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INTRODUCTION 

This document is an analysis of public submissions to the Shark Bay Terrestrial Reserves Draft 

Management Plan 1998. 

The Shark Bay Terrestrial Reserves Draft Management Plan 1998 was released for public comment on 28th 

October 1998 for a period of four months. Late submissions were accepted. A total of 27 public 

submissions were received. All submissions have been summarised and changes have been made to the plan 

where appropriate. 

Following the release of the plan, advertisements were placed in local and Statewide newspapers advising 

that the draft management plan was available for comment. The draft plan was distributed to State 

Government departments, tertiary institutions, recreation and conservation groups, local authorities, 

libraries and numerous individuals who expressed interest during the preparation of the draft. Copies of the 

plan were available for perusal at CALM and local government offices. The plan was available for purchase 

from CALM's State Operations Headquarters and the CALM local District Office. 

ANALYSIS OF PUBLIC SUBMISSIONS 

Method of Analysis 

The public submissions to the Shark Bay Terrestrial Reserves Draft Management Plan were analysed 

according to the process depicted in the flow chart overleaf. More specifically: 

The points made in each submission were collated according to the section of the draft plan they 

addressed. 

Each point made was assessed using the following criteria: 

1. The draft management plan was amended if the point:

(a) provided additional resource information of direct relevance to management;

(b) provided additional information on affected user groups of direct relevance to management;

(c) indicated a change in (or clarified) Government legislation, management commitment or

management policy;

(d) proposed strategies that would better achieve management goals and objectives; or

(e) indicated omissions, inaccuracies or a lack of clarity.

2. The draft management plan was not amended if the point:

(a) clearly supported the draft proposals;

(b) offered a neutral statement, or no change was sought;

( c) addressed issues beyond the scope of the plan;

( d) was already in the plan, or had been considered during plan preparation;

(e) was one amongst several widely divergent viewpoints received on the topic and the

recommendation of the draft plan was still considered the best option;
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The reasons why recommendations in the draft plan were or were not changed, and the relevant criteria 

used, were discussed with each comment. Minor editorial changes referred to in the submissions have 

also been made. 

Submissions have been assessed entirely on the cogency of points raised. No subjective weighting has been 

given to any submission for reasons of its origin or any other factor which would give cause to elevate the 

importance of any submission above another. 

Number and Origin of Submissions 

The number and place of origin of submissions are listed below. 

Number Percentage 

Individuals 4 15 

Community Organisations 5 19 

Private Sector Corporations 3 11 

Government: Commonwealth 4 

State 13 48 

Local 1 4 

TOTAL 27 100 

A list of the people and organisations who made submissions to the Shark Bay Terrestrial Reserves Draft 

Management Plan is given in Appendix 1. 

ANALYSIS TABLE 

The analysis table contains: 

The number of different points made about each section of the draft plan; 

A summary of each point made on the draft plan; 

The number of submissions making each point; 

An indication of whether or not the point resulted in an amendment to the final plan; 

A discussion on why the point did not result in an amendment to the final plan, or an indication of what 

action was taken in the final plan; and 

The criteria by which each point was assessed. 
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SUMMARY OF COMMENT DISCUSSION j ACTION TAKEN PLAN 
AMENDED 

(,submitter number 
------------------------========.L.---------------L----__J 

The recommendation to review the Plan at 10 year intervals may be too Plan implementation is reviewed 2 (d) 
restrictive. It may be more appropriate to initially review the Plan at year annually. 
five to allow more flexibility prior to introducing ten year review periods. It 
may also be beneficial to allow the opportunity to review the Plan on an "as 
needs" basis in addition to the periodical reviews to ensure further 
flexibility. 
Fully Support Recommendations. Support for Plan. 2 (a) 

MAPS 
Map 3. Tenure - Island Nature Reserves 
Island that is shown on the map as Friday Island is Smith Island, Friday Plan recommends consultation to 2 (a) 
Island is north of loading jetty (Salt Works) resolve nomenclature issues. 
Map 9. Concept Development Plan - Peron Homestead Precinct 
Peron Homestead: The committee felt that the Tea Rooms should be kept 2 (a) 
low key. It was suggested vending machines for drinks and light 
refreshments could be used. 
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APPENDIX 1. 

SUBMITTERS TO THE DRAFT MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Individuals 

B Guerini 
PG Shepherd 
L Richards 
R Skelton 

Private Sector Corporations 

Shark Bay Resources Pty Ltd 
Stuart Metals NL 
Association of Mining and Exploration Companies Inc 

Community Organisations 

Conservation Council of Western Australia Inc 
Carnarvon Tree Society 
Carnarvon Yacht Club Inc 
Shark Bay Tourist Committee Inc 
Regional Recreational Fishing Advisory Committee Western Australia 

Commonwealth Government 

Environment Australia 

State Government 

Midwest Development Commission 
Water and Rivers Commission 
Aboriginal Affairs Department 
Department of Minerals and Energy Western Australia 
Department of Land Administration 
WA Tourism Commission (2 submissions) 
Agriculture Western Australia 
Gascoyne Development Commission 
Fisheries Western Australia 
Shark Bay World Heritage Property Scientific Advisory Committee 
Shark Bay World Heritage Property Community Consultative Committee 
Western Australian Maritime Museum 

Local Government 

Shire of Shark Bay 
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