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1.0 Introduction  

1.1 Project Background 

The Gawara Baya renewable energy project (the Project) includes up to 68 wind turbine generators 

(WTGs) and associated ancillary infrastructure including (but not limited to) Battery Energy Storage 

System (BESS), a 275-kilovolt (kV) transmission line corridor, collector substations, underground 

and overhead 33 kV electrical cabling, up to four permanent meteorological mast towers, access 

tracks, temporary construction compounds, laydown areas and a temporary accommodation 

camp. The Project proponent is Upper Burdekin Wind Farm Pty Ltd, a wholly owned subsidiary of 

Windlab Pty Ltd. 

On 13 November 2023, the former Department of Housing Local Government Planning and Public 

Works (now the Department of State Development Infrastructure and Planning (DSDIP)) as 

represented by SARA granted Development Approval (SARA ref. 2211-32271 SDA) via Negotiated 

Decision for the Project, comprising: 

• Development Permit for Material Change of Use for a Wind Farm (up to 69 turbines) and 
associated ancillary infrastructure. 

• Development Permit for Operational Works for Clearing of Native Vegetation. 

• This approval was replaced by an Other Change (SARA ref: 2408-42181) on 23 April 2025 to 
reflect layout changes and the reduction of WTGs from 69 to 68 and is current for period of six 
(6) years.   

On 17 June 2024, Commonwealth Minister for Environment approved the Project under 

Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) (DCCEEW ref. 

2021/9066). The approval was accompanied by conditions which requires Windlab to avoid and 

minimise impacts to key breeding areas and habitat to the Sharman’s rock wallaby (Petrogale 

sharmani), and other species. To fulfill obligations under the EPBC Act, Windlab require changes to 

the Project, including revisions to the Development Footprint and micro-siting corridor. 

This Vegetation and Fauna Management Plan (VFMP) has been prepared to satisfy Condition 15 of 

the Development Approval (SARA reference 2211-32271 SDA). The data presented within Section 

3.0 and Section 4.0 of this VFMP has been taken from existing reports, specifically the Ecological 

Impact Report (2rog Consulting, 2025) and the Public Environment Report v5 (2rog Consulting, 

2023b).  

1.2 Project Location 

The Project is located on an active cattle property approximately 65 kilometres (km) south-west of 

Ingham and 3 km north-east of Mount Fox in north Queensland (Figure 1.1). The Project is within 

the Charters Towers Regional Council Local Government Area (LGA). The land is currently used for 

cattle grazing, with limited pasture improvement or land clearing having occurred to date. The 
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region and the Study Area have been used as pastoral grazing land for livestock for more than 100 

years.  

1.3 Project Terms 

1.3.1 Study Area 

The ‘Study Area’ refers to and that has been subject to a variety of studies and surveys (Figure 1.1). 

It occurs over two properties, Kilclooney Station, Lot 3198 on PH2177 and Seaview Station Lot 2 on 

Plan SP205224. 

1.3.2 Development Footprint 

The ‘Development Footprint’ refers to the 600.3 hectares (ha) of land that will be utilised to 

facilitate the infrastructure elements associated with the construction of the Project (Figure 1.1). 

The Development Footprint occurs on one property, Kilclooney Station, Lot 3198 on PH2177. The 

Development Footprint is located within the Study Area. 
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1.6 Existing Ecological Information 

The reference documents that have been used to prepare this VFMP include the following: 

• Final Public Environment Report: Gawara Baya (2rog Consulting, 2023b), including: 

o Section 2.0 Existing Environment 

o Section 3.0 Potential Impacts and Mitigation 

o Section 4.0 Impact Assessment – Threatened and Migratory Species 

o Appendix A: Environment Management Plan v7 (2rog Consulting, 2023a), including the following sub-
plans: 

i. Fauna Management  

ii. Vegetation Management 

iii. Weed Management 

iv. Bushfire Management 

v. Noise 

vi. Air Emissions – Dust 

vii. Surface Water 

viii. Hazardous Materials and Spills 

ix. Waste Management 

x. Feral Predator Management  

xi. Sharman’s Rock Wallaby 

xii. Northern Greater Glider. 

o Appendix E: Upper Burdekin Wind Farm – 2020 Ecological Assessment (Eco Logical Australia, 2020) 

o Appendix F: Upper Burdekin Wind Farm – 2022 Ecology Survey Report (Eco Logical Australia, 2022). 

• Upper Burdekin Wind Farm – Ecological Impact Report (2rog Consulting, 2025). 
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3.2 Vegetation  

The Study Area is characterised by open woodlands and forests dominated by Eucalyptus and 

Corymbia species. Small areas of rich vine thicket and simple notophyll vine forests occur, and 

major watercourses support riparian woodland communities with Casuarina cunninghamii and 

Melaleuca species. In addition to these communities, the presence of abundant exposed granite 

providing a niche environment, exists on prominent granite tors and rock pavements.   

3.2.1 Threatened Ecological Communities 

There are no threatened ecological communities (TECs) mapped within the Study Area or 

Development Footprint.  

3.2.2 Vegetation Communities  

A total of 69 regional ecosystems (REs) are mapped within the Study Area, based on both field 

surveys and State mapping in unsurveyed areas. Of these, 21 REs are mapped within the 

Development Footprint and are likely to be impacted by the Project (refer Section 4.2.1). The REs 

mapped within the Study Area are described in Table 3.2 and illustrated on Figure 3.1. 
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3.4.2.3 Pest Species 

Eight introduced fauna species have been observed within the Study Area (2rog Consulting, 

2023a). Of these, the following are known to have ongoing negative impacts on native fauna:  

• Wild dogs (Canis familiaris) 

• Cats (Felis catus) 

• Cane toads (Bufo marinus) 

• Pigs (Sus scrofa).  
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3.5 Wetlands and Watercourses 

The Study Area is traversed by numerous watercourses comprised of both minor drainage lines 

(stream order one) through to major watercourses (stream order five). The largest watercourses 

traversing the Study Area are Michael Creek and Douglas Creek. The major watercourses support 

well-developed riparian woodland communities with Casuarina cunninghamii and Melaleuca 

species.  

Additionally, one Melaleuca wetland is mapped within the Study Area, identified as RE 7.3.8x (Eco 

Logical Australia, 2020).  

No aquatic field surveys have been undertaken to categorise the diversity of aquatic species. 

However, there are no threatened fully aquatic species potentially occurring within the Study Area. 

The first order streams and seepages with eucalypt woodland/open forest on granitic rock 

between 700 and 800 metres above sea level (asl) are mapped as suitable breeding and foraging 

habitat for the magnificent brood frog (Pseudophryne covacevichae), which was identified in the 

Study Area during targeted surveys (2rog Consulting, 2023b). 

The wetlands and watercourses within the Study Area are illustrated on Figure 3.9. 
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4.0 Potential Impacts 

4.1 Construction Activities  

Construction activities have the potential to impact on flora and fauna through:  

• Clearing, trimming and earthworks for construction, including in sensitive habitats (e.g. 
denning, roosting and foraging habitats). 

• Inadvertent clearing of vegetation outside of the Development Footprint. 

• Open trench excavations for underground cabling. 

• Increased vehicle movement associated with construction of the wind farm. 

• Fire ignition. 

• Spills of hydrocarbons, hazardous materials or wastewater discharges. 

• Pollution of waterways from sediment run-off. 

• Noise, dust and vibration impacts. 

4.2 Impacts to Ecological Values  

Construction of the Project will result in direct and indirect impacts to ecological values identified 

within the Study Area and Development Footprint (Section 3.0), including: 

• Loss of native vegetation (clearing and trimming), including Of Concern vegetation 
communities.  

• Loss of habitat, including habitat for threatened flora and fauna species, and migratory species.  

• Habitat disturbance and degradation, including habitat for threatened flora and fauna species, 
and migratory species. The introduction and spread of weed and pest species, edge effects, fire 
and contaminant release are all aspects that contribute to the reduction in habitat quality.   

• Direct injury and mortality of fauna (including vehicle strike). 

• Fragmentation of habitat and wildlife corridors. 

Further detail of these impacts is provided below in Section 4.2.1 to Section 4.2.5.3.   

4.2.1 Clearing of Native Vegetation and Trimming  

As per the vegetation communities mapping, the Project will result in the removal of up to 600.1 

ha of vegetation within the Development Footprint. The RE’s that are likely to be impacted are 

outlined in Table 4.1. Clearing totals include permanently cleared areas and areas requiring select 

trimming of tall trees.  
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isolated patches of vegetation have been created by the Development Footprint associated with 

Project infrastructure elements. Species with low dispersal ability, such as greater glider (southern 

and central), present within these isolated patches may become cut-off or partially cut-off from the 

local or regional population. Individuals persisting within isolated habitat patches may undergo a 

slow population decline due limited available of essential microhabitat resources, deleterious 

impacts from stochastic events (e.g. fire/disease) as well as an absence of genetic diversity, usually 

afforded by accessible neighbouring populations. 

Threatened species known or considered likely to occur in the Study Area that are considered most 

susceptible to fragmentation impacts as a result of the construction of the Project include the 

Sharman’s rock wallaby and greater glider (northern).    
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4.2.5 Habitat Disturbance and Degradation  

In addition to direct habitat removal, the construction of the Project has the potential to disturb 

and degrade habitat for flora and fauna species. Key drivers of such disturbance include:  

• Edge effects 

• Weed and pest incursion  

• Dust emissions  

• Noise 

• Light emissions  

• Erosion and sedimentation  

• Contamination from spills and leaks  

• Increased risk of fire incursion. 

Section 4.2.5.1 to Section 4.2.5.4 includes key activities that contribute to habitat degradation.   

4.2.5.1 Edge Effects 

Edges and their effects can be created through clearing of vegetation, such as new edges created 

by roads. The distance the effect spreads from the edge, known as edge permeability, can be highly 

variable and depends upon many factors such as vulnerability of the ecosystems, degree of change 

in land use, intensity of this use and chance events (Murcia, 1995). Edge effects can lead to habitat 

degradation as the vegetation communities located on the boundary of a vegetated patch are 

more susceptible to light, wind, temperature changes and weed incursion.  

The main environmental impacts to new edges created by the Project are considered to include: 

• Modification of microclimate where new edges are created due to greater penetration of light 
and wind into the vegetation. Temperature extremes are greater, and humidity of air is 
generally less at the edge than in the interior of vegetation.  

• Physical disturbance to vegetation at the edge. Ongoing damage to the edge of vegetation may 
occur due to grading and weed control of road edges and vehicle use. Similarly, unsealed tracks 
can facilitate an increase incident of fire ignitions. 

• Changes to soil properties including compaction of the soil, less organic matter and more 
erodible. 

• Introduction of weeds and pathogens through mud and dirt which falls off vehicles. 

• Changes to vegetation through the above listed impacts. 

Threatened flora species that are at risk of being impacted by edge effects include Drosera adelae, 

Glossocardia orthochaeta, Phaius pictus and Rhomboda polygonoides. The habitat these species 

are known to occur and include vegetation communities with dense community structures like 

rainforests which are particularly sensitive to edge effects. 
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4.2.5.2 Invasion and Spread of Weeds and Pest Species  

Vegetation clearing and other construction activities such as vehicle and machinery movement, 

ground disturbance activities and the introduction of soil and materials to site have the potential 

to introduce and / or disperse weeds and pests as per the following: 

• Increased infestations of existing weed species in the Study Area. 

• Introduction of new weed species in the Study Area. 

• Providing vectors for the introduction and dispersal of pest fauna into the Study Area.  

Weed incursion has the potential to impact the Study Area through the degradation and 

availability of flora and fauna habitat through detrimental changes in vegetation community 

structure and composition. The changes in vegetation structure and composition can also result in 

increased fuel loads and more frequent and intense fires. Changes in vegetation structure and 

condition can also result in increased risk of erosion, further degrading and reducing the 

availability of habitat.  

Pest fauna are already present within the Study Area, however vegetation clearing facilitate new 

movement pathways for pest fauna into the Study Area. Pest fauna can degrade habitat through 

spreading weed vegetation and grazing on native vegetation. Pest fauna may also directly destroy 

habitat through, for example, trampling and digging (e.g., pigs). Predation by feral predators 

including cats and wild dogs have the potential to impact fauna through negative pressure on 

species populations. Feral cat and wild dog were observed on numerous occasions throughout the 

Development Footprint. Attack from domestic or wild dog is cited as a key threatening process to 

koala and is likely a common predator of Sharman’s rock wallaby and other native fauna species. 

Predation by feral cat is also cited as a threatening process to Sharman’s rock wallaby. 

4.2.5.3 Dust 

Dust emissions may be generated by construction activities including:  

• Vegetation and soil clearing. 

• Construction of hardstand areas, including moving and shaping material. 

• Wheel-generated dust from unsealed access roads.  

Excessive deposition of dust on leaves of plants can suppress growth and photosynthesis and result 

in reduced habitat quality for fauna, especially during periods of little to no rainfall. High levels of 

airborne dust particles can irritate the respiratory systems of fauna and potentially result in 

ingestion of dust-coated seeds and other foods. Excessive deposition of dust on open water bodies 

may also degrade water quality, and overall habitat quality for fauna.  

4.2.5.4 Noise  

Noise levels greater than existing ambient noise levels are expected in the short-term during 

construction within the Development Footprint.  Sources are likely to consist of noise in short, 
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intense pulses from mobile plant equipment, and more prolonged noise, with consistent vibration, 

pitch and volume from generators and pumps, in addition to noise from vehicles.  

Construction noise impacts will be temporary, lasting for up to 36 months from the first 

mobilisation to site through to testing and commissioning phase.  

4.2.5.5 Light 

Impacts from increased light levels include disorientation from or attraction toward artificial 

sources of light; mortality from collisions with structures; and effects on light-sensitive cycles of 

species (e.g., breeding and migration for fauna and flowering in plants). An increase in artificial 

lighting can also increase the abundance and efficiency of predators. This could result in fauna 

avoiding some areas due to an increased perceived risk of predation and or become more 

vulnerable to being predated.  

During construction of the wind farm, site lighting will be kept to the minimum required for safety 

(including security). Night works will be specific to time-critical construction activities; however 

these are expected to be infrequent and transient in nature at any particular location. Activity and 

lighting during night works poses a risk to all nocturnal species, including koala, greater glider 

(central and southern), masked owl (northern), and the threatened bats. It is also significant risk to 

the Sharman’s rock wallaby, as they are predominately active at night. The foraging behaviour of 

this species is directly linked to the perceived predation pressure, as Petrogale are more vigilant on 

bright moonlit nights (when visibility is higher) and are less likely to emerge from shelter to feed 

(Carter and Goldizen 2003 in Hayes, (2019)).  

4.2.5.6 Soil Erosion and Sedimentation  

Impacts associated with erosion and sedimentation include compaction of soil, loss of soil 

structure, nutrient degradation and increased soil salinity all of which can lead to reductions in the 

carrying capacity of the terrestrial environment by reducing the value of habitat.   

Erosion can lead to increased sedimentation in waterways which can be damaging to their 

ecological health. Removal of vegetation and disturbance to the soil profile through clearing and 

construction activities can lead to soil erosion, which in turn can lead to increased input of 

sediment into waterways.  

Mobilised coarse sandy-sediment tends to accumulate in areas of slow-flow and may smother 

bottom-dwelling organisms and their habitats. Deep permanent river pools, that are vulnerable 

habitats for aquatic fauna and refuges for wildlife during summer and drought, may become filled 

by coarse sediments, which may render them ineffective in relation to their ability to support 

aquatic and terrestrial species.  

Large sediment accumulations can cause upstream flooding or deflect the flow into the adjacent 

stream bank or even onto adjacent land, causing further erosion and transported sediments can fill 

the deep permanent pools of river and degrade this critical refuge habitat.   
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Increased erosion and sedimentation in first order streams are a known key threat to the 

magnificent brood frog.  

4.2.5.7 Contaminants 

Inappropriate disposal of liquid and solid wastes, including spills and leaks from transfers (fuel, 

chemicals) and inadequate storage could result in point-source contamination of surrounding land, 

including habitats of threatened and migratory species. Direct adverse impacts include toxic 

impacts on vegetation (resulting in degradation or loss), direct toxic impacts on fauna (from 

contact, inhalation or ingestion) or indirect impacts on threatened species from habitat loss. Direct 

adverse impacts on surface and groundwater quality are also possible.   

4.2.5.8 Fire  

Construction activities have the potential to increase the risk of fire which can result in loss of flora 

and fauna species and vegetation communities. It can also degrade habitat for flora and fauna 

species. Aspects of the Project that could lead to increased fire incursion include:  

• Introduction of ignition sources including vehicles and machinery and equipment such as 
generators. 

• Welding, grinding and other hot works. 

• Introduction or spread of weed species which can increase fuel load. 

• Mulch stockpiles that are stacked higher than the recommended limits leading to spontaneous 
combustion or other ignition sources.  

4.2.6 Injury and Mortality of Fauna 

Physical injury or fatalities to fauna species have the potential to occur during construction 

activities that involve vegetation clearing, earthworks and trenching. Fauna may be injured or 

killed during construction principally through:  

• Strike from moving vehicles/machinery – a key issue primarily for ground dwelling species, 
particularly those with poor mobility.  

• Entrapment in habitat features during vegetation removal – particularly during tree felling for 
species that use tree hollows or hollow logs for roosting and denning.  

• Entrapment in trenches/excavations – a key issue for ground dwelling species (reptiles and 
small mammals), particularly those that are active at night and cannot detect trenches to 
avoid.  

The species which are most at risk of injuries and mortality are those that are cryptic, difficult to 

detect (i.e. harder to locate by fauna spotter-catchers) and/or have poorly developed dispersal 

mechanisms (i.e. glider species; small reptiles). Additionally, species that nest or roost in trees or 

tree hollows during the day (including gliders and owls), may find it difficult to move away from 

roosts or active breeding places during construction activities.  This similarly applies to the 

Sharman’s rock wallaby, who may hide deeper within their shelter site when scared or threatened. 
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Vehicle collision may result in fauna injury or mortality during the construction of the Project. The 

construction of the Project infrastructure, as well as the general use of access tracks and roads 

across the Development Footprint will result in increased vehicle movements that may cause injury 

or death to fauna by vehicle strike. Mammals, reptiles, amphibians and birds are all at risk of 

vehicle strike, particularly those species that may utilise roads for thermoregulation, movement 

pathways or as foraging habitat.  

In addition, entrapment of wildlife in trenches or other excavations associated with the Project 

may also cause physical trauma to fauna. For example, open trenches for underground utilities are 

known trap a wide variety of wildlife and can often result in fauna mortality. Species most likely to 

become trapped in pits or other excavations during construction of the Project are ground dwelling 

species that are capable of moving across modified areas and arboreal species which descend to 

the ground to disperse.   

4.2.7 Invasion and Spread of Pathogens and Disease  

There is a potential to increase the spread of pathogens that threaten native biodiversity values. 

Pathogens specific to the Project include: 

• Soil-borne pathogen Phytophthora cinnamomi (Phytophthora). Phytophthora is a soil-borne 
plant pathogen that attacks the roots of susceptible plants. It destroys the root system and 
reduces the ability of the plant to absorb water and nutrients. This causes symptoms referred 
to as ‘dieback’ which can lead to plant death. Any activity that moves soil, water or plant 
material can spread Phytophthora.  

• Austropuccinia psidii which causes the disease Myrtle rust. Myrtle rust is caused by an exotic 
fungus, which affects trees and shrubs in the Myrtaceae plant family. Myrtaceae is the largest 
plant family in Australia and includes native plants such as tea tree (Melaleuca spp.) and 
eucalypts (Eucalyptus spp., Angophora spp., and Corymbia spp.). Myrtle rust attacks young, 
soft, actively growing leaves, shoot tips and young stems, as well as fruits and flower parts. This 
pathogen is spread through its spores, and can be spread on clothes, hair and skin, infected 
plants, equipment, insects and animals, and via wind dispersal.  

• Batrachochytrium dendrobatidis (Chytrid fungus). Chytridiomycosis is an infectious disease that 
affects amphibians worldwide. It is caused by the chytrid fungus (Batrachochytrium 
dendrobatidis), a fungus capable of causing sporadic deaths in some amphibian populations 
and 100 per cent mortality in others. Individual frogs are thought to contract the disease when 
their skin comes into contact with water containing spores from infected animals. This 
pathogen is a significant threat to the magnificent brood frog population within the Study Area. 
Clinical signs of chytridiomycosis in juvenile and adult frogs may include erythema of ventral 
surfaces, abnormal posture such as splayed limbs, depression, slow righting reflex, abnormal 
skin shedding and ulceration and tetanic spasms upon handling.  

• Psittacine circoviral (beak and feather) disease (PCD). This disease has been recorded in over 38 
species of captive and wild psittacine birds (parrots and their allies) in Australia. Due to the 
nature of the virus all Australian psittacine species are susceptible to infection. It is often fatal 
to birds that contract it, and most species do not respond to treatment. The distribution of the 
disease and the factors involved in its spread are not well understood. The virus multiplies in 
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the liver and can be transmitted orally or in faeces or feathers. It is one of the smallest and 
most resistant disease-causing viruses and probably remains alive for many years in tree 
hollows and other nest sites.  

All of these pathogens are present within north Queensland, including within the Wet Tropics 

World Heritage Area, and are listed as a key threatening process under the EPBC Act.  
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5.0 Management and Mitigation Measures  

5.1 Pre-clearing Process 

5.1.1 Flora 

Pre-clearing surveys will target potentially occurring threatened flora and weed species. The field 

survey will include: 

• Threatened species searches, to inform the micro siting process and to identify potential 
indirect impacts on threatened flora. It should be noted that pre-clearing surveys will also 
occur within areas 5 m either side of the Development Footprint.  

• Weed surveys to record the presence and abundance weed species. Areas containing 
infestations will be treated prior to the commencement of site disturbance and any 
construction activities. 

• Protected plant survey in accordance with the Flora Survey Guidelines – Protected Plants 
(Department of Environment and Science, 2020). Three high-risk areas as identified on the 
Protected Plants Flora Survey Trigger Map intersect the Development Footprint (Department of 
the Environment, Tourism, Science and Innovation, 2023). 

Given the diversity of flowering times, it is difficult to conduct a single survey for all species. It is 

therefore proposed to carry out pre-clearing surveys within the flowering period of most of the 

species with a known or potential likelihood of occurrence (i.e. summer) and characterise the area 

to be cleared in terms of risk for the other species (i.e. occurrence of good quality habitat). Any 

areas with a high risk of occurrence of a threatened species will be mapped and checked by a 

qualified botanist during its flowering period, if this is possible, before clearing. Otherwise, it is 

proposed to have a suitably qualified ecologist present when areas identified as high risk during 

the pre-clearing surveys are cleared. The definition of a suitably qualified ecologist is in accordance 

with the Flora Survey Guidelines – Protected Plants (Department of Environment and Science, 

2020). 

Where threatened species have been identified then the following information will be recorded:  

• GPS location 

• Collector, date and time 

• Species (scientific and common name) 

• Number or density of individuals 

• Habitat 

• Vegetation communities known to occur in 

• General notes on the feature identified 

• Collect a reference specimen. 
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If threatened flora species are located within the Development Footprint, the plants or population 

area including a 5 m buffer must be demarcated, and the Unexpected Finds Procedure followed 

(Refer Section 5.2.2). No direct or indirect impacts to a newly confirmed population will be 

permitted without prior consultation with DCCEEW and/or DETSI.  

5.1.2 Fauna 

A suitably qualified and experienced person will undertake a pre-clearing survey no more than 30 

days prior to clearing works occurring within the site. This will aim to identify fauna breeding 

places, fauna habitat, and fauna species, and appropriate action determined if found. 

The person will locate, record and mark habitat features that are not to be removed, and that are 

to be relocated, in a manner which clearly identifies and demarcates the habitat features such as 

flagging with tape. Habitat features include: 

• Hollow bearing limbs 

• Hollow bearing trees 

• Mistletoe bearing trees 

• Complex rock fissures 

• Boulder piles 

• Ground timber. 

Other features which will be recorded, marked and/or mapped during the pre-clearing survey 

include: 

• Areas of important habitat for threatened and migratory species, to be used in the micro-siting 
process. 

• Flying-fox roosts in accordance with the Interim policy for determining when a flying-fox 
congregation is regarded as a flying-fox roost under section 88C of the Nature Conservation Act 
1992 (Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service, 2021). 

• Active breeding places, in accordance with the appropriate Species Management Program (low 
and/or high risk). 

• Watercourses and wetlands to be protected with erosion and sediment control methods. 

• Suitable areas for stockpiling and laydown. 

• Suitable locations for nest boxes and glider poles. 

5.2 Vegetation Clearing Process 

Vegetation clearing will be undertaken within the Development Footprint with all vegetation 

within this area to be removed. 

While some logs and other habitat features may be identified during pre-clearance surveys and 

retained for use in retained vegetation or rehabilitation of temporary disturbance areas, most 
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cleared vegetation will be mulched. Mulching reduces volumes for management and facilitates re-

use for site stabilisation and rehabilitation activities. Where practicable, processed vegetative 

materials may be retained in place and spread over the existing ground surface. If retained, 

materials will spread evenly with a maximum thickness of 0.5 m. In areas adjacent to retained 

vegetation, the use of clean water diversion drains and geofabric, or similar, may be required to 

mitigate associated sedimentation impacts. 

Removal of trees is expected to generate a substantial volume of vegetative material. Approximate 

quantities that may be generated and stockpiled for subsequent utilisation in rehabilitation areas 

(or retained vegetation) will be determined during the detailed design process. Remaining 

materials will either be retained in-situ or require disposal. 

There will be no on-site burning of cleared vegetation due to the proximity of surrounding 

bushland and heightened risk of bushfire. Excess materials will be disposed off-site in accordance 

with QLD legislative requirements. 

5.2.1 Clearing Supervision 

As per the requirement of Condition 5 (b) of the Project’s Development Approval (SARA reference 

2211-32271 SDA), a qualified fauna spotter/wildlife officer will be present during clearing 

operations. This person(s) will be responsible for inspecting habitat features and/or vegetation 

immediately prior to the commencement of clearing and responsible for recovery of fauna and/or 

habitat features during the clearing process.   

All operators undertaking the clearing are to operate under the instructions of the qualified fauna 

spotter/wildlife officer to ensure safe operations and effective management of flora and fauna 

values. 

5.2.2 Unexpected Finds Procedure   

There are currently no threatened flora species that are known to occur within the Development 

Footprint. If threatened flora species are identified during the pre-clearing survey or during 

construction, the following steps will be carried out: 

1. Stop work immediately in the location of the unexpected find to avoid any potential impacts. 

2. Demarcate the area of the unexpected find with a minimum 5 m ‘no-go’ zone. 

3. Notify the Environment Manager and log an incident under the appropriate classification.   

4. Environment Manager is to arrange for an ecologist to conduct an assessment of the 

significance of the likely impact, develop management options, and notify DETSI and/or 

DCCEEW as appropriate. 

5. If a significant impact is likely to occur: 

o Consult with DETSI and/or DCCEEW 
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o Obtain approvals, licences or permits as required. 

6. Re-begin work once advice is sought and necessary approvals, licences and permits are in 

place, authorised by the Environment Manager. 

7. Include the threatened species in subsequent inductions, toolbox talks and update this VFMP. 

5.3 Management Measures  

The mitigation and management measures proposed in Table 5.1 are relevant to all species and 

vegetation communities identified within the Study Area and have been developed to reduce and 

manage Project-related impacts to biodiversity values. The Environment Manager will be 

responsible for the implementation of the mitigation and management measures proposed in 

Table 5.1. Refer to Section 6.1 for further details pertaining to the roles and responsibilities related 

to this VFMP.  

Mitigation and management measures have been developed with the aim to achieve the following 

management objectives: 

• No exceedance of approved disturbance limits. 

• No native fauna mortality. 

• No loss of known populations of threatened flora and fauna species. 

• Identification of all threatened flora species within the Development Footprint during pre-
clearing surveys. 

• Clear communication and delineation of ‘no-go’ areas where impacts will be avoided during 
construction. 

• No introduction or spread of invasive weed species or pest fauna species within areas 
reasonably attributable to Project disturbance and in areas of the Study Area under the control 
of the proponent. 

• Successful management of invasive weeds within the Development Footprint. 

• Progressive stabilisation of disturbed areas and rehabilitation of the Development Footprint 
following construction, where not required for ongoing operations. 

• Implementation of erosion and sediment control and dust suppression measures. 

• No incidence of fire as a result of hot works or unmitigated risks associated with Project 
activities. 

• No release of contaminants into the environment, including spills, leaks or inappropriate 
storage. 

• Minimal impacts to native flora and fauna from construction light and noise.  
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• Specific responsibilities for the protection of fauna. 

The Construction Manager will maintain a register signed by those inducted. The register will 

contain the name of inductees, dates inducted and the name of the facilitator.  

6.3 Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 

The mitigation and management measures identified in Section 5.0 will be monitored throughout 

the life of the Project to ensure their ongoing effectiveness. Regularly monitoring of the 

effectiveness of the mitigation measures over time allows the VFMP to be adapted if performance 

criteria are not met. 

The following sections detail the monitoring activities and reporting requirements for the Project’s 

preconstruction and construction phase. 

6.3.1 Pre-clearing Survey Report 

The suitably qualified fauna spotter-catcher will prepare a Pre-clearing Survey Report after 

undertaking the pre-clearing survey. 

The report will include: 

• Description of the pre-clearing survey methodology. 

• The location and extent of threatened flora and fauna individuals and/or habitat. 

• The location/area of trees identified for lopping / pruning. 

• The location and type of habitat features to be removed. 

• A summary of any habitat features to be relocated prior to the commencement of clearing, 
including the preferred location for the habitat features. 

• A summary of any habitat features to be relocated after clearing, including the preferred 
location for the habitat features. 

• The location of designated stockpile areas for soil and vegetation management. 

• Identification of areas of high weed infestation and measures to be employed to manage. 

• Identification of any pest animal species and measures to be employed to manage. 

• Identification of active breeding places present (if any). 

• The proposed locations for glider poles and nest boxes.  

6.3.2 Post-clearing Survey Report 

Following the completion of site clearing works, the fauna spotter-catcher will provide the 

Proponent with a report specifying (as a minimum): 

• The location and number of threatened flora species retained and removed (if any are found 
during the pre-clearing survey or during construction). 

• The location and density count of hollow bearing limbs and trees removed. 



 

Vegetation and Fauna Management Plan  Compliance Management 
23922_R01_Gawara_Baya_Wind_Farm_VFMP_V4_FINAL 105 

• The location and area of all rock piles/boulders removed. 

• A register of the hollows and habitat features relocated as part of the clearing works, including 
the location, condition, and presence / absence of fauna within the hollow or feature. 

• A register of all fauna species observed, injured and/or relocated by the spotter-catcher during 
site preparation works. 

• Any dead animals located. 

• A register of all active breeding places that were observed, removed and/or retained.  

• The location and total number of nest boxes and glider poles to be installed.  

6.3.3 Construction Audits 

Construction audit inspections will be conducted on a quarterly basis (every three months) during 

the construction of the Project by the Project’s Environment Manager (or appropriate delegate). 

The audit will incorporate the key performance indicators identified within this VFMP. 

Site inspections must be completed to monitor the environmental controls mentioned in this 

VFMP, and to ensure any corrective actions are being appropriately implemented if there are any 

unintended environmental impacts from the construction works. 

The records of inspections are to be maintained on Project files and copies provided to the 

Proponent’s Project Representative. 

6.3.4 Amendment Triggers and Corrective Actions 

This VFMP is a dynamic document that requires review and amendment throughout the life of the 

Project to ensure the measures within this document remain effective. It is recommended that this 

document be updated: 

• Where there is a significant change to the Project schedule, site layout, or a change in the 
construction methods that require amendment to vegetation and fauna protection measures. 

• Where a corrective action is recorded, or performance criteria are not being met and 
additional measures are identified for inclusion to prevent reoccurrence. 

• Where a change in legislation or best practice methodology has been identified. 

To ensure compliance with this VFMP a schedule of obligations will be developed to outline all 

obligations and track how these obligations are being met. 

All incidents and non-conformances with this VFMP will be reviewed by the Project’s Environment 

Manager. Where appropriate, management and control actions will be identified and implemented 

to prevent future occurrence of the incident/non-conformance. 
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