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Strategies: The four strategies working 
together to enable policy evaluation and 
improvement 

  ☒   

Outcome 1: Native vegetation is 
conserved protected and restored at 
landscape scale with no further loss in a 
biodiversity hotspot 

☒     

Outcome 2: Certainty, transparency and 
data sharing improve are best practice 
and adequately funded  

☒     

Outcome 3: Improved policy, practice 
and evaluation 

☒     

Outcome 4: Native vegetation outcomes 
are achieved, together with other State 
priorities 

    ☒ 

How would you refine or improve the strategies and outcomes? 

Please provide details on improving outcomes below. 

I propose that the Outcomes be modified to be stronger in intent and thus better deliver net gain in 
native vegetation as follows:  
Outcome 1: Native vegetation is protected and restored with no further loss in a biodiversity hotspot.  
Outcome 2: Certainty, transparency and data sharing are best practice and adequately funded. This is an 
urgent outcome in the protection of native vegetation 
Outcome 4: Native vegetation outcomes are achieved.  “Other State priorities” have already had due 
consideration and should not be included in this Outcome. It is time to act for native vegetation.  
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GOALS AND APPROACHES 

Arranged under four strategies, the goals and approaches will guide delivery of the outcomes, through 
applying to relevant actions in the roadmap. The goals provide for evaluation of this policy and its 
implementation. 

9. How suitable are the goals and approaches in guiding implementation of the policy? 
 

Suitable Somewhat 
suitable 

Neither Somewhat 
unsuitable 

Unsuitable 

Strategy 1 goals and approaches 
☒     

Strategy 2 goals and approaches 
 ☒    

Strategy 3 goals and approaches 
☒     

Strategy 4 goals and approaches 
 ☒    

 

How would you refine or improve the goals and approaches? 
Please respond under the relevant Strategy text box below. 

Strategy 1 goals and approaches 

Good goals, good approaches.   
The approaches could be strengthened by direct reference to IBRA regions and Bush Forever 
(Approaches v, vi); the removal of timber and bush products (Approach vii)  
 
 

 

Strategy 2 goals and approaches 

The goals are supported.  
It is unclear how Approaches I, ii, and iii relate to contemporary systems and practices. Approaches iv, v 
and vi are strongly supported.   
 
 

 

Strategy 3 goals and approaches 

Goals (a) and (b) are strongly supported but goal (c) is unclear and ineffective 
The approaches listed are strongly supported. However, missing from this section is the recognition that 
this work will require increased State Government investment to deliver.  
 
 

 

Strategy 4 goals and approaches 

The Goals are supported 
The approaches are supported subject to:  
Removing the words “economic” and “regional” from Approach (ii). 
Removing the words “Leverage existing” from Approach (iii) 
Deleting Approach (iv) as not delivering on the intent to protect and manage Native Vegetation 
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ROADMAP 

To achieve the intended outcomes, this policy identifies a roadmap of priorities and opportunities to be 
implemented primarily through State Government actions. These actions comprise a coordinated, whole-
of-government approach. 

10. Which roadmap actions are most important? 

You may answer as few or as many as are relevant. 
 

High 
priority 

Medium 
priority 

Low priority 

Regionally tailored objectives and priorities (Actions 1.1 - 1.3) 
☒   

Monitor and evaluate policy implementation (Action 1.4) 
☒   

Review of existing mechanisms for protecting native 
vegetation (Action 1.5) 

☒   

A focus on the Wheatbelt (Action 1.6 and 3.4) 
☒   

Transparency of decision-making (Actions 2.1 - 2.3) 
☒   

Systems to support decision-making and data sharing (Action 
2.4) 

☒   

Improve efficiency and clarity of the clearing permit process 
(Action 2.5) 

☒   

Native vegetation mapping and monitoring (Actions 3.1 to 3.3) 
☒   

Incentives and pricing for good stewardship (Action 4.1) 
☒   

Environmental offsets (Actions 4.1a) & 4.2) 
  ☒ 

Other (use textbox) 
☒   

If your response is in relation to a particular action(s), please include the action number(s). 

Please provide your answer in the text box below. 

My overarching comments about this section are 
The timelines proposed in this section are insufficient for delivering the task at hand and they do not 
portray the sense of urgency.  We believe the Stage 1 actions should be completed within 2 years; the 
Stage 2 actions completed in 2 -4 years and the Stage 3 actions completed in 4 – 6 years. 
 
The Roadmap (opportunities or actions) section is vague and repetitive and it is hard to see how they will 
deliver the purpose and intent expressed early in this consultation draft.  However, in summary form all 
the actions except one are deemed a high priority.  Environmental offsets is deemed a low priority and 
an action that does not support the Purpose of protecting native vegetation and achieving net gain. 
 






