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Bushfire Risk : . i ,
40ha Wireless Hill (Yagan Mia) contains _' " . W

¥

significant areas of bushland.

Land in proximity to the bush is mapped as
Bush Fire Prone.

Wireless Hill
The CoM Site 4 contains some native and non- - (Yagan Mia)
native vegetation. Site 4 in isolation would not
present a bushfire risk due to its small size,
however, due to its unmanaged nature and
proximity to the bushland in Yagan Mia it is
extending the bushfire risk.

Bushfire Prone Areas require a Bush Fire
Attack level assessment for development and
subdivision. In this location, this requirement : ] ; : e, Y “
applies to: o T I e | l £ b9 : /33
. . . 3 3 HV‘."-(‘ ‘l(
- City of Melville landholdings, ‘59 :
- Private Residential properties, and :
- One Scentre Group residential
development site known as Northern
Landmark (NLM) located on west side of

proposed High Street.

Note: BAL does not impact on the
proposed Westfield Booragoon retail
development located on east side of High
Street.
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583026358 -32.03362859 D | =, W3 = ¢
5.83026358 3203362859 Degrees - pl . /



Bushfire Attack Level Assessment
— Pre-Development / No Management

Fgure 3.2

BAL Assessment — No Management Scenario BAL Goniiou Mag

Site 4, Site 5, LCC and NLM Indicated as BAL FZ
and BAL 40.

Lot 500 on Plon 411271, Area :14.9255 ha
Davey Street

BOORAGOON

CITY OF MELVILLE

BAL FZ - Extreme Risk (no construction)

BAL 40 - Very High Risk (no construction)

BAL 29 - High Risk (high bushfire resistant
construction)

BAL 19 - Moderate Risk (moderate bushfire
resistant construction)

Subject Sites
E Subject Lot
Oiher Lots
[  Hydeant
100m Vegelation Azzesiment Area
100m from Subject Site
indicafive Bushfire Allack Level:

- BALFZ
BAL 12.5- Low Risk (low bushfire resistant - e o
construction) . e

BAL12.8
BAL LOW
""" Clossified Vegetafion Boundary

BAL LOW - Very Low Risk (Nil requirements)

BAL 29 to 12.5 results in increased construction
costs.

Bushfire Resistant Construction requirements on items

such as (examples):

« External moldings

* Vents weepholes and gaps

» Bush fire shutters

» Subfloor supports & Floors

» External walls

» External glazed elements and assemblies and external
doors

* Roofs, including verandah and attached carport roofs,
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penetrations, roof lights, eaves, fascia’s, gables, .:_Mi" W-;,'___
gutters and downpipes ! w;m:w i
* Roof mounted evaporative coolers %ﬁ image Date < Feb 2023
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« Water and gas supply pipes
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BAL Assessment — Management of whole of
Site 4 to Low Threat

Wireless Hill remains as bushfire risk.

BAL Ratings reduce for balance of sites to:

LCC: BAL 29, 19 and 12.5
Site 4: BAL 29, 19 and 12.5
Site 5: BAL 12.5 and LOW
NLM: BAL 12.5 and LOW

Bushfire Resistant Construction required for all the
above sites, however, at lower rates.

Plan depicts the management of whole Site 4,
however, only first 21m required for development
of Northern Landmark (NLM)

Bushfire Attack Level Assessment
— Post Development / Management of Whole of Site 4

Figure 3.2
BAL Contour Map

Lot 500 on Plan 411271, Areq :14.9355 ha
Dovey Sfreet
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Vegetation Condition

majority of Site 4 is Degraded or Completely
Degraded

Central portion of Site 4 rated Good (700m? approx.)

Good is a lower middle rating of vegetation type, with
Very Good, Excellent and Pristine the higher value
rating (See Table 9 right)

“Good” means that the vegetation structure is
significantly altered by very obvious signs of multiple
disturbances

Site 4 Characteristics

Site 4 contains a small area of Good vegetation
surrounded by Degraded and Completed Degraded
areas

Site 4 is surrounded by car park, driveway and public
road and fragmented from other vegetation areas

Site 4 is small in relative size (e.g. less than 1% of
Yagan Mia)
» higher proportionate costs of reporting,

monitoring, maintenance, etc compared to
consolidated areas

Site 4 has a high perimeter to area ratio

» greater likelihood and impact of edge effects
of disturbance and weed management

* higher costs to maintain (eg fencing, edge
management, etc) compared to consolidation

Significant trees worthy of retention

Site 4 - Vegetation Condition

Vegetation Condition

Good

Degraded
Completely Degraded

Vegetation Community
Banksia Woodland

Table 9: Vegetation Condition Scale (Taken from Bush Forever (Government of WA 2000))

Vegetation Condition

Definition

Pristine (1)

Pristine or nearly s, no obvious signs of disturbance.

Excellent (2)

Vegetation structure intact, disturbance affecting individual species and weeds are non-
aggressive specics.

Very Good (3)

Vegetation structure altered, obvious signs of disturbance. For example, disturbance to
vegetation structure caused by repeated fires, the presence of some more aggressive
weeds, dieback, logging and grazing

Vegetation structure significantly altered by very obvious signs of multiple disturbances
Retains basic vegetation structure or ability to regenerate it. Forexample, disturbance to

Good (4) Vegetation structure caused by very frequent fires, the presence of some very aggressive
weeds at high density, partial clearing, dieback and grazing.

Basic vegetation structure severely impacted by disturbance. Scope for regeneration but

Degraded (5) not 1o a state approaching good condition without intensive management. For cxample,

disturbance to vegetation structure caused by very frequent fires, the presence of very
aggressive weeds, partial clearing. dieback and grazing.

Completely Degraded (6)

The structure of the vegetation is no longer intact and the area is completely or almost
completely without native species. These areas are often described as ‘parkland cleared”
with the flora comprising weed or crop species with isolated native trees or shrubs.
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Site 4 Vegetation Impact on Northern

Landmark

» Continuance of unmanaged land would prevent
building within first 21m from the northern boundary
(eg outside of BAL FZ & BAL 40) of NLM. This
would have a similar impact on Site 5. Reducing
the viability of development.

» The setback would create no clear development
outcome for this 21m area of space on NLM and
Site 5 and how how these sites would interact with
adjacent uses at ground level

» Set back not consistent with overall approach of
activating high street and the overall vision for a
vibrant city centre

Northern Landmark
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Site 4 Management
* Management of 21m from the NLM inside Site 4
(area shown blue) to reduce fuel load
* Management includes:
+ removal of dead vegetation and matter
» tree pruning
* grass management
+ LCC & Site 5 also requires vegetation management
on Site 4 based on BAL Assement

Agreement to Manage

» Agreement to Manage would allow for designs and
Development Application to continue for NLM

* Physical management of area not required until
development is proceeding

* Approach to Site 4 likely required to be known for
LCC Development Application bushfire report

+ SG proposed Site 4 management as part of
Community Benefits, however, City’s preference
has been for LCC contribution package

Site 5 - Land Exchange Agreement

* Land exchange agreement requires the application
for and implementation of WAPC subdivision
approval

» ltis anticipated that future WAPC subdivision
approval will require management of bushfire
threats as BAL Assessment is requirement of
subdivision application.

Northern Landmark - Site 4 Management
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