

















Introduction

Method of Analysis
Public submissions to Fitzgerald River National Park draft management plan were
reviewed as follows:
* All comments were collated according to the section of the DMP they addressed.
« Each comment was assessed using the following criteria:
1. Changes were made to the DMP if a submission:
a) provided additional information on the physical, biological, geographical or
cultural resources of direct relevance to management;
b) provided additional information on affected user groups, or on social or
economic resources of direct relevance to management;
c) clarified or indicated a change in Government legislation, management
commitment, or management policy;
d) proposed improved, additional or deletion of prescriptions that would help to
"~ achieve the management goal(s) and objective(s); or
e) indicated omissions, inaccuracies or a lack of clarity in the existing text or
prescriptions.

2. Changes were not made to the DMP if a submission:
a) clearly supported the draft recommendation, or no change was sought;
b) addressed issues beyond the scope of the plan;
c) points made were already in the plan or had already been considered in plan
preparation;
d) indicated strongly polarised views, with the prescriptions providing the
preferred management option.

+ The reasons the recommendations of the draft plan were, or were not, changed and
the criteria used were addressed with each comment.

+ Comments made in 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.

Throughout this document, the ‘Comment Number’ is used as a reference number only.
The ‘No. of Subs’ column refers to the number of submittors who made the particular
comment. Amendments to the draft management plan are referenced to the
corresponding page(s) in the final plan, and are indicated in the ‘Plan Amended’ column.

Number and Origin of Submissions

A total of 178 submissions were received:

Community - Individuals v wsw owe 29 69 %
Community - Clubs and Organisations ... 29 16 %
Government departments 13 7 %
CALM Staff... . 8 4 %
Local Authorities ... .. .. .. .. 3 2%
Fire Working Group (post fire) 1 1%
CALM Working Group (post fire) ... - 1%

TOTAL | 178
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COMMENT

DISCUSSION /| ACTION TAKEN

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS NO. OF |PLAN CRITERIA
NUMBER SUBS |AMENDED
3 Burn scrub-rolled strip on western side of Rabbit Proof Fence. 5 Yes, Map 9|See Comment 1, this sub-section. 1(a,d)
4 Burn scrub-rolling along northern boundary. Consideration should be given 5 Yes, Map 9|See Comment 1, this sub-section. 1(a,d)
to additional scrub-rolling to widen buffers in 4-5 years time if this cannot
'|be done by free edging standing bush onto existing buffers.
5 Carry out edge burn along Quiss Rd. S |Yes, Map 9|See Comment 1, this sub-section. 1(a,d)
6 Fuel reduction east of West River in north-east corner of Park. 5 |Yes, Map 9|See Comment 1, this sub-section. 1(a,d)
7 Complete buffer burning along Hamersley Drive. 5 Yes, Map 9|See Comment 1, this sub-section. 1(a,d)
8 Scrub-roll north-east side of Pabelup Dr and internal block burn to 5 |Yes, Map 9|See Comment 1, this sub-section. 1(a,d)
Fitzgerald River.
9 Undertake further prescribed burning using existing burn boundaries in 5 Yes, Map 9|See Comment 1, this sub-section. 1(a,d)
buffer area north of Bremer Bay to the Gordon Inlet Rd. ’
10 Burning should be carried out in late summer - autumn. 5 |No Burning will be carried out, as conditions permit, in late summer- 2(c)
autumn plus at other times of year to create diversity.
11 Scrub-roll and burn section of Fitzgerald track from 1989 fire boundary 4 |Yes, Map 9|See Comment 1, this sub-section. 1(a,d)
to Twertup track.
12 Low density burns should be used via aerial burning. 2 |Yes, p. 62 |Aerial burning will be conducted if practical and if buffers are already|1(a,d)
in place.
13 Regular burning of low fuel buffers is more harmful to ecology. 2 [No Fuel reduction on buffers will only be carried out as needed. 2(c)
14 Strip/patch burn the north-west section of Park as soon as possible. 2 |Yes, Map 9See Comment 1, this sub-section. 1(a,d)
15 Any lessening of the nutrient cycle, such as regular prescribed fire, will 1 No Prescribed burning will only be carried out as needed. 2(c)
cause stress and force the evolutionary process into impoverishment
resulting in disease.
16 Prescribed fire in Ground Parrot habitat poses too high a risk given the 1 No Based on current knowledge, it is considered to be a greaterrisk to  |2(c)
status of the species, and requires further consideration. leave totally unburnt. This is subject to current research.
17 Encourage minimal use of prescribed burning. 1 (No See Comment 15, this sub-section. 2(c)
18 Support the cellular concept of fire control. 1 |No See Comment 1, this sub-section. 2(a)
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COMMENT | SUMMARY OF COMMENTS NO. OF |PLAN DISCUSSION /| ACTION TAKEN CRITERIA
NUMBER SUBS |AMENDED

Other Comments and Suggestions

1 Support V.R.M concepts for buffer burns along roads and firebreak 4 |No No change sought. 2(a)
construction.

2 Past fire management has been inadequate. 2 |[No Resources have been limited or unavailable. 2(c,d)

3 Large fire should not be allowed to happen again. 2 |Yes, p. 59 |This is acknowledged in revised fire plan. 1(a)

4 Clean water dams, fire fighting vehicles and manpower to be on hand. 2 |Yes, p. 63 |Addressed in revised fire plan. 1(a)

5 CALM hasn't enough equipment or manpower in the area. 2 |No Refer to 19.0 Staff and 21.0 Funding. 2(c)

6 Cheaper to have regular aerial surveillance and immediate suppression 1 [No Staff surveillance on days of extreme fire risk and fire-fighting 2(c)
rather than a recurrence of 1989 wildfire. equipment will be on standby.

7 High costs are associated with bringing in fire fighting staff and equipment. 1 Yes, p. 63 |Addressed in revised fire plan. 1(a)

8 There appears to be no provision for the safety of Park users, particularly 1 [No This is provided for in revised fire plan. 1(a,b)
backpackers.

9 Recommend a wildfire threat analysis be undertaken. 1 No 2(c)

10 CALM should supply funding for consultancy work to provide fire plan. 1 [No Fire plan has been re-written. 2(c)

11 Seek compensation for loss of private property, income supplement to 1 [No Beyond scope of plan. 2(b)
families and full pay and compensation for volunteers. .

12 Sterilisation of water would require the necessary capsules to be 1 |Yes,p. 63 |Reword Recommendation 6. 1(e)
distributed to fire brigade captains. '

13 Percentage of origins of fires in Park are not mentioned in plan. 1 |No Data unavailable at time of writing. 2(c)

14 Concerned at the lack of water for firefighting. 1 Yes, p. 63 |This ha;s been addressed in revised fire plan. 1(a)

15 Too large an area is left unburnt. 1 |No Comment made prior to 1989 wildfires. 2(c)

16 Commend the fire plan. 1 [No No change sought. 2(a)

17 Support research and monitoring program. 1 [No No change sought. 2(a)

18 Will not accept the fire plan. 1 [No Comment made prior to 1989 wildfires. 2(c)
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of large numbers of fish that would normally perish under dry or hypersaline
conditions.

COMMENT | SUMMARY OF COMMENTS NO. OF |PLAN DISCUSSION / ACTION TAKEN CRITERIA
NUMBER SUBS |AMENDED
3 Recommend current applications for exploration licenses be rejected in the 1 |No Beyond scope of plan. 2(b)
public's interest.
4 Recommendation 2 should include comments on ensuring that any such 1 No CALM will follow Government Policy on mining. 2(b)
operations are continuously monitored by persons/bodies independent of
the company concerned. They should provide for the closure of the mine
if Park values are threatened and for the establishment of a committee to
examine the results of monitoring.
5 The statement that 'some national parks of highest conservation value will 1 [No CALM will follow Government Policy on mining. 2(b)
never be opened for mining' is not supported by any legislation and should
be removed.
6 The suggestion that the Park be permanently closed to mining is 1 |No CALM will follow Government Policy on mining. 2(b)
unnecessarily final and should be removed from Recommendation 1.
7 The Park does have potential mineral prospectivity which is being effectively 1 [No CALM will follow Government Policy on mining. 2(b)
quarantined from mineral exploration and mining.
10.2 Commercial Fishing
30 submissions, 11 proformas.
General Comments
23 submissions.
| There should be no commercial fishing in the Park. 8 |No Licenses are administered by the Fisheries Dept for Hamersley and  |2(b)
Gordon Inlets after consideration of fish stocks and both amateur and
commercial fishing needs in these inlets.
2 |Professional fishermen have fished these waters some 100 years with no 5 [No This has been acknowledged. 2(b)
ill effects to the Park.
3 Steps should be taken to phase out commercial fishing. 3 |No Commercial fishing is managed by the Fisheries Dept and is 2(b)
permitted in proclaimed fishing zones only.
4 Support the recommendations. 2 |No No change sought. 2(a)
5 Commercial fishing should not be allowed in Gordon Inlet. 2 |No See Comment 1, this sub-section. 2(b)
6 Managed exploitation by commercial fishermen is essential to avoid wastage 2 |No Management of fish stocks is administered by the Fisheries Dept. 2(b)







0¢

necessitate the construction of water pipelines across them with their
concomitant access roads and power lines.

COMMENT | SUMMARY OF COMMENTS NO. OF |PLAN DISCUSSION / ACTION TAKEN CRITERIA
NUMBER SUBS |AMENDED
* I consider access by professional fishermen to all traditional fishing areas 4 [No See Comment 1, this sub-section. 2(c)
within the Park, must be given priority. This would include Pt Charles '
and Pt Ann Beaches. -
o Professional fishermen should be given access to all traditional fishing 2 |No See Comment 1, this sub-section and Comment 13, previous section. |2(c)
areas and where possible, camping grounds.
2 Professional fishermen must be allowed access to all traditional waters withinf| 8 [No See Comment 1, this sub-section. 2(c)
the Park.
3 Access conditions (p.71) are excessively restrictive. 2 Yes, p. 70 |Amend Recommendation 3. 1(b)
4 Request access be permitted to House, Drage, Doubtful and Bremer Beaches 2 |Yes, p. 70 |See Comment 8, previous sub-section. 1(e)
for professional fishing.
5 Suggest the inclusion of a committment that "CALM recognises its 1 [No Access for professional fishermen has been provided for. See 2(c)
responsibility to provide access for professional fishermen to proclaimed Comment 1, this sub-section.
fishing zones".
10.3 Utilities and Services
14 submissions.
1 There should be no utility or service corridors in the Park. 8 |No Support for Objective 1. 2(a)
2 Support the recommendations. 2 [No No change sought. 2(a)
3 Provision should be made for power supply to Quaalup. 2 |No A review of the impact of power line on landscape values should 2(b)
proceed.
4 The proposed route for Quaalup service lines traverse 7 km of the natural 1 |No This has been acknowledged. 2(c)
environment zone.
5 Alternative to SEC service line to Quaalup is to allow several diesel 1 No No change sought. 2(b)
generators to belch out pollution.
6 Provision should be made for power supply to Doubtful Island Peninsula. 1 |No Plan provides for assessment of proposals. 2(c)
7 Support placement of East Mt Barren SEC line underground. 1 |No No change sought. 2(a)
8 Opposed to the addition of areas of land to FRNP that would consequently 1 |No Provisions for a pipeline can be met within existing policies. 2(c)
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COMMENT | SUMMARY OF COMMENTS NO. OF |PLAN DISCUSSION /| ACTION TAKEN CRITERIA
NUMBER SUBS |[AMENDED

12 Opposed to having 4WD tracks in Park. 2 No Aim is to provide a range of recreational opportunities. 2(c)

13 Most roads terminate down in hollows denying people with viewshed. 2 |No Tracks are dealt with on an individual basis. 2(c)

14 Should provide pull-over bays on main roads. 2 |No Covered in 16.0 Information, Interpretation and_Education. 2(c)

15 There is discrepancy between Table 14 and Map 1-1. 2 |Yes, Mp 10lAmend plan to cormrect discrepancy. 1(e)

16 Lack of access to coast will hamper search and rescue efforts. 1 [No Plan provides for access during life-threatening emergencies. 2(c)

17 Should provide for 4-wheel fishing bikes with balloon tyres on beaches. 1 No Use of these vehicles is subject to same conditions as other 4WDs. 2(c)

18 A.P.B. should be allowed unrestricted access to all areas of Park after 1 No All access is regulated by dieback hygiene measures. 2(b)
briefing with local CALM staff.

19 Off-road vehicles use the Hunter River area adjoining land on Res. 2524 1 |No Beyond séopc of plan. 2(b)
Pt. 3266 and 31737. By-laws are being developed for their management.

20 Impact of 4WD's on breeding birds should be evaluated by an independent 1 [No Covered in Recommendation 12. 2(c)

observer to avoid unwarranted beach closures.

21 CALM should consult locals prior to any track closure. 1 |Yes, p. 88 [Amend plan to provide for consultation on future permanent road 1(d)

closures.

22 Support all access recommendations. 1 No No éha.nge sought. 2(a)

23 4WD tracks should be clearly identified as such. 1 Yes, p. 85 |Amend accordingly. 1(d)

24 Old Ongerup Road is unlikely to receive further upgrading. 1 |No Funds from other sources will be investigated. 2(b)

25 Suggest use of information bays rather than erect more signs (Rec. 11) 1 [No Covered in 16.0 Information, Interpretation and Education. 2(c)

26 Opposed to closure of central peaks to bushwalkers (Rec. 9). 1 |No See Comment 1, this sub-sectioﬁ. 2(c)

27 Oppose Rec. 11, p.89: Only Moir track should be considered for closure 1 [No See Comment 2, this sub-section. 2(c)
after rains. 7

28 Need to define 'intervention’ in Rec. 22, p.91. 1 [Yes, p. 88 |Reword Recommendation 22. 1(e)

29 Should delete last sentence in Rec. 5, p.84. 1 [No Not considered necessary. 2(c)
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COMMENT
NUMBER

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS

NO. OF
SUBS

PLAN
AMENDED

DISCUSSION | ACTION TAKEN

CRITERIA

Twertup Track

Proposed Management: Assess need for realignment. Sheet where necessary.
2 submissions.

Suggest additional spur road from Field Studies Centre to Twertup Crossing.

A 2WD track should be made from Field Studies Centre to coal seam area.

Gordon Inlet Road

Proposed Management: Upgrade to 2WD all weather. Assess need for
realignment.

7 submissions.

Maintain Gordon Inlet Rd as 4WD track to inlet.

Shire will seek to arrange a joint road maintenance program for Gordon
Inlet Rd.

Upgrade one of the 4WD tracks from Gordon Inlet Rd to Peninsular area.
Should not close Gordon Inlet Road after rain.

Gairdner Road North
Proposed Management: Assess need for realignment. Stabilise Crossing.
1 submission.

Recommend caution and restraint when stabilising crossing of Gairdner
River.

Gairdner Road South

Proposed Management: Assess need for realignment. Sheet where necessary.
2 submissions.

Upgrade to 2WD all weather road.

Cheadanup Cliffs Track

Existing Management: Closed to vehicles, used as walk trail.
11 submissions.
Recommend re-opening track to 2WD's with terminal carpark.

Oppose closure of Cheadanup track.

No

No

Yes, p. 86

No

No

No

Yes, p. 86

No

Track to crossing will remain closed due to dieback concerns.

Contradicts departmental policies.

The best provision of access to Gordon Inlet, the Peninsula and links
with Bremer Bay will be assessed with the Shire of Jerramungup.

Amend plan.

Covered in Table 14.

Refer to 9.1 Disease.

No change sought.

See Comment 1, Gordon Inlet Rd.

Clarify use of names. Track is to remain closed to vehicles.

See Comment 1, this sub-section.

2c)

2(b,c)

2(b)

1(a,c)

2(c)

2c)

2(c)

2(c)

1(e)
2c)
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COMMENT | SUMMARY OF COMMENTS NO. OF |PLAN DISCUSSION / ACTION TAKEN CRITERIA
NUMBER SUBS |AMENDED
EASTERN SECTION
Quoin Head Track
Proposed Management: Assess need for realignment. Sheet where
necessary.
10 submissions.
1 If Quoin Head closed to camping, then increased vehicle traffic will 7 |No Refer to 14.0 Recreation Sites. 2(c)
result in increased erosion of track.
2 Drainage needs to be improved by filling in spoon drains. 2 |No Track will be sheeted where necessary. 2(c)
3 Realign bad section of track. 1 [No The need for realignment will be assessed. 2(c)
4 Upgrade to 2WD all-weather. 1 [No Aim is to provide a range of recreation opportunities. 2(c)
5 Should stop access at top of cliffs. 1 |No See Comments 2 and 3, this sub-section. 2(c)
6 Track sheuld be left as it is. 1 No See Comment 2, this sub-section. 2(c)
1 Track should be closed. 1 |No See Comment 2, this sub-section. 2(c)
Whalebone Track (from Quoin Head)
Proposed Management: Assess need for realignment. Sheet where
necessary.
S submissions. '
1 Retain as 4WD access to form ring road with W. Hamersley Inlet track. 4 |Yes, p. 85 |Track will be closed as alternative access is available. 1(a)
2 Minimal upgrading needed. 2 |Yes, p. 85 |See Comment 1, this sub-section. 1(a)
3 Close access track to Quoin Head. 1 Yes, p. 85 [See Comment 1, this sub-section. 1(a)
Dave Niels Track (from W. Hamersley Inlet)
Proposed Management: Close, provide alternative access via Quoin Head.
5 submissions.
1 Retain as 4WD access to form ring road with W. Hamersley Inlet track. 5 |Yes, p. 85 |Track will remain open and be sheeted where necessary. 1(e)
West Hamersley Inlet Track
Proposed Management: Close.
6 submissions. _
1 Retain as 4WD access. 5 |Yes, p. 85 [Track will remain open and be sheeted where necessary. 1(a)
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COMMENT | SUMMARY OF COMMENTS NO. OF |PLAN DISCUSSION | ACTION TAKEN . CRITERIA
NUMBER SUBS [AMENDED
The Gorge Track (Little Beach Track)
Proposed Management: Close to vehicles, use as walktrail, provide carpark
at head of track.
2 submissions.
1 Support recommendation. 2 |No No change sought. 2(a)
West Beach Point (Cave Point) _
Proposed Management: Close spur to Point, provide walktrail to West Beach
Point.
3 submissions.
1 Re-open track to Cave Pt for viewing. 3 |Yes, p. 85 |Footpath will be maintained and improved, disabled access willbe  |1(e)
investigated. Editorial change re. spur.
Moir Track
Proposed Management: Assess need for realignment. Sheet where necessary.
6 submissions.
1 Improve drainage by filling in/removing spoon drains. 3 |No Maintenance is ongoing. 2(c)
2 Upgrading of track should be a priority. . 3 |No Track will be sheeted where necessary. 2(c)
3 Upgrade to all-weather 2WD road. 2 |No Track will be sheeted where necessary. 2(c)
Mylies Road
Proposed Management: Maintain.
2 submissions.
1 Re-open track to west end of Mylies for beach access and day use. 1 |No Contradicts departmental policies. 2(b,d)
2 Leave access as is. 1 No No change sought. 2(a)
Hamersley Drive
Proposed Management: Assess need for realignment. Provide "pull overs"
with interpretive material.
6 submissions.
1 Inconsistent to stop usage of East Mt Barren footpath but continue to 3 |Yes,p. 85 |Aim is to seal the road, investigate re-opening the path and to interpre 1(a)
allow vehicles to pass through dieback infection. dieback at the site. Refer to Access sub-section, 9.1 Disease.
2 Support relocation of beginning of path and realignment of walktrail. 1 |No No change sought. 2(a)
3 Upgrade whole road to MRD standard with direction on H'way 1. 1 No* Action is proposed. 2(c)
4 Establish sealed carpark on old gravel pit site: provide stable walkway to 1 |Yes, p. 85 |Action is proposed. 1(d)

first stage on path.
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COMMENT | SUMMARY OF COMMENTS NO. OF |PLAN DISCUSSION /| ACTION TAKEN CRITERIA
NUMBER SUBS |AMENDED
Gordon Inlet
Proposed Management: Develop for vehicle-based camping (max. design
load 5). Provide toilets.
2 submissions.
1 Council shall provide facilities for camping at the 'Paperbarks' at the 1 [No The area referred to as 'The Paperbarks' in the plan is a different 2(a)
mouth of the Gordon Inlet. site to the one mentioned here. Technical advice is usually available
from CALM to assist in management of these areas.
2 Gordon Inlet site is not an appropriate camping site. 1 |No Propose to develop site for vehicle-based camping. 2(c)
The Peninsula
Proposed Management: Develop for vehicle-based camping.
1 submission.
1 CALM are to provide sufficient camping facilities for professional fishermen 1 [No Refer to 10.2 Commercial Fishing. 2(a)
on the Peninsular on the Gairdner River.
CENTRAL SECTION
McGlinns (Twin Bays)
Proposed Management: Monitor for impacts by backpack campers.
11 submissions.

1 Re-open McGlinns for vehicle-based camping. 11 |No McGlinns will be available for backpack camping only and subject to |2(c)
dieback control measures.

2 Campsite should serve limited number of campers. 1 [No See Comment 1, this sub-section. 2(c)

Marshes Beach
Proposed Management: Monitor for impacts by backpack campers.
7 submissions.

1 Re-open for vehicle-based camping and day use. 7 |No Marshes Beach and sites in the Red Islet area (west to Twin Bays) 2(b,c,d)
will be available for backpack camping only. Access to these sites is
subject to dieback hygiene measures (refer to 9.1 Disease).

2 Sites such as Marshes should serve a limited number of campers. 1 [No See Comment 1, this sub-section. 2(c)

Fred's Lagoon
Proposed Management: Monitor for impacts by backpack campers.
3 submissions. y
1 Retain for limited vehicle-based camping. 3 No See Comment 1, Marshes Beach. 2(b,c,d)







4%

COMMENT | SUMMARY OF COMMENTS NO. OF |PLAN DISCUSSION | ACTION TAKEN CRITERIA
NUMBER SUBS [AMENDED
3 Shelter and shade trees should be planted. 4 |No See Comment 2, this sub-section. 2(c)
4 Campsite should serve limited number of campers. 2 |Yes, p. 96 |See Comment 1, this sub-section. 1(b)
5 A pathway down to the beach should be installed. 1 |No See Comment 2, this sub-section. 2(c)
6 Support closure to vehicle-based camping. 1 |[No No change sought. 2(a)
7 Possible campsite on flat to west of inlet could be used for walkers. 1 |No This will be addressed in site development plan. 2(c)
8 Should begin rehabilitation without closing site to campers. 1 Yes, p. 96 |See Comment 1, this sub-section. 1(b).
Whalebone Beach
Proposed Management: Provide access via Quoin Head and close existing
access from north.. Day use only.
6 submissions
1 Re-open site for limited vehicle-based camping. 4 |Yes, p. 96 |Site will remain closed to camping but possible new campsites in the |1(e)
Whalebone drea will be investigated.
2 Site should be upgraded with gravel or limestone. 2 |No See Comment 1, this sub-section. 2(c)
3 Road between Quoin Head and W. Hamersley provides further three 1 Yes, p. 96 |See Comment 1, this sub-section and refer to 13.0 Access. 1(b)
camping areas.
Dave Niels Channel
Proposed Management: Not referred to in DMP.
1 submission.
1 Limited camping is available. 1 |No Possible new campsites in the Whalebone area will be investigated. |2(c)
Ovemnight resting in vehicles will be permitted at some 4WD sites.
Driftwood Beach
Proposed Management: Not referred to in DMP.
2 submissions.
1 Overnight camping should be retained. 1 |No Ovemnight resting in vehicles will be permitted on 4WD beaches and |2(c)
at some 4WD sites.
2 Allows a short walk to the Quad Hole for fishing. 1 No No change sought. 2(a)
West Hamersley Inlet
Proposed Management: Close and rehabilitate.
6 submissions.
1 Retain 4WD access and vehicle-based camping. 4 |No Site will be closed to all vehicle access. 2(c)
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COMMENT | SUMMARY OF COMMENTS NO. OF |PLAN DISCUSSION / ACTION TAKEN CRITERIA
NUMBER SUBS |AMENDED
21 Perhaps foot access should not be allowed within the Wildemess Zone. 1 No See Comment 4, 5.0 Management Zones. Foot access will be 2(c)
restricted as necessary.
22 The term 'path’ should replace 'walk' in this section. 1 |No The term 'path’ has been used to replace 'trail’. 2(c)
23 No new walk trails should be introduced. 1 No Objective is to provide a variety of bushwalking opportunities. 2(c)
24 There is little opportunity for the inexperienced overnight walker. 1 [No See Comment 23, this section. 2(c)
25 Interesting flora could be tagged with identification labels. 1 |No Refer to 16.0 Information, Interpretation and Education. 2(c)
26 Information in Recommendation 4 should be placed on brochures to 1 Yes, p. 101|Amend Recommendation 4. 1(e)
minimise number of signs.
27 Recommendation 5, p.113, should specify where to place signs. 1 [No Placement of signs is to be determined by District staff. 2(c)
28 Amendments to Table 17 suggested: 1 Yes, p. 102|Amend Table 17 accordingly. 1(e)
e No. 4 should be a walk
« No. 12 should be a track
¢ No. 17 should be a track
 No. 20 should be deleted (if Mid Mt Barren closed) else 1 day long
» No. 21 should be 1 day long
 No. 23 should be 1-3 days
 No. 24 should read 'Fitzgerald Valley' and 2-3 days.
29 Table 17 should show walk distances. 1 |No This detail will be considered in the implementation. 2(c)
30 Table 17 implies walking will be allowed to the south of the central 1 |No This is so but bushwalking will be subject to dieback hygiene 2(c)
ranges ie. to Twin Bays. / measures and access controls when necessary.
15.4 Camping
Refer to 14.0 Recreation Sites for comments on camping.
15.5 Recreational Fishing
35 submissions. (Refer also to 13.0 Access for comments on recreational
fishing access and 14.0 Recreation Sites).
1 Access to traditional fishing areas has been denied to locals. 16 [No Access to recreation sites is covered in 13.0 Access and 14.0 2(c)
Recreation Sites.
2 Overnight resting in vehicles or beach camping must be allowed. 10 |Yes, p. 103|Overnight resting in vehicles will be permitted on designated 4WD | 1(b)

beaches and at some 4WD sites.
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COMMENT | SUMMARY OF COMMENTS NO. OF |PLAN DISCUSSION /| ACTION TAKEN CRITERIA
NUMBER SUBS |AMENDED

19 Beach access should be closed to recreational fishing if breeding birds 1 |[No Covered in 13.0 Access, Recommendation 12. 2(c)
become evident.
15.6 Boating
19 submissions.

1 Boat launching should be retained at Pt Ann as St Marys is unsuitable. 13 |Yes, p. 104|Boat launching will be retained at Pt Ann. Provision for boat trailers |1(b)

will be considered in the site development plan.

2 Provision for boat trailers should be considered in access developments. 3 |Yes, p. 104|See Comment 1, this section. 1(b,e)

3 Suggest boats with max. length of 15' (Sm) and 25h.p. be allowed in 2 |Yes, p. 104|Amend Recommendation 1 (boat size not specified). 1(e)
Culham Inlet, and 12' (4m) boats with outboard motors in Hamersley Inlet.

4 Boats of 3 m or less are dangerous. 2 |Yes, p. 104|See Comment 3, this section. 1(e)

5 It has been suggested that less than 3 m length and max. 9 h.p. may conflict 1 |Yes, p. 104[See Comment 3, this section. 1(e)
with Marine and Harbours regulations.

6 Car top boats which can be carried by hand are the only suitable boats for 1 No Covered in Recommendation 1. Generally this is the case, however, |2(c)
use in the Park. small boats on trailers will be allowed at designated sites.

7 Boats that require trailers should be treated the same as caravans and 1 |Yes, p. 104|Off-beach parking for boats and trailers will be provided at the 1(e)
limited to launch sites outside the Park. Peninsula (Gordon Inlet). Also see Comments 1 and 6, this section.

8 Recommend liaison between CALM, Shire and local groups before any 1 [No This is provided for. 2(c)
alteration to proposed boat launching facility on Hamersley Inlet.

9 The proposed boat launching facility at Hamersley Inlet is unsuitable 1 Yes, p. 104/{See Comment 10, this section. 1(b,e)
in many weather conditions.

10 Recommend the old boat launching facility at Hamersley Inlet be retained. 1 |Yes, p. 104|The old boat launching facility will be retained at Hamersley Inlet. 1(b,e)

11 Provision should be made somewhere for water-skiing. 1 |No There is no suitable location for this activity. 2(b)
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COMMENT | SUMMARY OF COMMENTS NO. OF |\PLAN DISCUSSION | ACTION TAKEN CRITERIA
NUMBER SUBS |AMENDED

30 Recommendation 7c¢ is not appropriate as all visitors should have equal 1 [No Recommendation is not biased towards any particular group. 2(c)
opportunity of exploring the Park.

31 Marking of Telegraph and Moir Tracks on Hamersley Drive is necessary for 1 [No This is provided for. 2(c)
easy use of the heritage trail.

32 Recommendation 7a should read : consider placement of MRD approved signf| 1 |[No Not considered necessary. 2(b)

33 Recommendation 9 is a further duplication of effort. 1 |Yes, p. 111|Incorporate Recommendation 9 into Recommendation 8. 1(e)

34 Walk trails in Recommendation 11 should be cross-referenced with Table 17, 1 Yes, p. 111|Amend Recommendation 11. 1(e)
p-114, or if these are new trails, then add a rider to Table 17.

35 Recommendation 12 should read : Hopetoun Caravan Park could/may ... 1 |Yes, p. 111|Amend Recommendation 12. 1(e)

36 Recommendation 13 : Pull-overs on Hamersley Drive will require careful 1 |No This will be considered in the implementation phase. 2(a)
site planning.
PART F. RESEARCH AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
17.0 RESEARCH AND MONITORING
15 submissions.

1 Support establishment of CALM research facility. 6 |No No change sought. 2(a)

2 Support for recommendations. 5 [No No change sought. 2(a)

3 Research station should be established at Jacup. 2 |No This will be considered. 2(a)

4 Accommodation should be provided for short term live-in researchers in 2 |[No Accommodation is available at Twertup Study Centre. 2(c)
the long term.

5 Research station should be combined with a field studies centre. 1 No Various options will be considered. 2(a)

6 Twertup has severe limitations for future use as a field studies centre. i No This is acknowledged. 2(a,c)

7 Consideration should be given to the proposed research facility being 1 |No This will bé given consideration. 2(c)
developed and shared with the FBP which is need of a base.

8 Proposed research facility would be better located in one of the established 1 No Considered in Recommendation 2. 2(a,c)

towns, rather than at Jacup.
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COMMENT | SUMMARY OF COMMENTS NO. OF |PLAN DISCUSSION | ACTION TAKEN CRITERIA
NUMBER SUBS _|AMENDED

2 Given that dieback is the major threat to the Park, suggest that the current 1 Yes, p. 123|Exchange No. 2 priority with No. 1. 1(e)
No. 2 priority be exchanged with No.1.

3 Suggest for Point 4 that CALM assess the possibility of retaining small camp{ 1 |No Refer to 14.0 Recreation Sites. 2(c)
ing areas at Pt Ann, Mylies and Quoin Head for the time being.

4 Suggest for Point 4 that camping be retained at Quoin Head on a permit basis 1 |No Refer to 14.0 Recreation Sites. 2(c)
in the short term.

5 Recreation needs of people are rated second and third last in list of priorities 1 |No Refer to 11.0 Recreation Management Philosophy. 2(c)
which makes the recreation section sound rather hollow.
19.0 STAFF
13 submissions.

1 An increase in number of staff is needed to implement plan successfully. 9 |Yes, p. 124|Add new recommendation. 1(d)

2 Support for recommendations. 2 [No No change sought. 2(a)

3 Ranger's residence at East Mt Barren should be left where it is but a solution 2 |No Problem has been addressed. 2(c)
be found to the flooding of Culham Inlet.

4 CALM should have a permanent officer based in Ravensthorpe. 2 [No Addressed in South Coast Region Management Plan (CALM, in prep)|2(c)

5 Support re-location of ranger's residence to east side of Culham Inlet. 1 |No No change sought. 2(a)

6 It may be possible to install a ranger at the south western corner however a 1 Yes, p. 124 Amend Recommendation 2. Possible sites will be investigated in or | 1(e)
more suitable site would be in or near Quaalup enclave. adjacent to the south-western part of the Park.

7 Should have a ranger residing at the West River Road entrance point. 1 [No Finances and resources are limited. 2(c)

8 A ranger station should be located at the Hopetoun end. 1 No This is already provided for. 2(c)

9 It would be advantageous to have maintenance staff to carry out daily 1 No Finances and resources are limited. 2(a)
maintenance and new constructions.

10 There will be no improvement in the local CALM image until there are 1 |No This has been acknowledged. 2(a)
sufficient staff to attend most local meetings.

11 Staff requirement details should be spelt out as an indicator of budgetary 1 No Too specific for a 10 year management plan which is subject to the  |2(c)

needs.

vagaries of funding.
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COMMENT | SUMMARY OF COMMENTS NO. OF |PLAN DISCUSSION | ACTION TAKEN CRITERIA
NUMBER SUBS |AMENDED

11 Participation by the Quaalup community in Park management should be 1 |No See Comment 7, this section. 2(c)
actively sought.

12 CALM should liaise with and assist Quaalup Homestead owners in 1 |[No Liaison is ongoing. 2(b,c)
promoting use of their facilities.

13 The Park should be governed by rural bodies. 1 [No Beyond scope of plan. 2(b,c)

14 The public should be encouraged to comment in writing on their experiences 1 [No See Comment 7, this section. 2(c)
with Park rangers whether positive or negative.
20.2 Government Agency Liaison
Due to a printing error, page 137 was omitted from many copies of the draft
management plan. This page contained recommendations relating to
Community Liaison and Government Agency Liaison. There were no
submissions on this section.
21.0 FUNDING
16 submissions.

1 The plan must stress the need for increased funding. 3 |No This has been stressed. 2(a,c)

2 No indication of costs of the proposed program is provided. 3 [No Annual budgets are prepared on Regional level and are subject to the |2(c)

vagaries of funding and changing priorities.

3 Support for recommendations. 2 |No No change sought. 2(a)

4 It may be necessary to ensure that essential works are carried out as non- 2 [Yes, p. 127|Works will be carried out on a priority basis. 1(e)
essential works may become sub-ordinate undertakings dependent on
funding.

5 The plan must be accompanied by a committment from the State government| 2  |Yes, p. 127|See Comment 2, this section. CALM establishes priorities within its |1(d)
to fund its implementation. own budget but cannot set State Government priorities.

6 Plan could be improved if it contained a timetable and budget for implement-[ 2  |No See Comment 2, this section. 2(c)
ation.

7 Fees could be charged for overnight camping. 2 [No Beyond scope of plan. 2(b)

8 Entrance fees could be charged. 1 [No Beyond scope of plan. 2(b)
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