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| OVERVIEW |

This document is an analysis of public submisstortheKalbarri National Park draft management plan 2014
(draft plan) (Department of Parks and Wildlife 2D1# presents key issues and themes that arosetfre
submissions and explains how these issues haveddeeessed in the final plan.

The plan was released for public comment by thes€amtion Commission of Western Australia on 15ilApr
2014 and open for comment for a period of nine wagésing on 20 June 2014. It was available in ¢ty
and as a pdf on the internet. In addition to tlapan Invitation to Comment form was also avadabl
facilitate effective submissions to the plan.

It was anticipated there would be significant comitwinterest in the release of tkalbarri National Park
draft management plan 2014. A communication strategy was developed to oatliow stakeholders and
members of the public were made aware of the relebthe plan in an effective and efficient mann€he
strategy included:

e anotice of the plan’s release published inGogernment Gazette on 15 April 2014*

e newspaper advertisements placed in the West Aisstrabwspaper on 16 April and 21 May and in the
Midwest Times on 24 April and 15 May 2014*

* anotice on the Parks and Wildlife webpage withrastation to Comment form.

« the draft plan anthvitation to Comment form being sent to 109 stakeholders, includingeSaad Federal
government departments, local government authsyitiaditional owners, non-government organisafions
community groups, local businesses and individuhisters notifying people that the draft plan Hen
released for public comment, details about whebtain a copy and how to make a submission ware se
to a further 153 stakeholders

e anopen day at the Kalbarri Visitor Centre wheeephblic could collect copies of the plan and sigsion
forms and discuss the plan further with Parks ariid|if¢ staff

e apresentation to the Nanda Native Title Working@r

» copies of the plan being available for viewing atk® and Wildlife libraries and offices in Pertrgr@ldton
and Kalbarri as well as at local government ligsiin Geraldton, Northampton and Kalbarri

* posters advertising the release of the draft pndgdisplayed on community noticeboards in Kalbatr
display locations and at receptions at Parks arldIiféi offices in Kensington, Geraldton and at thark
Headquarters in Kalbarri.

* requirement under th€onservation and Land Management Act 1984 (CALM Act).

In addition, a number of media outlets ran stofddlswing the release of the draft plan. ThesdudedThe
West Australian newspaper, GWN News, ABC Radio (Midwest and Whalgtblorthwest and Radio National)
andThe Midwest Times newspaper.

All submissions were collated into a table for gai. The comments made in each submission weleeo|
according to the major headings of the draft pleytaddressed. Comments were summarised based orath
point of the comment.

| METHODOLOGY |

The draft plan was reviewed in the light of subrioiss received, according to the criteria outlinetbly.

1. The draft management plaras amended if a submission:
a) provided additional information of direct relevartoemanagement
b) provided additional information on affected usesugs of direct relevance to management
¢) indicated a change in (or clarified) governmentdigion, management commitment or management
policy
d) proposed strategies that would better achieve neanagt objectives
e) indicated omissions, inaccuracies or a lack ofitglar

2. The draft management plams not amended if a submission:
a) clearly supported proposals in the plan
b) made general statements and sought no change



¢) made statements already in the plan or that wearsidgered during the plan preparation

d) addressed issues beyond the scope of the plan

e) was one amongst several widely divergent viewpaietsived on the topic but the text/strategieshien t
plan were still considered the preferred option

f) contributed options that were not feasible (gemgrhle to conflict with existing legislation,
government policy, lack of resource capacity oklatresearch knowledge to make decisions)

g) was based on unclear/factually incorrect infornmmatio

h) provided details that are not appropriate or neggdsr inclusion in a document aimed at providing
management direction over the long term.

Comments made in submissions were assessed ewotiréhe cogency of points raised. No subjectiveyhng
was given to any submission for reasons of itsimiag any other factor that would give cause tovate the
importance of any submission above another.

| ABOUT THE SUBMITTERS |

Thirty-one submissions were received on the diaft.grigures 1 and 2 show the breakdown of subrsitte
according to category and location.
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Figure 2: Location of submitter



Thelnvitation to Comment form was sent to stakeholders who were sent a abthe draft plan and was
available with the draft plan on the Parks and Wddvebsite. Ten submissions were received orlrikigation
to Comment form. As well as asking submitters about eaath giethe draft plan, thénvitation to Comment
form also asked submitters about accessing the faght submitters answered these questions ambatated
it was easy to obtain a copy of the plan. Of thém& found out about the plan via mail, two frevard of
mouth, one from a newspaper and one from the RextkdVildlife website. All eight also commenteavias
either very easy or easy understand the draft plan.

I KEY ISSUES AND THEMES

The 31 submissions received on the draft plan lagetsto 332 comments, addressing all aspectsegbldn.
Figure 3 shows the breakdown of comments accotdintpapter in the draft plan.
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Figure 3: Comments by chapter

Just over 21% per cent of comments resulted ireagto the final plan (Figure 4). Over 17% of ooents
were supportive of the plan and a further 15.4%oaovhments were general and did not seek a charthe man.
The key issues and themes raised by submitteisugiieed below, as well as how these comments were
considered when amending the plan.
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comments
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® General comments
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B No change to the plan

17.2

15.5

Figure 4: Types of comments and changes to the
plan



Management contexi

Management arrangements with Aboriginal people

One of the outcomes for this section of the drafhagement plan was to determine the level of isténe
pursuing joint management arrangements and andndigs Land Use Agreement (ILUA) with the Nandaveati
title claimants. There is a strong desire by Natoddevelop a joint management agreement and wsraised

a number of times in their submission. Consegyeatmanagement action about seeking further resswand
support to develop joint management with Nanda adzked.

Consideration of adjacent lands

There were a large number of comments about tleeadf lands considered for reservation (the sehayiobst

for any section of the plan). Just over three-tpuarof these did not support the addition of theshe

conservation reserve system. However, Parks afdlii&/ithinks there is a very strong rationale émnsidering

these areas for reservation and the final plahpstboses that these areas are added to the vatisarreserve

system because they;

< have a range of natural, cultural and recreativakles requiring protection

« have the potential for the development of new ancldonplementary recreation sites and experiences to
those on offer in the park

e provide a more practical reserve management boyndar

e support vegetation associations and floristic comities or landscape types that are not or not well
represented in the conservation reserve system

* have been proposed for reservation for a long {immevere recommended @onservation reserves for
Western Australia: As recommended by the Environmental Protection Authority 1976: systems 1, 2, 3,5
(EPA 1976) and th&albarri plan (Department of Planning and Urban Development })992

< improve ecological linkages to conservation reseougtside the planning area, providing larger avats
improved potential for conservation

« have been identified to compensate or offset prevaxcisions from the park

« provide refuges for species impacted by climatengeawhich will improve the resilience of affected
species

* improve the representation and protection of imgrurgeodiversity in the area.

A number of submissions proposed the addition efafea of UCL located between Kalbarri and the poig
a 15km section of river corridor, known locallyRaradise Flat. This area has only limited biodiigvalues
and is very degraded. As a result, this area wamnoluded in the management plan to be considiered
reservation.

Given the large response to f@ensideration of adjacent lands section, detail was added to the plan to clarify
the process that would be followed to progressatipesposals, including negotiations with nativie tgarties
and other stakeholders.

Managing cultural heritage
Several comments were received providing additioxfarmation about Nanda cultural heritage and the
significance of the park for Nanda. This informatiwas added to the plan.

Managing visitor use
This chapter received the most comments of anytehapthe plan.

Visitor safety

A number of comments were received about improwadpile phone communication and how this would
improve response times during emergencies in the p&a management action about improving commuioceat
in the park was outlined in the draft plan and walnain in the final. In addition one submitteggested that
improved mobile communication would allow the itistiion of defibrillators in the park. The planwo
proposes investigating options for improving emagyeequipment.

Several submitters provided information about ria&sociated with rock fishing and rock climbing @hare
popular activities in the park. These details vaztded to the plan.

Information, interpretation and education

Several comments were made about the strong ddditanda to establish a cultural and interpretieetce in
the park. Detail was added to the plan outlinima Parks and Wildlife will consider any such prsals from
Nanda about developing a cultural centre in thé&.par



Access
Nearly half of the comments relating to acceshiénpark supported the proposal to seal the remaofdbe
Loop/Z Bend Road.

Some submitters disagreed with Parks and Wildlifgsition in the plan not to support a coastal roaiiveen
Kalbarri and Steep Point. Since the release ofithéf management plan, The Mid West Development
Commission released théid West tourism devel opment strategy (Evolve Solutions 2014), which proposes a
four-wheel drive trail along the Zuytdorp Coastvee¢n Kalbarri and Shark Bayl he plan outlines Parks and
Wildlife’s opposition to the development of a twdwel road along this section of coast and the resfay this.
However, on the basis of these submissions anilith&Vest Development Commission’s proposal, thepla
now states that Parks and Wildlife will considex ttevelopment of a four-wheel drive trail subject t
considerably more planning and feasibility assessme

Visitor activities
Of the whole plan, this section received the mostments.

The draft management plan proposes providing aerafhgew facilities at Inyaka Wookai Watju (Westdp).
Since the release of the draft plan, Parks andIif¢ildas progressed the development of a “skywkdkkout at
this site. Following consultation with the Mid W& velopment Commission and Tourism Western Aliatra
this was also proposed in thid West tourism devel opment strategy and was raised in one of the submissions.
Consequently, the management action “develop deaerted lookout offering expansive views of the
Murchison Gorge” was added to the plan to incorfgotlais proposal.

A large number of submissions expressed a strosiged®r a more definite management action abait th
development of camping areas in the park. Asuatid2arks and Wildlife will now investigate theafability of
providing a vehicle-based camping area in the patk on the basis of this investigation, develepraping
area as resources allow. Areas will be desigrfatecimping within the park, initially for group iwging and
later for all visitors. The plan was changed tibet this.

Managing the natural environment
Most comments on this chapter related to omissioagcuracies or lack of clarity and the plan waxslified
accordingly.

The most comments related to tiéroduced and other problem animals section. There was some concern
about the expense of aerial shooting. Parks andlif®¥ihas analysed the cost-benefit of aerial simgoand
believes this is the most cost-effective methodtiercontrol of feral goats and pigs in the paikiditional
information explaining this rationale was addedhi® plan.

One submitter suggested that ground shooting ket tassupplement aerial shoot programs and thisaddsd
to the background text.

There was a comment suggesting that Parks andif#ildbrks more closely with shooting groups and
stakeholders in animal control programs. Anothdmsitter suggested that the department work witharegs to
control feral bees. A management action about imgriwith community groups and other relevant stakddrs
to control introduced and problem animals was added management action.

Several submissions on this issue felt that thé glan did not give enough emphasis to the corafgigs in
the park. As a result, pigs were added to the gement action, “Continue to control goats, seekimgport
and assistance from Murchison House Station”. Abégs were added to the two existing key perforcean
indicators and a new key performance indicator added, “Pig damage in populations of threatene@a’flo
with the target being, “The presence of pig dantagerded in populations of threatened and pridiitsa
decreases”

A number of submitters thought there was not adeguéormation about Nanda burning. Additional
information from the submissions and additionaérefces were included in the background text.

Managing resource use
Information clarifying legislation associated wittineral and petroleum operations was added tolt#regs a
result of one submission.

Since the release of the draft management plaksRad Wildlife has done further work on Policy Md.
Beekeeping on public land and the associated guidelines. The plan nowsdédethe assessment criteria in the
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policy which assesses applications for apiary sitggEnst criteria such as proximity to threatedechfand
ecological communities, weeds, disease risk anedisecreation sites.
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