everall Consulting Biologist in 1999 to liaise with the landowners 
to establish the preferred position of the Stakehill landowners on the boundary for the site and to 
advise the Ministry accordingly. This report provided advice only to the Ministry. 

Site meetings and property inspections were held and during the fieldwork, observations were 
made on the status and condition of the wetland and bushland on each property. Field 
observations confirmed that the overall condition of the wetland vegetation was good, but there 
were some areas which have suffered severe disturbance and clearing around the fringes of the 
wetland. Degraded areas identified by the Everall report were removed from the final Bush 
Forever report. 
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The Everall report recommended the so-called 'Everall Line', for the core wetland area. This was 
agreed by landowner majority, and covers approximately 164 hectares. Landowners were of the 
view that the acceptable course of action is for government to purchase the significant wetland 
area. 

The 'Everall Line' varies from previous boundaries in environmental studies for the Stakehill 
Swamp. In some locations, the 'Everall Line' extends into the wetland area and represents the 
limit of effective use of landowners' properties. 

The Everall report was presented to the WAPC in August 1999, which agreed in principle to the 
reservation of the wetland area, subject to more detailed boundary definition. The SRLAG was 
informed of this decision. In view of the boundary issues, the City of Rockingham commissioned 
a further study, the O'Brien report, to investigate the boundary of the wetland area and broader 
land use planning issues. 

The O'Brien report was released for public comment, with submissions closing in February 2001. 
A public meeting was held in January 2001 to provide landowners with an opportunity to clarify 
any matters raised in the report. The main elements and findings of the O'Brien report are 
summarised in the Environmental Review. 

Council considered the submissions at its meeting in April 2001. Council broadly supported the 
O'Brien report but not all of the report's specific recommendations were adopted. In particular, a 
2 hectare minimum lot size was preferred by Council in accordance with its local rural strategy. A 
number of submissions on the O'Brien Report requested that the whole area remain rural. 

In July 2004, the WAPC considered that the Stakehill Swamp Bush Forever Site should be 
removed from MRS Amendment 1082/22 - Bush Forever and Related Lands Omnibus, reflecting 
the concerns of the Stakehill Swamp landowners and recognising that the protection of the 
wetland should be progressed through proposed MRS Amendment No.1050/33. 

4. 	SCOPE AND CONTENT OF THE AMENDMENT 

TRANSFER OF A PORTION OF VARIOUS LOTS BOUNDED BY MANDURAH ROAD, EIGHTY 
ROAD, SIXTY EIGHT ROAD, JARVIS ROAD AND STAKEHILL ROAD FROM THE RURAL 
ZONE TO THE PARKS AND RECREATION RESERVATION 

4.1 Background 

Previously, areas have been identified for reservation, local scheme rezoning, Lakes EPP, CCW, 
the draft Perth's Bushplan and Bush Forever. However, planning for the future of the Stakehill 
Swamp area has remained unresolved and this has contributed to uncertainty regarding future 
land use. 

Compensation is available under the MRS when land is reserved for Parks and Recreation. 
However, under the Lakes EPP, and any subsequent revisions, no right of compensation exists. 

As there is varying landowner and community views on planning for Stakehill Swamp, achieving 
full agreement on the reserve boundary may be problematic. However, the MRS Amendment 
process involves a transparent and publicly accountable process, including advertising, public 
submissions and presentations to a Hearings Panel, to hear the relative merits and provide a 
further opportunity for landowner input and, finally, public scrutiny through both Houses of 
Parliament. 
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4.2 	Proposed Reserve Boundary 

It has been acknowledged that reservation and acquisition is the appropriate way forward. The 
primary matter is defining the boundary of the reserve. Some landowners have requested that 
the reserve boundary be realigned to reflect the 'Everall Line' and the limit of the effective use of 
their property. 

In accordance with the recommendations of the Everall Report and the wishes of the landowners, 
the WAPC agreed in principle to the reservation of Stakehill Swamp, subject to further boundary 
definition. Following this, a proposed reserve boundary was initiated in 2001 by the WAPC and 
referred to the EPA and the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure for approval for advertising. 
Planning considerations included the following: 

Avoid the intensification of land uses along Jarvis Road with its attendant land 
management implications, particularly fire risk and degradation of vegetation and to 
provide an opportunity to re-establish an important ecological link. An additional 
consideration is that more intensive subdivision could affect some existing rural 
operations e.g. market gardens and a poultry farm. New residents may seek imposition 
of controls on odour and spraying activities. 

Limit the creation of residual or balance lots below the 4 hectare policy minimum outside 
the proposed reserve boundary. The Water Corporation's policy is for reticulated water 
for lots below 4 hectares and the Department of Health's requirements for alternative 
treatment units (ATUs) for on-site effluent disposal is for a 50 metres buffer from a 
wetland and a depth to groundwater of 1.2 metres, with a minimum lot size requirement of 
5000m2. Some residual or balance lots would not meet such requirements for ATU 
systems. Also, reticulated water is not currently available. Where potential use of both 
on-site water extraction bores and effluent disposal systems is in close proximity there 
may be a danger of cross-contamination and pollution of water supplies. In addition, 
excessive extraction of groundwater by water bores has the potential to impact on the 
wetland. 

Recognise the CCW boundary as the extent of the wetland and a basis for reservation 
and to protect the 50 metres buffer within the public reserve rather than through town 
planning scheme controls. Reservation of the CCW and the 50 metre buffer allows 
landowners to be compensated for constrained land and avoids any ongoing land 
management issues associated with buffer areas remaining in private ownership as part 
of the implementation, compliance and monitoring of scheme provisions and 
environmental policies over the coming years. 

Consideration of existing WAPC ownerships and consolidation of the proposed reserve 
boundary to provide a more effective management boundary. 

The EPA found this proposal to be an acceptable environmental outcome and set the level of 
assessment at 'not assessed'. However, in view of the history of the site and concerns of the 
landowners, the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure did not agree to the release of the 
WAPC's proposed reserve boundary. In 2003, a revised reserve boundary was identified to take 
into account the views of the landowners and preference for a closer alignment with the Everall 
Line, the protection of the core wetland area and existing land uses. The Minister requested that 
the WAPC consider modifying the MRS amendment proposal for the revised boundary. 

The revised boundary generally follows the extent of the CCW (plus a 5 metre wide management 
access track) but excludes the CCW 50m wetland buffer. However, for land east of Jan/is Road, 
the revised boundary falls within the core wetland and is in accordance with the Everall Line to 
accommodate existing land uses in this location. 

[1 



Local scheme rezoning also provides the potential to review landuse and land management 
controls to protect those areas of environmental value outside the reserve boundary, while 
retaining land in private ownership. 

4.3 	Rationale for the Proposed Reserve Boundary in Amendment 1050/33 (2003) 

Wetland Areas (CCW) Proposed for Reservation 

Wetland science and approved wetland policies define wetlands broadly and include land where 
water is at or near the surface for sometime of the year and land that supports water dependent 
vegetation, for example, paperbarks. 

The CCW line is based on best available wetland science and was mapped as part of the 
wetlands atlas through aerial photographic interpretation, site contours and field inspections. In 
August 2001, officers of the then WRC undertook a desktop review of the wetland boundary. 
This review took into account recent and historic aerial photography, past studies, contour 
mapping and previous site visits. The latest CCW boundary and its 50 metre buffer are identified 
in Figure 2. 

The O'Brien report and environmental studies over the years identify the CCW line as the 
boundary that accurately defines the extent of the wetland. Some submissions on the O'Brien 
report supported the CCW line, whilst others supported the line drawn by Everall in 1999, which 
as indicated above, extends into the core wetland in some areas. The proposed reserve line 
follows the Everall Line to the east of Jarvis Road to accommodate existing land uses in this 
location and is regarded as a compromise line drawn to satisfy landowner concerns in this 
location. 

For other areas, the reserve boundary follows the extent of the wetland including the extent of the 
wetland dependant vegetation, as depicted by the CCW boundary, or is outside this area. 

Given the CCW boundary, mapped by the WAG, defines the extent of the wetland, it is 
recommended that generally this boundary should form the basis of the proposed reserve 
boundary, except for areas where significant planning constraints should be acknowledged and 
accommodated in defining the reserve boundary. 

Areas Proposed for Reservation Outside the Conservation Category Wetland Boundary 

West of Jarvis Road, the CCW and buffer areas are proposed for reservation, avoiding 
residual lots less than 4 hectares being created. These areas do not contain existing 
dwellings. The lots containing CCW and buffer areas have access from Mandurah Road. 
From a land management perspective, the reservation of areas beyond the CCW to the west 
of Jarvis Road will limit intensification of future land use and provides a management 
opportunity to control direct and indirect impacts, including fire risk and weed infestation. 

In some instances, the reserve has been consolidated to provide alternative points of access 
(Lot 779, which is owned by the WAPC); to accommodate ancillary facilities to the reserve in 
the longer term (Lot 596); and to provide for a 5 metre wide management access track. The 
future Perth to Mandurah railway reserve provides the southwest extremity for the proposed 
Parks and Recreation reserve boundary for Lots 595 and 596. 
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5. 	OTHER CONSIDERATIONS TO PROTECT WETLAND AREAS AND BUFFER 
AREAS OUTSIDE THE PROPOSED RESERVE BOUNDARY 

As an alternative to the inclusion of wetland buffers in a public reserve, with appropriate land 
use controls buffers could be on private land. However, public land management provides a 
more effective and consistent management regime and the management liability falls to the 
State and not to private landowners. 

If the wetland buffer area is retained in private ownership, town planning scheme provisions 
for development control could be implemented through an amendment. For land use change 
or development proposals, this would mean that within this area there could be controls 
relating to the construction of buildings, clearing of vegetation, grazing of stock and 
intensification of land uses. Compensation for such would not be available under the local 
town planning scheme, unlike reservation in the MRS. Reservation in the MRS and local 
town planning scheme provisions would not prevent the continuation of existing lawful land 
uses. 

Landowner support is necessary to provide for the consolidated management of the wetland 
buffer under the local town planning scheme. 

Further subdivision of balance areas should be investigated through more detailed local 
planning through a local amendment and the preparation of a subdivision guide plan. 

Given the above, land use controls should be investigated by the City of Rockingham for the 
remaining areas of the wetland, its buffer and other vegetated areas outside the proposed 
reserve boundary. This should include further negotiations with landowners as part of a local 
town planning scheme amendment process. 

COMPENSATION FOR RESERVED AREAS 

The WAPC supports the reservation and acquisition of the wetland area, subject to detailed 
boundary definition, with due compensation to affected landowners. The WAPC has purchased 
properties in the area following consideration of requests from landowners or in response to 
statutory claims for compensation. In addition, a number of lots are affected by existing regional 
road and railway reservations, enabling the WAPC to purchase properties. More recently, the 
WAPC has agreed to consider requests for acquisition, given that the Amendment has been 
initiated and early acquisition can occur under the provisions of the Metropolitan Region Town 
Planning Scheme Act 1959 should landowners wish to sell. 

Following reservation in the MRS, landowners can continue to live on and enjoy their property 
until they wish to sell, in the knowledge that in the WAPC they have a willing buyer of land 
constrained by wetland and wetland dependant vegetation. Land is purchased at fair market 
value, as if the land was not reserved, with regard to the varying wetland and dryland areas of 
each property together with improvements on an individual property basis. In accordance with 
lawful approvals, existing land uses may continue to operate until the land is acquired. There 
may also be an opportunity for purchase and leaseback arrangements. 

CONCLUSION 

Given the above, reservation and acquisition of the core wetland area is appropriate. Through 
the reservation of Stakehill Swamp, clear direction would be provided giving more certainty for 
landowners. Prior to acquisition, existing and lawful land uses can lawfully continue. 



State acquisition and management avoids land use constraints and land management liabilities 
on existing landowners and, once acquired, areas will be managed in the interim by the WAPC 
until such time as the reserve is consolidated and transferred to the Conservation Commission 
for future management by the Department of Conservation and Land Management (CALM) as 
part of the Rockingham Lakes Regional Park. Accordingly, it is recommended that upon 
reservation, Stakehill Swamp should form part of the Rockingham Lakes Regional Park for future 
management by CALM. 

	

8. 	THE AMENDMENT PROCESS 

The procedures for amending the Metropolitan Region Scheme are prescribed by the 
Metropolitan Region Town Planning Scheme Act 1959. 

Section 33 of that Act sets out the substantial (major) amendment process. In summary, this 
process involves: 

formulation of the amendment by the WAPC; 

referral to the EPA for assessment; 

completion of an Environmental Review (if required) to EPA instructions; 

Ministerial approval to public submissions being sought on the amendment (including the 

Environmental Review); 

advertisement; 

consideration of submissions, including the opportunity for formal hearings; 

Environmental conditions incorporated into amendment (if required); 

approval by the Governor with any modifications in response to submissions; and 

consideration by both Houses of Parliament. 

	

9. 	SUBMISSIONS ON THE AMENDMENT 

The Western Australian Planning Commission invites people to comment on this proposed 
amendment to the Metropolitan Region Scheme. 

The amendment is being advertised for public submissions for a period of three months from 
Tuesday 14 December 2004 to Friday 1 April 2005. 

Copies of the amendment will be available for public inspection at: 

the Department for Planning and Infrastructure, Albert Facey House in Perth; 

the municipal offices of the Cities of Perth, Fremantle, Cockburn and Rockingham, 
and the Town of Kwinana; and 

the State Reference Library, Northbridge. 



Written submissions on the amendment should be sent to: 

The Secretary 
Western Australian Planning Commission 
469 Wellington Street 
PERTH WA 6000 

and must be received by Friday 1 APRIL 2005. 

All submissions received by the WAPC will be acknowledged. 

For your convenience a submission form (Form 6A) for this amendment No.1050/33 - Stakehill 
Swamp is attached to this report (Appendix E). Additional copies of this form are available from 
the display locations listed above and from the WAPC Internet site www.wapc.wa.gov.au. 

Information that may assist with the preparation of a submission can be found in Appendix D. 

HEARINGS 

Any person making a written submission also has the opportunity to personally present the basis 
of their submission to a sub-committee of the WAPC. Details required for attending the hearings 
are on side two of the submission form. 

The submissions and the transcripts of public hearings will become public documents. They 
will be published and will be made available free of charge when the amendment is presented 
to both Houses of Parliament. 

MODIFICATIONS TO THE AMENDMENT 

After considering any comments received from Government agencies and the public, the 
Western Australian Planning Commission may make modifications to the amendment. 

The recommendations of the WAPC, including any modifications, are published in the Report on 
Submissions. Anyone who has made a submission will receive a copy of this document when 
the Amendment is tabled in Parliament. 

FINAL OUTCOME 

Both Houses of Parliament will consider the amendment. Those who made submissions will be 
notified of the final outcome, along with all affected landowners. 
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APPENDIX A 

NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 



Environmental Protection Authority 
Westralia Square, 

141 St Georges Terrace, Perth, Western Australia 6000. 
Telephone: (08) 9222 7000. Facsimile: (08) 9222 7155. 

Postal Address: P0 Box K822, 
Perth, Western Australia 6842. 
Website: www.epa.wa.gov.au  

Secretary 
Western Australian Planning Commission 

	
Your Ref 809-2-28-6 Pt. 1 

469 Wellington Street 
	

Our Ref 	CRN203773 
PERTH WA 6000 

	

	
Enquiries Rachael Mercy 

DEPARTMENT FOR PLANNING 
Att: Fred Hainsworth 
	

AND INFRASTRUCTURE 

20 JAN 2001 

SOCI  

SCHEME/AMENDMENT TITLE: 	MRS Amendment No. 1050/33 
SCHEME/AMENDMENT LOCATION: Stakehill Swamp 
LOCALITY: 	 Baldivis 
RESPONSIBLE AUTHORITY: 	Western Australian Planning Commission 
LEVEL OF ASSESSMENT: 	 Level 3 - Assessed, Environmental Review Required 

(Assessment No. 1507) 

Thank you for your letter of 18 December 2003 regarding the above scheme amendment. 

The Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) has determined that the scheme should be 
assessed under Division 3 of Part IV of the Environmental Protection Act. 

For the purposes of this assessment the EPA will shortly issue you, as the Responsible Authority, 
with instructions for the preparation of an environmental review of the scheme. The EPA's 
instructions will also be forwarded to decision-making authorities and involved agencies and 
advertised in The West Australian newspaper as being publicly available. 

There is a 14 day appeal period from the date of issue of these instructions during which, upon 
payment of a $10 fee, anyone may lodge a written appeal with the Minister for the Environment 
regarding their contents. Please note, however, that there is no appeal against the EPA's decision 
to assess the scheme. 

The environmental review must be prepared in accordance with the instructions and in 
consultation with the EPA Service Unit which manages the assessment on the EPA's behalf. The 
environmental review is a public document which is to be available for public comment during the 
public review of the scheme. 

The EPA assesses the scheme and reports to the Minister for the Environment on the 
environmental factors relevant to the scheme. A copy of the EPA's report is sent to yourselves, 
decision-making authorities and involved agencies and is advertised in The West Australian 
newspaper as being publicly available. 

Final approval for a scheme subject to assessment cannot be granted until the assessment is 
completed, the Minister for the Environment has issued an environmental approval and the 
Minister for Planning is satisfied that the scheme conforms with the conditions of that approval. 

To expedite the assessment process could you please provide the name of the appropriate 
contact person within your organisation for this scheme. 



If during the assessment of your scheme you require further information on the assessment or 
wish to present information to the EPA in committee please contact the DEP's assessment officer 
in the first instance. The assessment officer is Rachael Mercy whose direct telephone number is 
9222 7086. 

W H Tacey 
A/Director 
Environmental Impact Assessment 

19 January 2004 



Westralia Square, 
141 St Georges Terrace, Perth, Western Australia 6000. Environmental Protection Authority 	Telephone: (08) 9222 7000. Facsimile: (08) 9222 7155. 

Postal Address: P0 Box K822, 
Perth, Western Australia 6842. 
Website: www.epa.wa.gov.au  

The Secretary 
Western Australian Planning Commission 
469 Wellington St 
PERTH WA 6000 

Attention: Ken Dawson 

Our Ref 	Assessment No.1507 File No. 49/04 

Enquiries Rachael Mercy (9222 7086) 

SCHEME/AMD TITLE: 	MRS Amendment 1050 /33 

SCHEME/AMD LOCATION: Stakehilj Swamp 

LOCALITY: 	 Baldivis 

Please ñnd attached the instructions specifying the scope and content of the environmental  review 
document for the above amendment. These instructions are not yet final as they are subject to 
appeal to the Minister for the Environment under Section 100 of the EP Act. 

If you wish to appeal it should be lodged in writing, accompanied by the $10. 

Appeals Convenor 
Cl- Minister for the Environment 
12th floor, Dumas House 
2 Havelock Street 
WEST PERTH WA 6005 

04qgaLfe, to: 
I 	TMENTFOR PLNNtNG 

INFRASIRUCTURE 

24 FE9 2004 

Appeals on these instructions must be received by the Appeals Convenor by 5:00 pm on 8 March 
2004. 

If there are no appeals, you will be informed by the Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) 
Service Unit. The attached instructions would then become the final instructions. 

In the event of there being appeals, there can be two outcomes: 

The Minister may dismiss the appeals and would notify you accordingly. In this case the 
attached instructions would become the final instructions. 

The Minister may uphold the appeals and would notify you accordingly. In this case the 
attached instructions would be modified and issued to you as the final instructions. 

During the preparation of the environmental review document you are encouraged to consult with 
Rachael Mercy of the EPASU. The document must be prepared in accordance with the final 
instructions. 

The EPA will decide within 30 days of receiving the completed environmental review document 
whether it is in accordance with the instructions. If it is in accordance, the document can be 
released for public review. 



If the document is not in accordance with the final instructions, the EPA will set Out the changes 
needed prior to its release for public review. If you disagree with the changes required by the EPA, 
you may request the Minister for Pl2nning to consult with the Minister for the Environment as to 
whether or not the environmental review document is in accordance with the final instructions. 

RAD SIPPE 
A/DIRECTOR 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

2 0 FEB 2004 



jM 

o 

Environmental Protection Authority 
Westralia Square, 

141 St Georges Terrace, Perth, Western Australia 6000. 
Telephone: (08) 9222 7000. Facsimile: (08) 9222 7155. 

Postal Address: P0 Box K822, 
Perth, Western Australia 6842. 
Website: www.epa.wa.gov.au  

The Secretary 
Western Australian Planning Commission 
469 Wellington St 
PERTH WA 6000 	 Our Ref Assessment No.1507 File No. 49/04 

Enquides Rachael Mercy (9222 7086) 

Attention: Ken Dawson 

SCHEME/AMD TITLE: 	MRS Amendment 1050/33 

SCHEME/A-MD LOCATION: Stakehill Swamp 

LOCALITY: 	 Baldivis 

Please find attached the final instructions specifying the scope and content of the environmental 
review document for the above amendment. 

No appeals were received on the draft instructions issued, however one amendment has been made 
to remove the former Attachment 4 regarding the availability and distribution of the environmental 
review document. It is considered that this is adequately addressed through the requirements for 
consultation under the Metropolitan Region Town Planning Scheme Act 1959. 

During the preparation of the environmental review document you are encouraged to consult with 
Rachael Mercy of the EPASU. The document must be prepared in accordance with the final 
instructions. 

The EPA will decide within 30 days of receiving the completed environmental review document 
whether it is in accordance with the instructions. If it is in accordance, the document can be 
released for public review. 

If the document is not in accordance with the final instructions, the EPA will set out the changes 
needed prior to its release for public review. If you disagree with the changes required by the EPA, 
you may request the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to consult with the Minister for the 
Environment as to whether or not the environmental review document is in accordance with the 
final instructions. 

DEFAFTMENT FOR PLANNIG 
AND NFRASTRUCTURE 

18 MAR 2004 

L1o°t- 

RAD SIPPE 
A/DIRECTOR 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

16 MAR 12 ci'ul4 



ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY 

1' 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT OF 

PLANNING SCHEMES AND ThEIR 	 - 
AMENDMENTS 

Metropolitan Region Scheme Amendment 1050/33 

Stakehill Swamp Baldivis 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW INSTRUCTIONS 

1. Introduction 

The Environmental Protection Act 1986 sets out that where a planning scheme, or an 
amendment to a scheme, is judged to have a significant environmental impact it will be 
subject to an assessment by the Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) under Section 48A 
of the Act. These schemes/amendments are being assessed because they raise significant 
environmental factors. 

Where a scheme/amendment is subject to an assessment by the EPA, the Responsible 
Authority is required to produce an Environmental Review addressing the environmental 
factors relevant to the scheme/amendment. The EPA issues instructions for the scope and 
content of the Environmental Review. Below are the instructions for the above Metropolitan 
Region Scheme (MRS) amendment. 

The Environmental Review is then made publicly available with the amendment document to 
enable members of the public and relevant agencies to. comment on the possible 
environmental impacts of the scheme/amendment. Additional information on the purpose and 
functions of environmental assessment of a scheme amendment is given in Attachment 1. 

The scheme that is the subject of this assessment is called MRS Amendment 1050/33 
Stakehifi Swamp, Baldivis. 

A map showing the location of the amendment is shown as Attachment 2. 

MRS Amendment 1050/33 



ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY 

2. Instructions 

2.1 Status of the instructions 

The EPA, in its formulation of the instructions, endeavours to come to an agreement with the 
Responsible Authority and any other involved agency about the scope and content of the 
Environmental Review document. The EPA Service Unit provides services and facilities for 
the EPA. In many cases the EPA Service Unit will act for the EPA. 

Other parties may also have a view about the contents of the instructions. To accommodate 
this additional input the instructions are subject to appeal to the Minister for the Environment. 

Where an appeal is lodged and upheld the Chairman of the EPA will issue the final 
instructions, consistent with the appeal decision. Where no appeals are received or all appeals 
are dismissed, this document is the final instructions for the preparation of the Environmental 
Review. 

2.2 General information 

The fundamental requirements of the Environmental Review document are to: 

describe the state of the environment affected by the scheme, indicating at least the 
scheme area and its immediate surroundings; 

describe the purpose of any zoning or reservation; 

identify those environmental factors which should be considered in relation not only to the 
scheme being assessed but also to later levels of planning, such as subdivision and 
development; 

identify those environmental factors which require alternative procedures or processes to 
address any requirements for on-going long-term management; 

for those environmental factors not relevant to the scheme being assessed, describe the 
process (approvals and the like) necessary to address those factors later, including likely 
referral to the EPA; and 

for those factors relevant to the scheme being assessed, describe the extent to which the 
environment could be protected from both direct and indirect impacts, including: 

identifying the portions of the environment of highest conseivation value 
and describing how the scheme plans to protect them; 

listing those land-uses that will be permitted without further environmental 
approval being required under proposed zoning; 

predicting the potential environmental impacts of these land uses; 

describing the scheme provisions which will allow management of those 
impacts to ensure the environment is protected to an acceptable level in the 
best manner possible; and 

identifying potential conflicts of land uses having environmental 
implications and how the environmental impacts are to be managed. 

MRS Amendment 1050/3 3 
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The Environmental Review document should Consist of sections that deal with the above 
requirements. The recommended format for the Environmental Review document is 
enclosed as Attachment 3. 

An important aspect of the environmental impact assessment process is the review, by the 
public. The EPA wants to receive public input into the possible environmental impacts of 
this scheme and its implementation. To facilitate adequate public input, the Environmental 
Review should be made available as widely as possible and at a reasonable cost. 

2.3 Environmental factors relevant to this scheme and deferred environmental 
factors 

The EPA, following consideration of the factors related to the scheme, is likely to identify 
some key factors which need to be given special attention and which should form the principal 
basis of the EPA assessment report to the Minister for the Environment. These key factors are 
termed the "environmental factors relevant to the scheme". 

The EPA has also identified other environmental factors which it considers to be relevant to 
the scheme but are likely to be best addressed at a later level of planning. These factors are 
considered to be significant enough to warrant attention as part of the environmental review of 
this scheme to the extent that the Responsible Authority should show how these factors could 
be addressed at a later level of planning. These factors are called "deferred environmental 
factors". Note: no deferred factors have been identified for this amendment. 

The EPA, in consultation with the Responsible Authority and the relevant agencies, has 
identified a list of factors likely to be found to be the "environmental factors relevant to the 
scheme" and those likely to be found to be "deferred environmental factors". This list is 
provided to assist with the preparation of the Environmental Review document, but during the 
course of the preparation of the document other factors may be found also to be relevant, and 
they should be included in the detailed discussion. 

A copy of the form used to identify the environmental factors (the "filtering form") is 
included as Attachment 4. 

2.4 General Scope of the Environmental Review - Limit of the Environmental Review 

The scheme amendment has been initiated to: 

rezone Stakehill Swamp, Baldivis to ParkLc and Recreation in the MRS. 

MRS Amendment 1050/33 
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Environmental factors relevant to the scheme 

The EPA has identified some environmental factors which are relevant to the scheme area and should be addressed in the Environmental Review 
document. These factors are listed below (see Table 1). 

Table 1: Environmental factors relevant to the scheme 

CONTENT SCOPE OF WORK  

Factors 
Site specific 
factor Work required for the environmental review Additional comments 

Regionally Stakehill How is the wetland identified in Bush Forever and the Environmental Protection 
In identifying an appropriate 

significant Swamp (Swan Coastal Lakes) Policy 1992 going to be protected and managed by the 
buffer to protect the wetland 

wetland Conservation proposed amendment using appropriate buffers and wetland management plans? 
and riparian vegetation, 

Categoiy attention should be given to 

Wetland Appropriate buffer widths around the wetland area should be identified to protect what management measures 
the characteristics and conservation values of the wetland and the riparian are proposed to regulate 

Environmental vegetation, adjacent land uses that may 

Protection The basis for the proposed buffer widths should be described with reference to impact the values of the 
(Swan Coastal existing policies and through liaison with the Bush Forever Office of DPI, WRC wetland. 
Plain lakes) and DoE. 
Policy 1992 

The Environmental Review should describe the contents and requirements of a 

Bush Forever wetland management plan to manage likely impacts on the wetland, riparian 

site 275 vegetation and fauna habitat. 

MRS Amendment 1050/33 



ENVIkNMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHC.JTY 

Vegetation Vegetation W71at are the values of the Vegetation Complexes and Vegetation Communities in Undertake appropriate field 
Complexes & a 'ocal and regional context? surveys to determine the 
Vegetation existing type and 
Communities, Identify the Vegetation Complex and Vegetation Community types as well as any representation of the 
Floristic and Threatened Ecological Communities (TEC), Declared Rare or Priority Flora vegetation on site, including 
Threatened (DRF) species present and Floristic Communities and discuss their representation TEC's & DRF. 
Ecological in existing conservation reserves and how they will be protected by the proposed Provide details of potential 
Communities amendment. impacts from the proposal and 
and Declared how they will be addressed. 
Rare or Priority In accordance with the 
Flora methodology and criteria used 

in Bush Forever. 

Fauna Specially What are the fauna values of the site?. Iffauna habitats are present, are Undertake a suitable field 
Protected, Specially Protected (Threatened) Fauna present? survey to determine the 
Threatened or existing abundance, species 
Priority Fauna Assess the presence and distribution of fauna communities and significant bird diversity and geographic 
Species species (as identified in Bush Forever), distribution of terrestrial 

As mentioned above particular attention should be directed to the provision of fauna, including Specially 

adequate buffers around the wetland and surrounding riparian vegetation to Protected (Threatened) Fauna. 

protect the riparian vegetation and habitat values. Provide details of potential 
impacts from the proposal and 
how they will be addressed. 
In accordance with the 
methodology and criteria used 
in Bush Forever. 

2.6 Deferred environmental factors 

None identified. 

MRS Amendment 1050/33 



ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY 

Attachment 1 

Information on the purposes and functions of the 
environmental assessment of schemes and their 
amendments 

Purpose of the environmental assessment 

The purpose of an environmental assessment is to ensure that the scheme takes proper 
account of the relevant environmental factors. To do this the EPA reports to the Minister for 
the Environment on the environmental factors relevant to the scheme, recommends 
environmental conditions under which the scheme may operate and provides other 
recommendations as it sees fit. 

Functions of an Environmental Review 

The primary function of the Environmental Review is to provide information about the 
environmental factors related to the proposed scheme to the EPA to enable it to evaluate the 
significant effect on the environment of the scheme and provide independent environmental 
advice to Government. 

An additional function of the document is to clearly communicate details of the proposed 
scheme and its future implications to the public so that the EPA can obtain informed public 
comment on relevant environmental factors and their areas. Effective public information and 
involvement is an essential part of environmental impact assessment. 

These instructions are issued to assist in identifying matters that should be addressed within 
the Environmental Review document. However, other relevant matters may arise during the 
preparation of the environmental review document and these should also be included. 

The Environmental Review document will be made publicly available during the advertised 
period for the scheme and submissions from other agencies and the public will be sought. 
The Responsible Authority is required to forward submissions relating to the Environmental 
Review to the EPA and respond to the EPA on environmental factors or conditions and 
procedures which may apply should the proposal be implemented that are raised in those 
submissions. Based on the information in the Environmental Review document, the response 
to submissions and its own investigations the EPA will then report to the Minister for the 
Environment. 

Please note: 

Statements of fact, conclusions or theories used to justify arguments should be substantiated 
and supported by technical work undertaken to prepare the Environmental Review. In 
addition, statements of fact, conclusions and arguments should be based on information that 
has a high degree of scientific certainty. Where these are not met the EPA will provide 
advice consistent with the precautionary principle. 

MRS Amendment 1050/33 
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ENVIROMvIENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY 

Attachment 3 

Environmental Review Document Structure 

The legislation requires that the Environmental Review Document be part of the amendment 
documentation. For our purposes it would be useful for it to be a separate volume, perhaps an 
appendix to the amendment document. 

The following structure is suggested: 

1. How to make a submission 

Include a standard sheet to guide the reader how to make a submission. 

2. Introduction 

Clarify who is the Responsible Authority. 

Provide a paragraph or two to explain the background to the Environmental Review 
document and the process to date (see recent examples of Environmental Reviews) eg 
the Environmental Review Document is prepared in accordance with S48A of the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986; the Environmental Review Document should be 
read in conjunction with the amendment document. 

Refer the reader to a process flow chart, probably from the Planning for People 
document, which could be Appendix Al. 

3. Summary of Amendment 

Should include a brief description of scheme / amendment and its purpose. 

Cross reference to the amendment document, particularly the scheme text / provisions, 
wherever possible. 

Include a clear location map and any other figures to describe the amendment. 

4. Environmental Factors Relevant to the Scheme 

These factors will be specified by the EPA in the final instructions. Each factor should be 
addressed i.ising the following format: 

4.1 Environmental factor: 

- 	Provide background on the current state of the environment.. 

- 	Discuss any polices relevant to the environmental factor. 

Preliminary EPA objctive / proposed alternative objective 

- 	The EPA objectives for each environmental factor will be provided to the 
Responsible Authority following the issuing of the final instructions. 

Potential impacts 

- 	This section should outline the potential impacts that could result from the 
implementation of the scheme / amendment. 

MRS Amendment 1050/33 



ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY 

Proposed management 

- 	How the scheme / amendment, provisions or zoning pattern address the 
impacts on environment. 

- 	How scheme provisions will be implemented and how subsequent planning 
stages will address the impacts on the environment. 

Proposed outcome 

- 	Given the proposed management, can the EPA objective be met? 

- 	On evaluation of the above (4.1.1 to 4.1.4) if it appears the EPA objective 
cannot be met this section provides the opportunity to offer an alternative 
objective and justify why the EPA should accept the alternative objective. 

5. Deferred Environmental Factors (if applicable) 

These will have been identified in the instructions 

Alternatively, the document may argue why an environmental factor relevant to the 
scheme, as determined by the EPA, is considered to be a deferred factor. 

This section should largely follow the same format as Section 4. 

6. Summary of scheme provisions 

This Section should reiterate the proposed management of the environmental factors 
(from section 4). 

References 

Glossary (if necessary) 

Appendices 

Al 	Flow chart of process 

A2 	Instructions and objectives 

A3 	Other information 

MRS Amendment 1050/33 
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Attachment 4 
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Department of EnvironmentaiProtection 	 ThuisdayJanuary 820048:24AM 

Record of Secti.ou 48 referrals received 

Records details :CRN203773 	D ate of Letter 1.8/12/2003 
	

Date Referred :23/12/2003 Date More Info: 

Referral details: Proposal: lvSA.rnendrneutNo. 1050/33 
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Locxtion: Stakehill Sv'a 

Locality: Baldivis 

Environent21 Factors: Refer attached docuntatjon (Decisiouto Assess orNot Assess Poith2) in support of 
recond.ation based on critexia for the detexrniisation ofthe need for and level of environrnental 

pact assessentin Western Austaija. 

Responsible thority: 

Coxapaxay: Western Australian Pla 
Contact Person: Att: Fred Hanswrth 

Address : 469 Wellingtofl Sfreet 
Suburb: PTH 

State : WA 
Phone: 92647777 

Post code : 6000 
Fax: 9264 7566 

Other Parties 

Local Government Authority :aty of oclaharn 

Decision Makira Authorities: 3'finisterthrP1anning 

I.nvoied Agencies : Ministry forPlanning 

CC: 

Signatures 

EvaluatonDic'ision 

Assessment officer(s): —zscsm 

Pject Officer(s): ......... ......................................................Date : 
.-.................................../................................................... Date ...............................

rx  
..... 

Manager: ................................................... ........... . .................... Date  

ther divisional innut (Where arplinable) 
Manager/Director 	.............. . Date •  .......................................... 

Branch/Division ..................................................-....-........................................................ 
Manager/Director. ................................................... ..... 	 Date ......................- 

Branch/Division .......................... . ............................ ............................ ................................  

Other Infrornaflon: 
Assessment Number: - .... 7 	 Date...... 
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Decision to Assess or Not Asseg Foirn 2 

INFORMATION FOR USE IN DETERMINING LEVEL OF ASSESSMENT FOR 
SCHEMES AND SCHEME AMENDMENTS UNDER SECTION 48A 

Sammary 	 Yes No N/A 

Does the scheme/amendment impact any biophysical factors? - 	 U 0 

Does the scheme/amendment impact any pollution management factors? 	 U U 
Does the scheme/amendment impact any social sutroundings factors? 	 U U 

Does the scheme/amendment conform to existing policies, guidelines and criteria for EIA? Li U U 

- 	Is further information required to determine level of assessment? 	 U Li 

RECOMMENDED LEVEL OF ASSESSMIENT: 

DEP Correspondence 

EPA Referral - More Information Requested 

Level 1 Assessment - Not assessed, no advice given 

Level 2 Assessment - Not assessed, non-binding advice given 

Level 3 Assessment - Assessed, Environmental Review Required 

Incapable of Being Made Environmentally Acceptable 

Summary For Inclusion In Report To Chairman: 

F ENVIIONMENTAL FACTORS: 

.0 

L&sPP 
POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS: 

P-iwLA 	&cpkA1ob AfOJT 	CtA)/ 	F 
Or 	LJ 	p/o-&èeA S1P 

MANAGEMENT: 

SIGICANCE LOW 	1Dr 	 J 
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Decision to Assess or Not Assess Fo 

ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 	 COMMENTS A1\D 
POSSLE IMPACTS 

SECTION A: BIOPHYSICAL 

1. Does the scheme/amendment impact 	/ 
on areas of. highest conservation 	 NO 

value? 

(Lf 'Yes' tic1 the appropriate box below; if No' then proced to 2.) 

The area covered by the scheme/amendment involves or 	md. Adj 

is adjaöent to: 	 - 

Land covered by recommendations for protection in 
the S'stem 'Red Book' report; 

Land vested in NPNCA for thpose of:  

conservation of flora and fauna; 	 [J 

National Park; or 

Conservation Park. 	 . 	
- 

Other areas recommended for reseryation by 	
F 

CALM and endQrsed by Govt. for incitision in 
CALM's Estate; 

Land reserved as "Parks and Recreation" under the 
MRS; 

Areas managed for multiple use where conservation 	D 
is one defind use; 

Areas with rare vegetation communities or 	 ü 
asemblages not adequately represeoted in secure 
conservation areas (eg Bushplan, TOPRPC); 

Land known to contain declared rare flora and 	0 Cl 
fauna; 

Land containing areas thought to be the habitat of 	o 
Specially Protected (Threatened) Fauna; 

. 	Areas known or suspected to contain karst 	 0 0 
iandloims; 

Land listed as World heritage; or 	 0 0 
Land listed by the Austtalian Heritage Commission. 	0 0 

Will the scheme/scheme amendment allow for any land  
cleating and, if so, does Commissioner for Soil and Land 	YES NO 
Conservation approval need to be obtained? 

Ve:sioo 1 	 3 	 July 1998 



Decision to Assess or Not Assess Form 2 

E[RONMETAL MATTERS 	 COMMENTS AND 
POSSIBLE IMPACTS 

2. Does the area covered by the 	 .7 
scheme/amendment include any 	[sI NO 
water resources of highest 
conservation value? 

I (if Yes' proceed to 2.1 below; if No'proced to Section B, psge 7) 

2.1 Wetlands, Watercourses & Rivers 

The area covered by the scheme/amendment involves a 	mci Adj Drain 

wetland, watercourse or river: 	 into 

nominated for protection in the Environmental 	[J U 	U 
Lakes) Policy 1992; Protection (Swan Coastal Plain 

nominated for protection in the draft EPP for Lakes 	Cl U 	U 6 
and Swamps of the South West Agricultural Zone; 

recommended for protection in the Systems Red 	U U 	U 
Book' reports; j-- 

i • 	on land vested in the National Parks and Nature 	Cl U 	U f 	k' 	' Conservation Authority for the pupose of 
Conservation of Flora and Fauna, National Park or 
Conservation Park, or areas recommended, and - 
endorsed by Government, for inclusion in CAUvI 
estate for conservation purposes; 

'. 	in areas reserved as "Parks and Recreation" under 	U U 	U 
the Metropolitan Regional. Scheme; 

in areas with rare vegetation communities 	 [J U 	U 
considered by the EPA not adequately represented in 
secure conservation areas, or rare flora and fauna 
and their habitats, eg those areas identified in Perth's 
Bushplan; 

recognised by international agreements because of 	U U 	U 
their importance primarily for waterbirds and rheir 
habitats. 

Conservation category (if known) 

Further inlolmauon:  

A 



Decision to Assess or Not Assess Fona 

ENVTRONNN'TA 	
cortrs AND

L MATTERS 	
POSSLE 1CTS 

12.2 Estuaries and Inlets 

The area covered by the scheme/amendment involves: 	mci Acij Drain 
into 

an estaary or inlet. 	 [J Li Li 
Name of estualy or inlet:  

2.3 Coastline and Near-shore Marine areas. 

The area covered by the scheme/amendment in'iolves a 	IricL Adj 

coastline or near-shore marine area: 	 - 

recommended for protection in the Systems Red 	Li Li 
Books'reports; 

with mangroves present; 	
. 	 [3 [3 

identied by CALM for inclusion on the List of 	[3 [3 
Wetlands of International Importance (RAMSAR); 

recommended by CAL14 for inclusion in its estate 	[3 [3 
for conservation purpdses; 

reserved for 'Parks and Recratior" under the 	 Ti Q 
Metropolitan Region Scheme; 

with rare vegetaion communities considered by the 	fl fl 

EPA not adequately represented in secure 
conservation reserves, or rare flora and fauna and 
thir habitats; 

where recreational usage is high, such as beaches in 	Li Li 
the metrQpolitan region. 

Further information:  
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Decision to Assess or Not Assess Form 2 

COMMENTS AND 
POSSIBLE IMPACTS ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 

2.5 Public Water Source Areas - Groundwater or 
Surface Water 

The area covered, by the schem/amendnaent involves: 

a proposed or existing groundv'ater source area: 

Priority 1 tJWPCA; 

Pi'iority2UWPCA; 

PthorIty3TJWPCA. 
either 

randakot Mound, or 

Gnangara Mound 

a proposed UWPCA groundwater source area: 

Priority 1; 

Pthority2; 

Priorit3; 

Water and Rivers Comtuission gazetted groundwater 
areas outside the Perth metropolitan area; 

Priority 1; 

Priority 2; 

Priority3; 

any surface catchments where water is collected for 
public water supply purposes. 

Indicate priority (if laiowa) 

2.6 Catchments (Surface and Ground Water) With 
Special Requirements 

The area covered by the scheme/mendrnent involves: 

Lake Clifton; 

Swan Coastal Plain Catcbment of the Peel-Hrvey 
Estuary; 

o 	Swan and C2rg Rivers and Ellen Brook; 

Lake FoestdaIe; 

Yes 

U 

U 

Cl 

U 

U 

Cl 

U 

U 

U 
n 

U 

Li 

Yes 

U 

U 

U 

U 



Decision to Assess or Not Assess Form 

ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 

Thomso±is Lake; 

Other  

1 

COMMENTS AM) 
POSSIBLE ]MPACTS 

SECTION B:. 

POLLUTION MANAGEMENT 	 Po4 

1. Would the scheme/amendment auow 	
'E 

for a land-use which will or could 
discharge a pollutant? 

(If 'Yes' indicate the appropriate category(s) by ticking the boxes and give a 
brief descripon of industiyfland-use; if No' proceed to question 2 below) 

Type of pollutant: 	
Yes• 

Gases - 	 Li 

Noise 

Dust 	 Li 

Odour 	 Li 

Other(specify):  

I. 'vVoUd the scheme aUow for a land- 	YES 

use which requires a buffer? 
If 'Yes' give a brief description of land-use; if No' proceed to question 3 
dow) 

What is the distance to the neatest residence?  

What is the recommended buffer distance?___________ 

3. Would the scheme allow for a  
resIdential area to encroach into an 	[YES  
existing buffer area? 

(If 'Yes' give a brief description below; if No' proceed to question 4 on page 
8) 

What is the industry involved?  

Version 1 	 7 
	

July 1998 



Decision to Assess or Not Assess Form 2 

COMMENTS AND 
POSSIBLE IMPACTS ENV1IRONENTAL MTThRS 

4. Has the site been the'subject of a past. 
land-use which could contaminate the 

FYES 

soil or groundwater? 

(If 'Yes indicate the appropriate category(s) by dcng the boxes; if No 
proceed to iiedon 5 below) 

4.1 Does the existing or past land-use include one of 
the following industries? 

acid/alkali plant 	 S  0 
agricultura.11horticultura]. activines . 	U 

U airport 
asbestos productionldisposal U 
chemicals manufacture & formulation U 
defence works 	. U 
dnan reconditioning works 
dry cleaning establishment U 
electical manufacturing U. 
e1ecoplang & heat tteaent U 
enne works U 
e4losives indusy U 
gas works 	 . 0. 
iron & steel works U 
landflJd sites U 
metal treatment 0 
mining & extractive.industiies U 
oil productionlstorage U 
paint formulation/manufacture 0 
pesticide manufacture/formulation U 
pharmaceutical manufacture/fortu.ulation . 	U 

0 power stations 
railway yards 0 

U scrap yards 
U service stations 

sheep and cattle dips U 
smelting and refining Li 
_____ and associated tades U 
waste storage and aeazment U 

0 wood preservation 

other 

n 
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Decision to Assess or Not Assess Form 

ENVIRONMENTAL MkTTERS 

5. Is the site on land which requires 
offsfte disposal of drainage waters? 

ic. Does the land have a high water table or isthe soil 
preãominantly clay? 

If Yes' give a brief descriphon of the land; if No' proceed to queson 6 
below). 

6.. Would the scheme/amendment allow 
for the dredging of rivers and/or 
marine environments? 

(If Yes' indicaie the appropriate category by tic]dng the boxe and give a 
brief description of the erten.t of the project; if No'proceed to quesdnn 7 
below) 

developmental dredging 

disposal of dredge material within a river system• 

other 

Would the scheme/amendment allow 
for a land-use change that is 
inconsistent with the Kwinana EPP for 
Atrrospheric Wastes? 

(If 'Yes' give a brief descriphon of the change in land-use; if No' proceed to 
qnestio8 below) 

Would the scheme/amendment allow 
a land-use which requires special 
management? 

(If 'Yes' indicate the aporopriate category by hcldng the boxes and give a 
bncf descriphors; if o' proceed to queshon 9 below) 

The land-use is one of the following: 

Horticulture 

Heavy Industry 

Marina 

Aquacuiture 

Industry requiring licensing under Part V of the 
Environmental Protection Act 

Other 

COMMENTS AND 
POSSIBLE IMPACTS 

I 'YESI NO I 
C' 

JYESI II 

YESI 'NO I 

Yes 

U 

U 

U 

U 

U 

U 
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Decision to Assess or Not Assess For. 2 

SECTION C: 

Q CTXL STJRROUNDIGS 

1. Does the scheme/amendment raise 
any issues known to be of concern or 	SI NJ 

controversy to the community? 

(Lf 'Yes'indicate the appropriate category by ticldna the boxes and give a 
brief descripon of the concern; if No' proceed to querdon 2 below) 

Is the óoncern to the public related to: 

an issue of environmental sinificance 

another issue:  

Give details (eg known public interest groups; 
environmental issue(s) of concern): 

Further information:  

2. Would the scheme/amendment pose 
any threat to public safety or is it a 
generator of risk? 

(If 'Yes' please indicate by tiind.ng  the appropate box; if No' proceed to 

quesdbn 3 below) 

Is the tbrea.t to public safey the result of: 

o 	a new indusy being located near an existing 
residetia1 area; or 

a new residential area being.located near an existing 
industiy? 

Further information: 

3. Would the scheme/amendment impact 
any areas known to have cultural 	YESI NO 
significance? 	S  

Please indicate: 

Aboiinal culture and heritage 	 D 

Non-indigenous heritae 

Furrer information: 



Decision to Assess or Not Assess Form 

LIST OF ENV]IRONMENTAL FACTORS ON WElCH EPA HAS A POLICY/POSITION. 

Biophysicai Pollution Manaement 
Terrestrial Flora Air 
Vegetation communities. Odour 

vegetation community types 3b and 20b Particulates / Dust 
Declared Rare and Priority Flora Gases. 

SO2 
Terrestrial Fauna NOx 
Terrestrial Fauna Greenhouse gases 
Subterranean Fauna Haze 

stygofauna 	 - Smog 
Specially Protected (Threatened) Fauna 

Marine Flora Water  
Marine Flora Groundwater quality 

nutrients seagrass 
pesticides manroves 

macro-algae Surface water quality 

Declared Rare and Priority Flora salinity 
sewage 

Marine Fauna Marine water and sediment quality 

Marine FaUna 
coral reefs Land 

Specially Protected (Threatened) Fauna Soil contamination 
turtles solid waste 
dugongs 

Non-chemical Emissions 
Wetlands Noise 
Wetlands Vibration 

lakes Radiation 
Watercourses EMR 

rivers Light 
ephemeral streams 

stuaries - -. Jndetground wet1 

Social Surroundings cave pools.  
Groundwater Social 

unconuined aquifers Public safety 
risk and hazard 

Coast 	 S  road traffic 
Dunes 
Foreshore (beach) Aesthetic 
Seabed Visual amenity 

banks 
Sea level Cultural 

Aboriginal culture and heritage 
Land Non-indigenous heritacre  

Soil 
Landform Economic 

karat 
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Fauna: Signifrcant mammal species: Quenda (DEP 1999) 
Linkage: adjacent bushland to the north (Site 356, across road), east (canop.y cover) and west; part of Greenway 
122 (Tingay, Alan & Associates 1998) 

SECTION 4. INTERNATIONAL AND NATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE 
Indicative place (AHC 2000 D.) (Baidivis Swamp) 

SECTION 5. SELECTION CRITERIA AND PLECOMMENDATIONS 
Criteria: Representation of ecological communities, General criteria for the protection of wetland, streamline and 
esrdane fringing and coastal vegetation 
Recommendation: Other Government Land Mechanism (see Table 3, Volume 1). 

STAKEHILL SWAMP, BALDIVIS 
Boundary DeGnition: bushlandlconservation wetland boundary (Areas of bushland within the boundaries of the 
Site are not accurately mapped; Boundary adjusted after negotiations with the land owner(s) in response to a 
subrn-ission to draft Perth's Bushplan.) 

SECTION 1: LOCATION INFORMATION 
Bush Forever Site no. 275 	 Area (ha): bushland 171.2 (Site also includes open water.) 
Map no. 75 Map sheet series ref. no. 2033—ti NW, 2033-11 SW 
Other Names: Submission Area 262 
Local Authorities (Suburb): City of Rockingliarn (Baldivis) 

SECTION 2: REGIONAL INFORMATION 
LANDFORMS AND SOILS 
Spearwood Dunes 
Sands derived from Tamala Limestone (Qts: S7) 
Tamala Limestone (Qtl: LS 1) 
Wetlands (within the Spearwood Dunes) 
Holocene Swamp Deposits (Qhw: Csl) 
VEGETATION AND FLORA 
Vegetation CompIexe 

SpearwOod Dunes 
Karrakatta Complex - Central and South 
Cottesloe Complex - Central and South 
Wetlands 
Herdsmad Complex 

Floristic Community Types: *not  sampled, type inferred 
Supergroup 2: Seasonal Wetlands 
* 17 Melaleuca rhaphiophylla - Gahnia tr(fida seasonal wetlands 

WETLANDS 
Wetland Types: sumpiand, dampiand 
Natural Wetland Groups 

Spearwood Dunes  
Stakeh.jll (S.4) 

Wetland Management Objectives: Conservation (166.1-1ha) 
Swan Coastal Plain Lakes EPP: 89ha + 1.9ha + 2.1ha + 30.4ha = 123.4ha (total) 
THREATENED ECOLOGICAL COMMUNITIES 
Not assessed 

SECTION 3: SPECIFIC SITE DETAIL 
Landscape Features: open water, vegetated wetland 
Vegetation and Flora: limited survey (DEP 1998 roadside observations, EPA and WAWA 1990, Semeniuk, 
V&C Research Group 1991 b) 

Structural Units: manping (EPA and WAWA 1990, Semeniuk, V&C Research Group 1991b) 
Wetlands: Melaleuca rhaphionhylla Open to Closed Forest sometimes over Juncus krau.ssii Sedgeland; Melaleuca 
terer(folia Closed Heath; Sedgeland of either Baurnea articulaza or B. juncea 
Scattered Native Plants: not assessed 
Vegetation Condition: wetland - >909b Excellent to Very Good, <1017r, Good to Degraded, with areas of 
severe localised disturbance (Semeniuk. V&C Research Group 1991b) 
Total Flora: not known 
Significant Flora: none recorded 

Pauna: Significant mammai species: Quenda (Friend 1996 D) 
Linkage:  no adjacent bushland; part of Greenways 84, 85 (Tingay, Alan & Associates 1998a) 

,1 

3O3' Bush Forever 



Other Special Attributes: Wetland of 'regional significance' (Semeniuk, V&C Research Group 1991b, 19ie) 

SECTION 4: INTERNATIONAL AND NATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE 
Indicative place (ABC 2000 D) 

SECTION 5. SELECTION CRITERIA AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
Criteria: Representation of ecological communities, Rarity, General criteria for the protection of wetland, 
seamiine and estuarine fringing and coastal vegetation 
Recommendation: Proposed Parks and Recreation Reservation (see Table 3, Volume 1). 

CHURCHER SWAMP, BALDIVIS 
Boundary Denition: bushland (part taken to cadastre)/conservation wetland boundary 

SECTION 1: LOCATION INFORMATION 
Bash Forever Site no. 75 	 Area (ha): bushland 24.3 (Site also includes open water.) 
Map no. 75 	 Map sheet series ref. no. 2033—U SW 
Other Names: not known 
Local Authorities (Suburb): City of Rockingham (Baldivis) 

SE5I05 N-2--REGIONA-L-INFORMA TION 
LANDFORMS AND SOILS 
Spearwood Dunes 
Sands derived from Tamala Limestone (Qts: S7) 
Wetlands (within the Spearwood Dunes) 
Holocene Swamp Deposits (Qhw: Scp) 
VEGETATION AND FLORA 
Vegetation Complexes 

Spearwood Dunes 
Karrakatta Complex - Central and South 

Floristic Community Types: *not  sampled, types inferred 
Supergroup 2: Seasonal Wetlands 
* 17 Melaleuca rhaphiophylla - Gahnia rr(fida seasonal wetlands 
Supergroup 3: Uplands centred on Bassendean Dunes and Dandaragan Plateau 
*Zl a  Central Banksia attenuata -Eucalyptus marginata woodlands 
Supergroup 4: Uplands centred on Spearwood and Quindalup Dunes 
*25 	Southern Eucalyptus goinphocephala - Agonisfiexuosa woodlands 

WETLANDS 
Wetland Types: sumpland 
Natural Wetland Groups 

Spearwood Dunes 
Stakehill (S.4) 

Wetland Management Objectives: Conservation (16 .7ha) 
Swan Coastal Plain Lakes EPP: 11.3ha 
THREATENED ECOLOGICAL COMI{UNITIES 
Not assessed 

- 	SECTION 3: SPECIFIC SITE DETAIL 
Landscape Features: open water, vegetated wetland 
Vegetation and Flora: limited survey (DEP 1998 roadside observations, Semeniuk, V&C Research Group 
1991b) 

Structural Units: mapping (Semeniuk, V&C Research Group 1991b) 	- 
Uplands: Eucalyptus gomphocephala Very Open Woodland; Mixed Banks-ia rnenziesii, B. arrenuita, B. iiicfolia 
and Aliocasuarinafraseriana Low Woodlands 
Wetlands: Melaleuca rhaphiophylla Low Woodland to Low Closed Forest occasionally with emergent Eucaiypns 
rudis; Mixed Sedgelands 
Vegetation Condition: >60% Excellent, >25% Very Good to Good, <15% Degraded, with areas of severe 
localised disturbance 
Total Flora: not known 
Significant Flora: not surveyed 

Fauna: Significant mammal species: Quenda (Friend 1996 D) 
Linkage: adjacent bushiandlcanopy to the north and west (Areas oi bushland to the north are incorrectly mapped.); 
part of Greenway 84 (Tingay, Alan & Associates 1998a) 
Other Special Attributes: Wetland of 'regional significance' (Semeniuk, V&C Research Group 1991b, 1991e) 

3Ô 	Bush Forever 
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Wescralia Square, 
141 St Georges Tenace, Perth, Western Australia 6000. 
elephone: (08) 9222 7000. Facsimile: (08) 9222 7155. 

Postal Address: P0 Box K822, 
Perth, Western Australia 6842. 
Website: www.epa.wa.gov.au  

Department for Planning and Infrastructure 
469 Wellington St 	 Our Ref File 49/04 

PERTH WA 6000 
	

Enquiries Rachaci Mercy (9222 7086) 

ATTENTION: KEN DAWSON 

METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME AMENDNT 1050/33 STAKEHILL SWAMP 
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

Thank you for the draft Environmental Review (ER) for Metropolitan Region Scheme (MRS) 
Amendment No. 1050/33 received on Friday 10 September 2004. 

At this time, the document is not considered to meet the Environmental Protection Authority's 
(EPA) Guidelines. However, with the incorporation of the following amendments, the document 
should be suitable for public review and allow the EPA to report to the Minister for Environment 
on the relevant environmental factors as required. 

While the document provides some important information on the proposed Parks and Recreation 
(P&R) reservation, there is also considerable information and discussion regarding future land 
use management in the area and the potential for complimentary local Town Planning Scheme 
mechanisms to achieve these goals. The EPA is precluded from assessing or recommending 
conditions for the area outside the P&R boundary. While this information is useful and was 
described in part in the EPA's Guidelines, it should be made very clear in the ER that the subject 
of the this assessment is restricted to the P&R reservation and the additional information is 
provided for context only. 

P2 Table A references to the majority of land to be protected or excluded should be replaced by 
an accurate figure. 

P3 It is unlikely. . . . in terms of potential impacts, it would be useful to specify the area of wetland 
or vegetation to be 'isolated'. 

P6 The summary provided should be complete and refer to the proposal being referred to the EPA 
in December 2003 and the EPA supporting it. The current proposal is the result of the WAPC 
referring a significantly amended proposal to the EPA. It is understood that the Department for 
Planning and Infrastructure (DPI) can provide you with a copy of the referral to the EPA that 
contains an appropriate summary. 

In addition, it should be noted (as later in the document) that the Environmental Protection (Swan 
Coastal Plain Wetlands) Policy 2004 was released during the assessment and is relevant. 

1 - 

23 SEP 2004 

FtLE 



P15 This proposal is being assessed under Part IV s48 not s38 of the Environmental Protection 
Act.(EP Act) - or is this paragraph referring to future subdivision proposals? 

P15 Lakes EPP is 1992, the Draft Wetlands EPP is 2004. 

P20 3.2.6 Who is proposed to carry out and manage the future land use of the Stakehill Swamp? 
If appropriate, a reference to a coordinated approach with government agencies eg. the 
Department for Conservation and Land Management as well as the City of Rockingham and DPI 
as appropriate etc. 

When describing the potential for Special Rural subdivision it is important to refer to the 
requirement for a separate s48 referral to the EPA as this proposed zoning change is not part of 
this proposal and is not currently before the EPA for assessment. 

P29 3.3.4 It is considered that the document could provide stronger details regarding the proposed 
P&R reservation boundary. This is important as statements such as the following have significant 
implications for the proposed protection of Stakehill Swamp; 

The future land use associated with the proposal to reserve the Stakehill Swamp study area to 
P&R is likely to result in a beneficial impact ... livestock, including sheep and cattle will no longer 
graze the site and the impacts ... will be removed. 

The proposed reservation boundary intrudes into an area of the wetland inferred to be in excellent 
condition, affording it no protection. Further, P 30 states the requirement to consider the 
importance of ecological linkages during futuIe planning, however the current boundary proposes 
an area surrounding Jarvis Road that is almost isolated. 

P 32 Fauna 
It is noted that fauna species lists have generated some controversy of late. It is suggested that it 
is acceptable to leave the references to the Chuditch, Quokka and Sea Eagle in the table of P 34, 
however further detail as given on pages 36 & 37 is not required these species are unlikely to 
occur in the study area. 

P41 5 Implementation 
Has the City of Rockingham given in principle support to pursuing a Town Planning Scheme 
Amendment as proposed? 

P445.4.1 
The future zoning of the land is not only a strategic matter for the WAPC but will also require 
referral to the EPA pursuant to s48 of the EP Act. 

Appendices 4 - 7 
Consistent with the previous comment, it may be preferable to include an additional line to each 
table and include species that have appeared on databases but are not likely to occur in the study 
area and have not been considered in this assessment but are included as supplementary 
information only. 

Figure 7 Wetland Management Area (WMA) 
From discussions, it is understood that some amendments are to be made to this Figure. 
Currently the WMA appears to follow a combination of the wetland 50 metre buffer and the 



proposed P & R boundary. Of particular concern is the area along Jarvis Road that is not 
contained within the proposed P&R boundary and not part of the WMA. This area is therefore 
not proposed for any management or protection. It is recommended that further explanations of 
the WMA are provided in the document. Attached is a copy of the proposed WMA with areas 
that require further details highlighted. 

As already described, it is important to note that as the EPA is currently assessing the proposed 
P&R reservation of Stakehill Swamp, anything outside that line is not part of this assessment. To 
clarify, any proposed subdivision or development for the area surrounding Jarvis Road is not 
precluded from a referral to the EPA pursuant to section 38 of the EP Act. 

It is understood that your consultants have encountered some difficulties in obtaining access to all 
lots associated with this proposal. It may be appropriate that this is reflected in the ER to provide 
a context within which the available information is presented. 

Appendix 8 
As the proposed Town Planning Scheme provisions for the City of Rockingham are not part of 
this assessment, to avoid confusion, it is preferable that this section is amended so that the general 
approach that could be adopted by the City of Rockingham is provided for the EPA's 
information, but not in the current 'amendment' form. As mentioned above any proposal for the 
City of Rockingham to amend its Town Planning Scheme (for example to either include a WMA 
or propose Special Rural) is required to be referred to the EPA pursuant to section 48 of the EP 
Act. 

Once the issues outlined above have been addressed, the final document should be returned to the 
EPA Service Unit. As it is understood that the WAPC has requested a number of changes, a 
summary of the final changes to the document should be provided to expedite the final review. 

Should you have any queries, please contact the person cited above. 

c<- K 3 Taylor 
DIRECTOR 
ENVIRONMENTAL LMPACT ASSESSMENT 

20 September 2004 

Cc ATA Environmental 
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00,  Environmental Protection Authority 

The Secretary 
Western Australian Planning Commission 

Westralia Square, 
141 St Georges Terrace, Perth, Western Australia 60)0. 

Telephone: (08) 9222 7000. Facsimile: (08) 9222 7155. 

Postal Address: P0 Box K822, 
Perth, Western Australia 6842. 
Website: www.cpa.wa.gov.au  

469 Wellington St 

PERTH WA 6000 	 Your Ref 809 2 28 6Ptl 	 I - 
Our Ref 	File 49/04 	 • 	NAJ 

Enquiries Rachael Mercy 	26 NOV 2004 
Attention: Ken Dawson

;I:a_ A FILE 

METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME AMENDMENT 1050/33 
STAKEHILL SWAMP 

The Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) formally received your Environmental Review on 
12 November 2004. You are advised that the revised Environmental Review is considered to be 
prepared in accordance with the EPA's instructions. 

However, it has been brought to the EPA's attention that the Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure along with South West Metro Rail on behalf of the Commissioner for Railways, are 
currently investigating options for the realignment of Old Mandurah Road in the vicinity of 
Stakehill Swamp. 

Should this proposed realignment intersect the current proposed reservation boundary for Stakehill 
Swamp then it is the EPA's view that this will need to be appropriately reflected in the 
Environmental Review (ER) document. This would be considered a significant change to the 
current ER document and it would therefore need to be remitted back to the EPA for its 
consideration in accordance with the EPA's approved instructions. 

If there are no plans to pursue the realignment of Old Mandurah Road, then you should now seek 
approval from the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to advertise the scheme amendment and 
receive public submissions in accordance with Section 33E of the Metropolitan Region Town 

Planning Scheme Act 1959. 

The public review period for this Environmental Review is coordinated with the public submission 
period for the scheme amendment. It would be appropriate to include a covering letter with each 
Environmental Review document from the Western Australian Planning Commission which 
explains how to make a submission, where to send it and the closing date of the submission period. 

Please ensure that sufficient copies of the document are available at the start of the advertising 
period for the scheme amendment. The Authority will require twenty (20) copies of the 
Environmental Review for its own use and distribution. Please ensure that these copies are 
available prior to the commencement of the advertising period for the scheme amendment. 

This advice does not in any way imply that your proposal has been assessed and determined to be 
environmentally acceptable, nor that all issues have been exhaustively covered. It is anticipated that 



submissions arising from the review period will assist in providing a more complete analysis of the 
environmental significance of this proposal. 

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Rachael Mercy on (08)9222 
7086 in the first instance. 

KJfIor 
DIREdrOR 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

23 November 2004 



APPENDIX B 

LIST OF DETAIL PLANS 
SUPPORTING THE AMENDMENT 



STAKEHILL SWAMP 

PROPOSED MAJOR AMENDMENT 

AMENDMENT No. 1050/33 

AS ADVERTISED 

3. 1553/1 

DETAIL PLANS 

3.1554/1 	- 	BALDIVIS PARKS AND RECREATION 



APPENDIX C 

YOUR PROPERTY AND THE 
METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME 



YOUR PROPERTY AND THE METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME 
Landowners rights to compensation in relation to reserved land 

If land is reserved in the Metropolitan 
Region Scheme 

Land which is affected by a reservation in the 
Metropolitan Region Scheme (MRS) will 
ultimately be acquired by the Government, but 
generally can remain in private ownership until 
it is actually needed for the public purpose. 

There are several options available to the 
owners of reserved land: 

Retain ownership and continue with the 
quiet enjoyment of the property until it is 
needed for the public purpose. You may 
complete any development or subdivision of 
the property that was approved prior to the 
reservation coming into effect. 

Sell the property on the open market to 
another person(s). The Western Australian 
Planning Commission (WAPC) recognises 
that due to the reservation this may be 
difficult and, subject to acquisition priorities 
and the availability of funds, would be willing 
to consider the purchase of a reserved 
property if an owner is unable to achieve a 
private sale on the open market. 

Offer the property for sale to the WAPC. 
Subject to acquisition priorities and the 
availability of funds, the WAPC would be 
willing to consider the early acquisition of a 
reserved property. In such cases the 
property is purchased at the current market 
value had the property not been affected by 
the reservation, with the value being 
determined by independent valuations of the 
property. 

Make a claim for compensation for injurious 
affection following the WAPC's refusal of a 
development application or approval of a 
development application subject to 
conditions that are unacceptable to the 
applicant. In such cases the WAPC may 
elect to purchase the property instead of 
paying compensation with the purchase 
price being determined in the same way as a 
negotiated purchase. 

Am I entitled to compensation? 

If your land is reserved in the MRS, you may be 
able to make a claim for compensation for 
injurious affection if: 

you are the owner of the property when it is 
first reserved in MRS and you wish to sell 
the property on the open market at a 
reduced price; 

FTI 

the WAPC has either refused a 
development application over the property or 
has approved a development application 
over the property subject to conditions that 
are unacceptable to the applicant. 

How do I claim compensation? 

1. If you have chosen to sell the property on 
the open market at a reduced price, complete a 
Notice of Intention to Sell form which is 
available at the Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure. The department will establish 
the extent of the reservation and forward the 
notice to the Board of Valuers. 

The Board of Valuers will determine the sworn 
unaffected and affected values of the property. 
You may wish to meet with the Board to raise 
any matters you believe are relevant to the 
value of the property. 

Following the determination by the Board: 

you will be notified of the unaffected value of 
the property. 

you pay a valuation fee to the WAPC, after 
which you will be notified of the affected 
value of the property - this will represent the 
minium sale price. 

you then arrange the sale of the property 
(either privately or through an agent). Note 
the sale price must not be less than the 
affected value determined by the Board. 



when the property is sold, you may make a 
claim for compensation for injurious 
affection for the difference between the sale 
price and the unaffected value as 
determined by the Board. 

What is compulsory acquisition? 

A situation may arise where a property is 
needed as a priority for a public purpose and 
the owner is unwilling to sell the property to the 
WAPC. 

If the property does not sell within one year 
of the Board's valuation, you may ask the 
Board for a revaluation of the property. The 
sale process is then repeated. 

Once compensation has been paid, a 
caveat will be lodged on the Certificate of 
Title to identify that compensation has been 
paid. Please note that compensation is only 
payable once 

Alternatively, you may ask the WAPC to 
purchase the property as you have been unable 
to sell the property privately. 

2. If the WAPC has refused your development 
application or approved it subject to 
unacceptable conditions and the property is 
reserved in the MRS, you may make a claim for 
compensation for injurious affection within six 
months of the WAPC's decision on the 
application. 

In such a case the WAPC will either pay 
compensation or may elect to purchase the 
property in lieu of paying compensation. 

If the WAPC elects to purchase the property, 
valuations are obtained for the market value of 
the property as at the date of the election to 
purchase had the property not been reserved in 
the MRS. Please note that the date of valuation 
is fixed at the date of election to purchase. 

In such a case, the property may be 
compulsorily acquired (or "resumed") for that 
public purpose. 

Where a property has been resumed by the 
WAPC, you have the right to make a claim for 
compensation in respect of the land resumed. 

The WAPC will have the resumed land valued 
and following the checking of the compensation 
claim will make you an offer of compensation 
for the resumed land. 

Should you have any queries concerning 
the matters raised in this brochure, please 
do not hesitate to contact the Department 
for Planning and Infrastructure, Properties & 
Parks Branch. 





PREPARING A SUBMISSION 

The Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) welcomes comment on proposed 
amendments to the Metropolitan Region Scheme from interested individuals, groups and 
organisations. 

What is a submission? 

A submission is a way to express your opinion and provide information. It is an opportunity to 
explain why the amendment should be supported, withdrawn or modified. Suggestions of 
alternative courses of action are also welcomed. 

Making a submission is not the same as voting in an election. The number of submissions 
received for or against a proposal will not determine the result. Rather, it is the reasoned 
argument of why a particular thing should or should not be done. Your submission will assist 
the WAPC in reviewing its planning proposal before proceeding. 

Advertised proposals are often modified in response to the public submission process. 

What should I say? 

Your comments should focus on the particular issues that arise from the proposed 
amendment. If there are a number of components in the amendment, please indicate exactly 
which ones you are addressing. 

It is important that you state your point of view clearly. Give reasons for your conclusions and 
recommendations. These may include an alternative approach or other ways for the WAPC 
to improve the amendment or make it more acceptable. Indicate the source of your 
information or argument where applicable. 

If you prefer not to write your own comments, you may consider joining a group interested in 
making a submission on similar issues. Joint submissions can increase the pool of ideas 
and information. 

Before lodging your submission 

Please remember to complete the Submission Form (Form 6A - appendix E). Include your 
name and full postal address on side one and information related to the hearings on side 
two. It is preferred that any attachments be loose rather than bound. 

The closing date for submissions and where they should be lodged is shown on the Form 6A 
and in the Submissions on the Amendment section in this report. To be eligible to make a 
presentation to the Hearing Committee your written submission must be received by the 
closing date. 

Some amendments may be subject to an Environmental Review. Under these 
circumstances, the WAPC will forward a copy of any submission raising environmental 
issues to the Environmental Protection Authority. 

You should be aware that the calling for public submissions is a public process, and all 
submissions will become public documents. Presentations made to the Hearings Committee 
are an extension of the submission process, and the transcripts of the hearings also become 
a public document. 



APPENDIX E 

SUBMISSION FORM 
FOR THIS AMENDMENT 

(Form 6A) 



Metropolitan Region Town Planning Scheme Act 1959 
Section 33 Amendment (Substantial) 

FORM 6A 

SUBMISSION 
METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME AMENDMENT No. 1050/33 

STAKEHILL SWAMP, BALDIVIS 

OFFICE USE ONLY 

SUBMISSION NUMBER 

To: Secretary 
Western Australian Planning Commission 
469 Wellington Street 
PERTH W.A. 6000  

Name................................................................................................................................................... 
(PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY) 

Address .................................................................................................................... Postcode............ 

Contact phone number. ........................ Email address ......................................................... 

Submission (Please attach addilional pages if required. It is preferred that any additional information be loose rather than bound) 

01 

S 

TURN OVER TO COMPLETE YOUR SUBMISSION 



Hearing of Submissions 

The Metropolitan Region Town Planning SchemeAct 1959 also provides the opportunity for people who have made a 
written submission to personally present the basis of their submission to a Hearings Committee. 

These hearings are arranged so that the Western Australian Planning Commission can listen to a person should they 
wish to explain or expand upon their written submission. A hearing is intended for listening to points of view and 
planning rationale, and is not a forum of general public debate. In the case of a group, a spokesperson to represent 
the group must be appointed. 

All hearings are recorded and transcribed. The transcripts of any public hearings, along with all written submissions, 
are published as public records. The Commissions recommendations are also published in a Report on 
Submissions. 

You do not have to attend a hearing. The comments presented by you in this written submission will be taken into 
account in determining the recommendation for the proposed amendment. 

Please complete the following: 

Eli 	NO, I do not wish to speak at the hearings. (Please go to the bottom of the form and sign.) 
or 

YES, I do wish to speak at the hearings. (Please complete the following details. You will 
be contacted to arrange a time for your hearing.) 

I will be represented by: 

LII 	MYSELF My telephone number (business hours): ...................................... 
or 
LI 	MY AGENT or SPOKESPERSON (an agent may be from a local group) 

Agent's name. ................................................................................................ 
Groupname. ................................................................................................. 
Agent's telephone number (business hours). ............................................... 
Mailingaddress. ............................................................................................ 

I would prefer my hearing to be conducted in: 
LI 	PUBLIC (with a public hearing other persons, including the media, may attend.) 
or 
LI 	PRIVATE (a private hearing is conducted behind closed doors and only persons 

nominated by you and the Hearings Committee may attend.) 

TO BE SIGNED BY PERSON(S) MAKING THE SUBMISSION 

Signature.................................................................................. Date ................................. 

NOTE: Submissions MUST be receIved by the advertised closing date, being close of 
business (5.00pm) on FRIDAY 1 APRIL 2005. Late submIssions will NOT be considered. 

contacts: Telephone - (08) 9264 7777; Fax - (08) 9264 7566; Email - mrs@wapc.wa.gov.au; Internet - http://www.wapc.wa.gov.au  

1. 



WESTERN AUSTRALIAN 
PLANNING COMMISSION 

OUR REF: 	809-2-28-6 Pt 1 
ENQUIRIES: Ms Julie Davey 

Librarian 

Department of Environmental Protection 
Westralia Square 
141 St Georges Terrace 
PERTH WA 6000 

Dear Sir/Madam 

METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME PROPOSED AMENDMENT NO. 1050/33 
STAKEHILL SWAMP 

The Western Australian Planning Commission recently resolved to amend the Metropolitan 
Region Scheme in accordance with the provisions of the Metropolitan Region Town Planning 
Scheme Act. 

The purpose of this amendment is to update the Metropolitan Region Scheme in the local 
government of Rockingham. Please find attached for your reference three Copies of the 
Amendment Report detailing all the proposed changes. 

If you would like additional information on this amendment please call Ms Julie Davey on 
9264 7645. 

Yours faithfully 

Ian Patterson 
Secretary 
Western Australian Planning Commission 

14 December 2004 

Enc 

Albert Facey House, 469 WeLlington Street (cnr Forrest Place), Perth, Western Australia 6000 
Tel: (08) 9264 7777; Fax: (08) 9264 7566; TTY: (08) 9264 7535; Infoline: 1800 626 477 

e-mail: corporate@wapc.wa.gov.au;  web address: http: / /www.wapc.wa.gov.au  
ABN 35 482 341 493 




