Appendix J: Offset HQS tables Coastal Swamp Oak TEC



TABLE A5.1

START SCORE:

GREENRIDGE AU1 RE 12.1.1 REMNANT START QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC

8

[Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem

AU 1- RE 12.1.1 Remnant

Site Reference Site 836-837 Site 840-841 Site 962-963
Average % AU1 RE 12.1.1| AU2 RE 12.1.1 | AU3 RE 12.1.1 | AU4 RE12.3.20 | AUS RE 12.3.20 | AU6 RE 12.3.20
1211 Raw Data % Benchmark I Score Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark! Score benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant | Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant | Average/Final
Site Condition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 79.00| 73.00| 32.5 84.0( 74.0 225 60.8
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL bl 6.7 6671 50 50 100, 100, 72 Habitat Quallity Score (max) 100 10 10( 104 1 104 104
Native plant species richness - trees 4 4000 44 4004 1 1 100, | Assessment Unit area (ha) 14.20) 5.14 20 282 474 1244 868
Native plant species richness - shrubs 7000 54 500 1 2 200, Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 79 739 32 849 74 22 608}
Native plant species richness - grasses 4 2000 54 250 1 4 200, Size Weighting 1
Native plant species richness - forbs 266.7, 6 2004 1 o 300 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 7.90) 0.00 0.00| 0.00 0.00 0.00) 7.90)
Tree canopy height 12 15 1250, 124 100 1 13, 108.
Tree subcanopy height 1000, 44 57: [ 85:
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) a3 1 1158 84 84 1 o 100,
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 67 79! 1187 %01 1484 1 82 1234
Subcanopy cover 23 34 152 134 1 116 50.
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 49 a5 922 113 1 47 104
Shrub canopy cover 4 804 X 204 11 238,
Native grass cover 8 7 894 82 9.1 1 11 12!
Organic litter 23 4760 184 360 1 57, 1140,
Total large trees per hectare 9 16 174 24 2] 1 54 58;
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 36 17 472} 474 134 1 219, 60;
Non-native plant cover 0 1 20,
Site Condition Score. 61 61 62 610
MAX Site Condition Score 80 80 EY EY
[Site Context Value Score Value Score ‘Average Sco
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 7813, 7814 781,
Regrowth 10500 1054 1 105
Connectivity
Remnant % 954 91 31
Regrowth % [ 19.
Context
Remnant % 6871 62 49 601
Regrowth % 1 14 1 1 11
Site Context Score 19 19 16 180
MAX Site Context Score 20 20 20 20
[TotaT habitat quality score /100 80.00 80.00 78.00 79.00
MAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100 100



TABLE A5.2

GREENRIDGE AU1 RE 12.1.1 REMNANT WITHOUT OFFSET QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC

START SCORE: 7
[Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem AU - RE 12.1.1 Remnant
Site Reference Site 836-83/ Site 840-841 Site 962-963
Average % AUL RE 12.1.1 | AUZ RE 12.1.1 | AU3 RE 12.1.1 | AUA RE12.3.20 | AUS RE 12.3.20| AU6 RE 12.3.20
1211 Raw Data 9% Benchmark | Score Raw Data 9% Benchmark | Score Raw Data 9 Benchmark ! Score benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant |  Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant | Average/Final
Site Condition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 701 71.00) 295 72.5 74.0( 225 56.51
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 6671 667 E 504 50, 100 100 72 Habitat Quallity Score (max) 1 100] 1 1 10f 1 1
Native plant species richness - trees 4 400, d 4 400, 14 100 300 [Assessment Unit area (ha) 14.20 5.4 2209 28.2)) 474 1244 8683
Native plant species richness - shrubs 7 700, d 51 500, 24 4661 Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 iz 7.9 295 729 749 22 566
Native plant species richness - grasses 4 200 d 5 250, 4 2161 Size Weighting 1
Native plant species richness - forbs 266.7 d 6 200 o 255.4 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 7.00| 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 000 7.00)
Tree canopy height 12 151 125 E 12 100. 134 1111
Tree subcanopy height 7 100. d 4 s7. 6. 81
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 9 11 115, d 8 8 o 100
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 67 795 1187 d %, 148 824 130
Subcanopy cover 2 34 153 2 3 13/ 114 2.
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 4 4151 923 d 51 113; 474 1034
Shrub canopy cover 4 80 E 1 20, 114 238 112
Native grass cover & 7d 894 E 824 9%. 114 124 661
Organic litter 28 476! 18, 360, 574 11404 658.
Total large trees per hectare 9 16 174 d 24 2 54 58.1 26.1
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 36 170 472 2 47 13 219 604 404
Non-native plant cover o o 204 6
Site Condition Score ES ES 5 520
MAX Site Condition Score EY EY EY 80
[Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 781, 781, 7813
Regrowth 105 1 105 1 105
Connectivity
Remnant % 95 9. 72
Regrowth % E 19.1
Context
Remnant % 687 62. 491 601
Regrowth % 14 4 1 14 11
Site Context Score 19 19 16 180
MAX Site Context Score 20 20 20 20
| Total habitat quality score /100 73.00 73.00 75.00 70.00
MAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100 100



TABLE A5.3

GREENRIDGE AU1 RE 12.1.1 REMNANT WITH OFFSET QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC

START SCORE: 9
[Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem AU 1- RE 12.1.1 Remnant
m Site 836-83/ Site 840-841 Site 962-963
Average % AUL RE 12.1.1 | AUZ RE 12.1.1| AU3 RE 12.1.1 | AU4 RE12.3.20 | AU5 RE 12.3.20| AUG RE 12.3.20
12.1.1 Raw Data % Benchmark 1Score Raw Data % Benchmark {Score Raw Data % Benchmark | Score benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant | Remnant Regrowth Non-remnant | Average/Fina|
Site lition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 88.00| 89.0( 69.00] 915 88.0( 86. 85.24
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 66.7! 667! E 500 500 E 1000 1000 72 q Habitat Quallity Score (max) 100 1 1 1 1 1 10
Native plant species richness - trees 1 4 4000 E 40, 4000 E 10 1000, 3000 q  |Assessment Unit area (ha) 14.20) 5.4 2203 28.2)] 474 1249 868
Native plant species richness - shrubs 1 7 7000 E 50 5000 E 20} 2000, 466.7 Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 880 8 6 9.1 8 8 853
Native plant species richness - grasses 2 4 200,01 E 501 25001 9 40i 200.0i 2167 Size Weighting 1.00]
Native plant species richness - forbs 3 8 266.7} E 601 200,01 E LY 300.0 2556 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 8.80| 0.00) 0.00 0.00 0.00) 0.00) 8.80)
Tree canopy height 1] 15 1250, q 120 100.0; E 130 1083 1111 q
Tree subcanopy height 1 7 100.0! 40, 57.1 E 6 857 810
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 95 1! 1158, E 8 842 E 95 100.0! 100.0! q
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 67 795 1187, 9 99351 148.5| E 824] 1230 1300
Subcanopy cover 2 35| 152, E 30 130 E 11 504 262 q
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 4] 151 922i q 513 1139 E 47 104.4 10351
Shrub canopy cover q 4 800! E 10 200! E 119 2380 1127 q
Native grass cover 8| 76, 894! E 820} 9.5| E 11 129 663 q
Organic litter q 28| 4760 E 180 3600 E 57, 11400 658.7, q
Total large trees per hectare 9 16 174 10 20 22 10 54, 587 1 2.1 q
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 3 170 472 E 4701 131 E 2190 60; 404 q
Non-native plant cover 10 00! 10 20 1 671 1
Site Condition Score 75 75 73 700
[MAX Site Condition Score 80 80 8 80
[site Context Value Score Value Score Average | Average Score|
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 7813 7813 7813 7813
Regrowth 1050 10 1050 10 1050 10) 1050 10
| Connectivity
Remnant % 950 912 313 725
Regrowth % 5 5 192 2 192 4
Context
Remnant % 687 625 491 60.1
Regrowth % 10 4 10 4 13 4 11 4
Site Context Score 19 19 16 180
[MAX Site Context Score 20 20 20 20
Total habitat quality score /100 94.00 88.00
[MAX Habitat Quality Score 100




TABLE A5.4 GREENRIDGE AU2 RE 12.1.1 REGROWTH START QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC
START SCORE: 7
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem AU2 - RE 12.1.1 Regrowth
|Site Reference Site 844a-844b Site 956-957
Average % AU1RE 12.1.1( AU2 RE 12.1.1 | AU3 RE 12.1.1 | AU4 RE12.3.20 | AUS RE 12.3.20| AUG6 RE 12.3.20
1211 Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data % Benchmark Score benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth Non-remnant Remnant Regrowth Non-remnant | Average/Final|

Site Condition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 79.0 73.0 32.50) 84.0 74.00) 225 60.83)
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 100} 100.0} q 100 100.0! 100.0) Habitat Quallity Score (max) 1 1 100 1 b 1 b
Native plant species richness - trees 300.0, q 100. 2000, Assessment Unit area (ha) 14.20 5.4 22,03 28.22) 474 12.44 86.8:
Native plant species richness - shrubs 1 4 400.0 q 0g 2000 Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 7.90 730 3.25 844 7.40 22! 6.08
Native plant species richness - grasses 2 4 200.0} 9 3 100. 150.0) Size Weighting 1.00
Native plant species richness - forbs 3 7 2333 q 1 5333 383.3 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00] 7.30 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.30]
Tree canopy height 12 10 833 q 1 833 833
Tree subcanopy height 1 5 714 E 3 249 57.1
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 95 75, 789 q 65 684 737,
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 67] 775 115.7 q 825 123.1 119.4
Subcanopy cover 2 22 95.7 q 0 478
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 49 49.75 110.6 q 413 917 1011
Shrub canopy cover q 25, 500 q 0 25
Native grass cover &9 34 400, 1 1 214 306
Organic ltter q 24 480.0 E 8 1600.0 1040.0
Total large trees per hectare 92| 16 17.4 q 2 217 196
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 360 d 17 3 9 57
Non-native plant cover 2 1qf 15 1
Site Condition Score 59 a7 57
MAX Site Condition Score 80 80 80
Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score}
Size of patch (ha)

Remnant 883.3) 884.3 883.8

Regrowth 30 1qf 20 25 1
Connectivity

Remnant % 445 6d 252

Regrowth % 2
Context

Remnant % 605 28/ 44,

Regrowth % 10 4 34 22
Site Context Score 16 12 16
MAX Site Context Score 20 20 20
Total habitat quality score /100 75.00 59.00 73.00
MAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100




TABLE A5.5 GREENRIDGE AU2 RE 12.1.1 REGROWTH WITHOUT OFFSET QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC
START SCORE: 7
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem AU2 - RE 12.1.1 Regrowth
|m('erence Site 844a-844b Site 956-957
Average % AU1 RE 12.1.1 | AU2 RE AU3 RE 12.1.1 | AU4 RE12, AUS5 RE 12.3.20| AU6 RE 12.3.20
12.1.1 Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data % Benchmark Score benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth Non-remnant Remnant Regrowth Non-remnant Average/Final
Site Condition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 70.0( 71.0( 29.50| 72.5 74.0( 22.5( 56.54
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100| 1 100. E| 1 100. 100. E Habitat Quallity Score (max) 1 1 100] 104 1 1 104
Native plant species richness - trees 1 3 300.0: E| 1 100.0: 200.0i E | Assessment Unit area (ha) 14.2( 5.1¢ 22.03) 28.2: 4.7 12.4 86.87]
Native plant species richness - shrubs 1 4 400. ! 0 200, 1 Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 7. 7.1 2.95) 7.2 7.4 2.2! 5.6}
Native plant species richness - grasses 7 4 200 q 2 1000 1500 1 Size Weighting 14
Native plant species richness - forbs 3 7 233. ! 1 5333 3833 1 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00 7.10) 0.00 0.00 0.00) 0.00) 7.10]
Tree canopy height 12| « 833 ! « 83. 833 1
Tree subcanopy height 7 5 714 E 3 2.9 57.1 1
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 94| 75 789 q 65, 684 737 [
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 67] 775 1157 3 82.5 12314 119.4 4
cover 23 22 95.7 q 0 47. ]
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 4] 49.75 1106 q 4 917 1011 [
Shrub canopy cover g 23 504 3 0. 25
Native grass cover 85| 34 40! 1 1 2124 304
Organic litter E 24 480.0 3 8d 1600 1040.0¢ E
Total large trees per hectare 92| 16 174 19 2 217 196 1
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 360 d 17 EL 9.7 57 q
Non-native plant cover q 2 1 19 1
Site Condition Score 57 a7 55
MAX Site Condition Score 80 80 80
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score|
size of patch (ha)
Remnant 883. 884.3, 883
Regrowth EX) 10 20 25 1
Connectivity
Remnant % 449 60 252
Regrowth % 2 ]
Context
Remnant % 605 280 442
Regrowth % 14 4 34 22 4
Site Context Score 16 12 16
MAX Site Context Score 20 20 20
Total habitat quality score /100 73.00 59.00 71.00
MAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100




TABLE A5.6

GREENRIDGE AU2 RE 12.1.1 REGROWTH WITH OFFSET QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC

START SCORE: 9
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem AU2 - RE 12.1.1 Regrowth
|ml'erence Site 844a-844b Site 956-957
Average % AUL RE 12.1.1 AU2 RE 12.1.1 | AU3 RE 12.1.1 | AU4 RE12.3.20 | AU5 RE 12.3.20| AUG RE 12.3.20
| 12.1.1 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark  iScore benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant |  Remnant Regrowth Non-remnant | Average/Finall
Site Condition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 88.00 89.00| 69.00| 91.50| 88.00| 86.00) 85.25|
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 100 100.0) q 100 100.0 100.0 Habitat Quallity Score (max) 1 100 100 1 100 100 100)
Native plant species richness - trees 1 3 300.0 q 1 100.0 200.0} Assessment Unit area (ha) 142 5.16] 22,03 28.2 474 12.48 86.83)
Native plant species richness - shrubs 1 4 400.( E 0 200. Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 8.8 8.90] 6.9 9.1! 8. 8.60] 853
Native plant species richness - grasses F 4 200, q 2 100. 150, Size Weighting 100
Native plant species richness - forbs 3 7 2333 E 1¢ 533.3] 383.3] Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00 8.90 0.00) 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.90)
Tree canopy height 12 10} 833 q 1 833 833
Tree subcanopy height 1 E 714 q 229 57.1)
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) CE 75 789, q 63 684 737
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 67] 775 115.7 q 825 123 119.4
Subcanopy cover 23 22 957 q 0, 47.
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 43 49.75) 1106 q 413 917 101.14
Shrub canopy cover q 29 504 q q 0, 25/
Native grass cover 89| 34 404 3 1 212 308
Organic litter E 24 480. E 84 1600.0; 1040,
Total large trees per hectare 92| 16] 174 19 2 217} 196 1
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 360 [¢ 17 E EL 971 5.
Non-native plant cover q 2 1 1 19 1
Site Condition Score 73 73 73
MAX Site Condition Score 80 80 80
Site Context Value Score Value Score Average | Average Score]
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 883.3] 884.3] 883.9)
Regrowth 39 19 20 29 1
Connectivity
Remnant % 445 6 252
Regrowth % 2
Context
Remnant % 605 280 442
Regrowth % 1d 4 34 2.2
Site Context Score 16 12 16
IMAX Site Context Score 20 20 20
Total habitat quality score /100 89.00 85.00 89.00
MAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100




TABLE A5.7

GREENRIDGE AU3 RE 12.1.1 NON-REMNANT START QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC

START SCORE: 3
Iissessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem AU3 - RE 12.1.1 Non-remnant
Site Reference Benchmark Site 958-959 Site 970-971
Average % AU1L RE 12.1.1 | AU2 RE 12.1.1 | AU3 RE 12.1.1 | AU4 RE12.3.20 | AUS RE 12.3.20 | AU6 RE 12.3.20
1211 Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data 9% Benchmark iScore benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant | Average/Final
Site Condition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 79.00) 73.00) 32.50) 84.00) 74.00) 22.50) 60.83}
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100) 1001 10001 E 100 100.0 E 100.0 5| |Habitat Quallity Score (max) 1 100 100 100 1 1 1
Native plant species richness - trees 1 1 100.0! 1 100.0! d 100.0; Assessment Unit area (ha) 14.20) 5.6 2203 2822 474) 1248 86.83]
Native plant species richness - shrubs 1 1 100.0 E 0o} q 500] 25| |Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 7.90) 7.30 3.25) 84 7.40) 2.2 608
Native plant species richness - grasses E 1 500, 25| 3 150.0; d 100.0; 5| |size Weighting 1
Native plant species richness - forbs E 9 30001 q E 166.7 2333 E Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00) 0.00| 325 0.00| 0.00) 0.00 325
Tree canopy height 12 d 500, E 3 250, 3 375 3
Tree subcanopy height 1 2 286 E 00i q 143
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) EE| 4 221 15! 158 q 289!
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 67 00} 00} q 00,
Subcanopy cover b q 00} 00} q 00
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 45 [¢ 00! q 00! q 00! 9
Shrub canopy cover q q 00} q 00} q 00, 9
Native grass cover 85 a 00l 62| 73] q 361
Organic litter q 35, 700.0! E 358 716.0! E 708.0! 3
Total large trees per hectare 92 q ool ool q 00!
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 360) a 00l 00l q 00
Non-native plant cover q 60! 75! 67.5! q 67.5!
285 23 285
80 EY 80
Site Context Value Score Value Score Average ‘Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 00l 00|
Regrowth 00| q q 00| 9
Connectivity
Remnant % 00]
Regrowth % 390 E: 633! q 27 9
Context
Remnant % 3151 33,051 323
Regrowth % 33| 4 737! 4 55! 4
Site Context Score 6 4 4
MAX Site Context Score 20 20 20
Total habitat quality score /100 3450 27.00 3250
MAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100




TABLE A5.8

GREENRIDGE AU3 RE 12.1.1 NON-REMNANT WITHOUT OFFSET QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC

START SCORE: 3
Iissessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem AUS3 - RE 12.1.1 Non-remnant
Site Reference Site 958-959 Site 970-971
Average % AU1RE12.1.1 | AU2 RE 12.1.1 | AU3 RE 12.1.1 | AU4 RE12.3.20 | AUS RE 12.3.20| AU RE 12.3.20
12.1.1 Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data % Benchmark  IScore benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth [ Non-remnant Remnant Regrowth Non-remnant | Average/Final
[Site Condition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 70.0 71.00) 2950 72.50] 74.00 225 56.5¢
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 109 100} 100.0 ! 100} 100.0 100.0 E Habitat Quallity Score (max) 100 100 100 100) 1 1 1
Native plant species richness - trees 1 100.0; E| 1 100.0; 100.0 E Assessment Unit area (ha) 14.20| 5.16] 22.03| 28.22| 474 12.4¢ 86.8:
Native plant species richness - shrubs ! 100.0 k! 00! 500} 25| Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 7. 7.10) 2,95 7.2 7.40] 22 5.66}
Native plant species richness - grasses 1 500 25| 3 150.0 100.0 5| Size Weighting 1.00
Native plant species richness - forbs e 300.0) E| B 166.7] 233.3] E Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00| 0.00] 2.95] 0.00| 0.00 0.00| 2.95|
Tree canopy height 1 [: 5001 3 250 375
Tree subcanopy height 1 2 286, 00, 143
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) LE 4 224 q 15| 158 289 q
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 67 d 0 00! 00
Subcanopy cover 2 d o 00, 00
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 2y [¢ oo q d 00, 00
Shrub canopy cover d 0 00! 00
Native grass cover 89 q o9 62} 734 36,
Organic litter 35 700.0 358 716.0 708.0
Total large trees per hectare 92| d 00 [ 00! 00
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 36 q o9 q 00, 00
Non-native plant cover 60 751 675
Site Condition Score 255 23 255
MAX Site Condition Score 80 80 80
[Site Context Value Score Value Score ‘Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant o9 q 00
Regrowth 0 00
Connectivity
Remnant % q 00
Regrowth % 390 2 633 27
Context
Remnant % 315, 33.05 323
Regrowth % 33 4 771 551 4
Site Context Score 6 4 4
IMAX Site Context Score 20 20 20
Total habitat quality score /100 3150 27.00 29.50
MAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100




TABLE A5.9 GREENRIDGE AU3 RE 12.1.1 NON-REMNANT WITH OFFSET QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC
START SCORE: 7
[ Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem ‘AU3 - RE 12.1.1 Non-remnant
|S_ite Reference Site 958-959 Site 970-971
Average % AUIRE121.1 [ AU2RE12.1.1 | AUBRE121.1 | AU4RE123.20 | AU5RE12.3.20 | AU6 RE12.3.20
12.1.1 Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data % Benchmark  !Score benchmark Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth Non-remnant Remnant Regrowth Non-remnant | Average/Final
Site Condition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 88.00| 89.00} 69.00| 91.50| 88.00| 86.00| 85.25|
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100] 100} 100.0; 5 100] 100.0j E 100.0} E Habitat Quallity Score (max) 100| 100| 100| 100| 100| 100] 100}
Native plant species richness - trees 1 1 100.0 5 1 100.01 E 100.0 E Assessment Unit area (ha) 14.20| 5.16| 22.03| 18-24 4.74) 12.48) 86.83]
Native plant species richness - shrubs 1 1 100.0 E o 00! E 500! 3 Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 8.0 8.90) 6.90) 9.15| 8.80) 860 853
Native plant species richness - grasses 2| 1 50.01 £ 3 150,01 E 100.0} E Size Weighting 1.00
Native plant species richness - forbs 3 9 3000 E B 166.7 E 2333} E Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00 0.00 690 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.90
[ Tree canopy height 12 ¢! 50.0} 5 3] 25,0} E 37.5) E
Tree subcanopy height 7] 2 286, E o) 0.0; 3 143; 3
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 95| 4 4211 5 15 1538 3 28.9i E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 67, a 00, 5| o 00| g 00| E
Subcanopy cover 23 00, 5| [v 0.0, E 00; E
[ Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 45 o 0.0! 5 0 0.0! E 00! E
Shrub canopy cover 5| 00i E [ E 00! E
Native grass cover 85 00! 5| 62, 73! E 36! E
Organiclitter 5| 35 700.0 5| 358 716.0, E 708.0, E
[Total large trees per hectare 9 00! 5| o 00! E 00! E
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 360) 00| E o [ E 00! E
Non-native plant cover 0 60} E 75! 5 675 E
Site Condition Score 65 63 65.0
IMAX Site Condition Score 80 80 80
[Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
size of patch (ha)
Remnant 00 0 00
Regrowth 00 0 0 00 0
Connectivity
Remnant % 00
Regrowth % 390 2 633 27 0
Context
Remnant % 315 33.05 323
Regrowth % 33 4 77 4 55 4
Site Context Score 6 4 4
MAX Site Context Score 20 20 20
[ Total habitat quality score /100 71.00 67.00 69.00
IMAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100




TABLE A5.10

GREENRIDGE AU4 RE 12.3.20 REMNANT START QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC

START SCORE: 8
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem 'AUA - RE 12.3.20 Remnant
Site Reference Site 931-932 Site 964-965 Site 966-967
Average% AU1 RE 12.1.1| AU2 RE 12.1.1| AU3 RE 12.1.1 | AU RE12.3.20 | AUS RE 12.3.20| AUS RE 12.3.20
123.20 Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data % Benchmark 1Score benchmark 1 Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant Remnant Regrowth Non-remnant | Average/Finaj

Site Condition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 79.0( 73.0( 32.5 84.0( 74.0( 22.5( 60.8
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 500 100, 100 1 1 83. Habitat Quallity Score (max) 10q 104 1 1 10( 10 10
Native plant species richness - trees 1 754 2. E 50, 24 175 100. Assessment Unit area (ha) 14 514 220 282 474 1244 86.8
Native plant species richness - shrubs 1 25, 2! E 50, 29 1 58. 2 Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 799 739 325 849 744 22 608
Native plant species richness - grasses 150.0! 1 50, 29 200 1333 Size Weighting 1
Native plant species richness - forbs, 4 50 24 [ 754 29 624 624 2 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00| 0.00| 0.00] 8.40) 0.00| 0.00} 840
Tree canopy height 14 18 1125 15 934 2 156.25| 1208
Tree subcanopy height 62 E: 100. 1 1875 1167
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 12 119 95 115 9538 2 166.7 1194
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 7 999 142.1! 73 105.1} 83 1186 122
Subcanopy cover 2 19 75, d 404 34 17 729
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 4 505 1122 q 408 %07 584 1300 1119
Shrub canopy cover 15 05 3 i 467 1 7 411
Native grass cover 2 16.2 81 310 155.( 618 309 18171
Organic litter 3q 47 156.7] 3 126.7 3 100 127
Total large trees per hectare 16 124 752 1 13(] 78, 1 B 352 63 1
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 894 264 292 3150, 354 169 189 274
Non-native plant cover 1 ¢ 1 24 1
Site Condition Score 555 0 595 650
MAX Site Condition Score 20 EY EY 20
Site Context Value Score Value Score Value Score Average | Average Score
Size of patch (ha)

Remnant 7813 7813 7813 7813

Regrowth 105.0) 1 105 1 105 105 1
Connectivity

Remnant % %94 %94 682 89,

Regrowth % 4d
Context

Remnant % 5221 521 687 57

Regrowth % 29 1 2 1 2
Site Context Score 19 19 18 190
MAX Site Context Score 20 20 20 20
Total habitat quality score /100 7450 79.00 77.50 82,00
MAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100 100




TABLE A5.11 GREENRIDGE AU4 RE 12.3.20 REMNANT WITHOUT OFFSET QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC
START SCORE: 7
[Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem 'AU3 - RE 12.1.1 Non-remnant AUA - RE 12.3.20 Remnant
[Site Reference [Benchmark Site 958-959 |Benchmark NEnEE LT TR LLTEETLT
Average % AULRE 1211 | AUZ RE 12.1.1 | AU3 RE 12.1.1 | AU4 RE123.20 | AUS RE 123.20 | AUG RE 12320
1211 Raw Data 12320 Raw Data 5% Benchmark _|score Raw Data % Benchmark _|score Raw Data % Benchmark _|score benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) nt | Regrowth | Non-remnant | Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant | Average/Final
[Site Condition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 70. 7100 2. 7250 74.00] 22.50] 56.5
[Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 bl 1 50 500| E 100 1000) E 100] 100) 833 Habitat Quallity Score (max) 1 1 100 100
Native plant species richness - trees 4 750 2| E 500 25 1 175 1000  Assessment Unit area (ha) 14200 5.4 2203 282) 47| 1243 8683
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 250 25| 2 500| 23| 4 100 583 25 Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 7 7 29 7.2 740 225 566
Native plant species richness - grasses E E 1500 23| 500 23| 4 20 25 1333 24 Size Weighting 1
Native plant species richness - forbs 4 s00) q 70| 25 E 62| 25 62! 24 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 000 000 0.00| 725| 000 0.00) 7.25]
Tree canopy height 1 16 18] 1125 El 15 935 25 156.25| 1208
Tree subcanopy height 7 625 E 1000) 15 1875 116.7]
[Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 95 4 e 115 95| E 115 EX E ) 1667 1194
Tree canopy cover (EDL) & m 995 1421 o 786 105.1] El 1186 1220
subcanopy cover 23 2 13| 75| Bl 400| 3 17 725
[Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 4| | 505 1122 E 408| 07| 585 1300) 1110
[Shrub canopy cover 15 o5 33| q 7 467 1] 73 a1
Native grass cover 85| 2 162 810) 3 310) 1550 614 30| 1817
Organic litter 3 a7 1567 3 34| 1267 3 30 100 127
Total large trees per hectare 2| 165| 124 752 10| 130 788| 10| 58| 352 10 63, Bl
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 360} 8%0) 260 292 2 315.0 354 2 165| 185| 27.9|
Non-native plant cover & 1 £ E El 2 q
Site Condition score 35 51 58 55
[Max site Condition score 20 2 2 2
Site Context Value [Score [Value Score Value Score Average | Average Score
size of patch (ha)
Remnant 7813 7813 7813 7813
Regrowth 1050 10 1050 1 1050 10 1050 10
[Connectivity
Remnant % 994 94 632 890
Regrowth % 5 5 a0 4 5
context
Remnant % 522 522 687 577
Regrowth % 29 4 29 4 10 4 23 4
site Context Score 1 19 18 190
[MAX site Context Score £ 2 2 2
[Total habitat quality score /100 6250 70.00 76.00 7250
[MAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100 100




TABLE A5.12

GREENRIDGE AU4 RE 12.3.20 REMNANT WITH OFFSET QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC

START SCORE: 9
[Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem AU - RE 12.3.20 Remnant
ite Reference Benchmark Site 931932 Site 964-965 Site 966-967
Average % AUTRE 12.1.1 | AUZ RE 12.1.1 | AU3 RE 12.1.1 | AU4 RE12.3.20 | AU5 RE 123.20| AUG RE 12.3.20
12.3.20 Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data 9% Benchmark Score Raw Data % Benchmark _|Score benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant [  Remnant Regrowth | Non-emnant | Average/Fina|

Site Condition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 88.00| 89.0( 69.00) 91.5 88.0( 6. 85.24
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 50 500 q 1 100,01 100 1 833 Habitat Quallity Score (max) 10 10q 100 10q 10( 1 104
Native plant species richness - trees 4 7501 25 2 500] 25 7 175 100 | Assessment Unit area (ha) 1429 514 22,09 28.2)) 474 1249 868
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 1 250 25 2 500, 25| 4 1 583] 2! Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 850 8.9 X 919 8.0 86 853
Native plant species richness - grasses 2 1500, 9 1 500} 9 4 2 1333 Size Weighting 100
Native plant species richness - forbs. E 4 50.01 25 75.00 25| 6251 6251 9 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00) 0.00) 0.00 9.15] 0.00) 0.00) 9.15]
[Tree canopy height 16 18 1125 9 15 93] k! 25 156.251 1208
Tree subcanopy height g E 625 q g 100.0! 15 187.5 1167
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1 115 958 q 115 958 E X 166.7 119.4] E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 7| 995, 1421, E 738 1051 E 83 1186, 1220 E
Subcanopy cover 20 15, 75 2 E 400} q 34 170} 725, E
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 43| 505, 1122 E 408 907, E! 585 1300 111.0) E
Shrub canopy cover 15 05! 33 3 7 467 5 11 733 a1 E
Native grass cover 29| 162 810! ! 310 155.0, 618 309 1817
Organic litter 30| 7| 156.7 38] 1267 E 30 100} 127.8 E
Total large trees per hectare 165 124 752 1 13 788| 19 58 352 BT 630 19
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890 260 292 q 3150 3541 5 165 1851 277 E
Non-native plant cover q 1 1 d 10 E 1 201 19
Site Condition Score 655 675 75 725
[MAX Site Condition Score 80 80 80 80
[Site Context Value Score Value Score Value Score ‘Average ‘Average Score
Size of patch (ha)

Remnant 7813 7813 7813 7813

Regrowth 105.0 10| 105.0 10 105.0 10] 105.0 10|
[ Connectivity

Remnant % %4 94 682 890

Regrowth % 5 5| 40 4 5|
Context

Remnant % 522 522 687 57.7

Regrowth % 29 4 29 4 10 4 23 4
Site Context Score 19 19 18 190
MAX Site Context Score 20 20 20 20
[ Total habitat quality score /100 84.50 86.50 93.00 91.50
[MAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100 100




TABLE A5.13

START SCORE:

GREENRIDGE AU5 RE 12.3.20 REGROWTH START QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC

7

'AUS - RE 12.3.20 Regrowth

Iissessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem

Site Reference Site 974-975 Site 923-924
Average % AU1RE 12.1.1 [ AU2 RE 12.1.1 | AU3 RE 12.1.1 | AU4 RE12.3.20 | AUS RE 12.3.20 | AU RE 12.3.20
123.20 Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data 9% Benchmark  IScore benchmark 1 Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant Remnant Regrowth Non-remnant | Average/Final
Site Condition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 79.00 73.00] 32.50] 84.00] 74.00) 2250 60.83
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100} 1001 10001 E! 100, 100,01 E 100.0 5| |Habitat Quallity Score (max) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Native plant species richness - trees 4 200.0 E 4 100.0 150.0 5| |Assessment Unit area (ha) 14.20 5.16| 22.03| 28.2)) 474 1243 86.83|
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 4 100.0, E! E 125.0, 1125 5| |Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 7.9 7.30) 3.25| 8.4 7.40 225 6.08]
Native plant species richness - grasses 2 s 250.0 E 3 150,01 E 200.0! sl |size weighting 1.00
Native plant species richness - forbs. 1 125.0} 7 87.5} 25| 106.3! Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00| 0.00| 0.00 0.00| 7.40 0.00| 7.40)
Tree canopy height 16 13 68| 3 6 375 E 531 3
Tree subcanopy height q 7 875 E! 3 375 E 6251 3
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 12 d 750} E 45! 375 563! 3
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 7 57 814) E 445, 636) E 725] E
Subcanopy cover 2 22 1100 35! 175 k| 633!
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 43 395 878] E! 24 533 E 706} E
Shrub canopy cover 15 55 367 3 2 133, 250] 3
Native grass cover 20 921 460 1 37 185.0 1155 5
Organic litter 39 852! 284.0 3 14 6.7, 1653 E
Total large trees per hectare 165 48 10 6.1 o 551
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890 o 00! q 00! q 00 q
Non-native plant cover sl 10 E 75!
Site Condition Score 52 515 560
MAX Site Condition Score 80 80 80
[Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
size of patch (ha)
Remnant 654.84 3274
Regrowth 335 10 1.09, q 17.27 10
Connectivity
Remnant % 79.87 205 54.69
Regrowth % a E E 00 4
Context
Remnant % 5265 39.82 26.241
Regrowth % 911 4 985 4 948! 4
Site Context Score 19 6 18
MAX Site Context Score 20 20 20
Total habitat quality score /100 71.00 57.50 74.00
MAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100




TABLE A5.14

GREENRIDGE AU5 RE 12.3.20 REGROWTH WITHOUT OFFSET QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC

START SCORE: 7
Iissessmen( Unit - Regional Ecosystem AUS - RE 12.3.20 Regrowth
Site Reference Benchmark Site 974-975 Site 923-924
Average % AULRE 12.1.1 | AU2 RE 12.1.1 | AU3 RE 12.1.1 | AU4 RE12.3.20 | AUS RE 12.3.20 | AUG RE 12.3.20
12.3.20 Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data % Benchmark  !Score benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant [  Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant | Average/Final
[Site Condition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 70.00) 71.00) 29.50) 72.50) 74.00) 225 56.5¢
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 109 100 1000} q 100 100.0! 100.0 E Habitat Quallity Score (max) 100 100 100 100 1 1 1
Native plant species richness - trees 1 E: 2000} q 4 100.0} q 1500 E Assessment Unit area (ha) 1420 5.16| 22.03| 28.22| a4 124 86.8
Native plant species richness - shrubs q 4 10001 q E 125.01 11254 E Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 7 7.10) 2,95 7.2 7.40] 2.2 5.66}
Native plant species richness - grasses E: 250.0] q 3 150,01 20001 E Size Weighting 1
Native plant species richness - forbs 10 125.0} q 7 875 25 106.3| E Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.0 0.00 0.00| 0.00| 7.40) 0.00) 7.40)
Tree canopy height 14 11 688 q o 3751 531, E
Tree subcanopy height 7 875 q 3 375! 625! 3
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 12 [ 754 q 45| 375| 563, E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 7 57 814 q 5 6361 725! E
Subcanopy cover 20 22 1100 q 35} 175! 1 638 E
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 45 395, 878 q 2| 533} q 706 E
Shrub canopy cover 1 55 3674 E 2 133 250 3
Native grass cover 20 92| 60 1 37! 185.0! q 1155 E
Organic litter 3 852 284.0) 14 467 165.3; E
Total large trees per hectare 165 & 48 E| 101 6.11 E 551 E
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 89 d 0o o 00! 00,
Non-native plant cover 5 10, 3 75| 3
Site Condition Score 50 295 560
MAX Site Condition Score 80 80 80
Site Context Value Score Value Score Average ‘Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 654.84 3274
Regrowth 335) 10 1.09) 17.27, 10f
Connectivity
Remnant % 7987 295! 54.609)
Regrowth % q q d E 00, 4
Context
Remnant % 52.65| 39.82! 4624
Regrowth % 911 4q 985 q 9.48 4
Site Context Score 19 6 18
MAX Site Context Score 20 20 20
Total habitat quality score /100 69.00 55.50 74.00
MAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100




TABLE A5.15

GREENRIDGE AUS RE 12.3.20 REGROWTH WITH OFFSET QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC

START SCORE: 9
‘Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem AUS - RE 12.3.20 Regrowth
|W'erence Site 974975 Site 923-924
Average % AUIRE12.1.1 | AUZRE12.1.1 | AUSRE12.1.1 | AU4 RE12.3.20 | AUS RE 12.3.20 | AU6 RE 12.3.20
12.3.20 Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data % Benchmark Score benchmark Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth Non-remnant Remnant Regrowth Non-remnant | Average/Finall

Site Condition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 88.00| 89.00} 69.00| 91.50| 88.00| 86.00| 85.25|
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 1 100.0! q 1 100, 100. Habitat Quallity Score (max) 100) 100) 100 100) 100 100) 100)
Native plant species richness - trees 4 E: 200.0 q 4 100.0 150.0) Assessment Unit area (ha) 14.20) 5.16 22,03 28.22| 474) 12.48| 86.83
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 4 100.0 q E 1250 1129 Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 880 890 6.90) 9.15| 8.80) 860 853
Native plant species richness - grasses 2 E 250.0 q 3 150.0 200.0 Size Weighting 1.00)
Native plant species richness - forbs q 1 125.01 q 7 875 106.3 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00| 0.00 0.00| 0.00 8.80) 0.00| 880
Tree canopy height 16| 11 68.8 q [: 378 53.1
Tree subcanopy height q 7 87 q 3 379 629
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 12| 9 75.0 E| 451 375 56.3
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 70) 57! 814 q 445! 634 725,
Subcanopy cover 20| 22 110.0 q 35 175 634
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 29 395 87. q 24 533 708
Shrub canopy cover 15| 55 36.7) q 2 133 254
Native grass cover 20| 921 6. q 371 185. 1155
Organic litter 30| 852 284.0! q 14 467 165.3
Total large trees per hectare 165| E: 48 9 1 6.1 55
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890| a 00 q a 00 00
Non-native plant cover E 1 1 79 1
Site Condition Score 70 68 700
MAX Site Condition Score 80 80 80
Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)

Remnant 654.84 3274

Regrowth 335 1 109 17.27 1
Connectivity

Remnant % 79.87) 299 54.69)

Regrowth % q q 0a
Context

Remnant % 52,651 39.82) 46.24)

Regrowth % 9.1 4 9.8 9.4
Site Context Score 19 6 18
MAX Site Context Score 20 20 20
| Total habitat quality score /100 89.00 74.00 88.00
MAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100




TABLE A5.16

GREENRIDGE AU6 RE 12.3.20 NON-REMNANT START QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC

START SCORE: 2
Iissessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem 'AUG - RE 12.3.20 Non-remnant
Site Reference Benchmark Site 972-973 Site 960-961
Average % AU1L RE 12.1.1 | AU2 RE 12.1.1 | AU3 RE 12.1.1 | AU4 RE12.3.20 | AUS RE 12.3.20 | AU6 RE 12.3.20
12.3.20 Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data 9% Benchmark iScore benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant | Average/Final
Site Condition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 79.00) 73.00) 32.50) 84.00) 74.00) 22.50) 60.83}
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100) a 00 q 100 100.0 E 500 3 |Habitat Quallity Score (max) 1 100 100 100 1 1 1
Native plant species richness - trees 4 00} 1 250 25 125! Assessment Unit area (ha) 14.20) 5.6 2203 2822 474) 1248 86.83]
Native plant species richness - shrubs q q 00| q 2 500, 25 250 25| |Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 7.90) 7.30 3.25) 84 7.40) 2.2 608
Native plant species richness - grasses E q 00} q 1 500, 25 250 25| |size weighting 1
Native plant species richness - forbs q 3 375! 25| E 625! 25 500 25| Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00) 0.00| 0.0 0.00| 0.00) 2.25 2.25]
Tree canopy height 16 q [ E: 500, 3 250 3
Tree subcanopy height q a 00i 2 250 3 1251
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 12| 00! E 417 3 208!
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 70 00} 1254 179) 2 89,
Subcanopy cover 20 q 00} 00} q 00
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 45 [¢ 00! q 6.25! 139! 2 69! 9
Shrub canopy cover 1 q 00} q 1 67, q 33 9
Native grass cover 20 a 00l 19 9501 d 475 1
Organic litter 30) 208 693! E 2 66.7! 680 E
Total large trees per hectare 165 q ool 15 00!
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890} a 00l 00l q 00
Non-native plant cover q 95| 95| 00 q 950
75 3 165
80 EY 80
Site Context Value Score Value Score Average ‘Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant d 00|
Regrowth d q q 00| 9
Connectivity
Remnant % 28121 28121 281
Regrowth % 205! E: 205! 2 205 2
Context
Remnant % 3351 64,051 488
Regrowth % 8.94! 4 567! 4 73 4
Site Context Score 6 6 6
MAX Site Context Score 20 20 20
Total habitat quality score /100 13.50 51.00 22550
MAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100




TABLE A5.17

GREENRIDGE AU6 RE 12.3.20 NON-REMNANT WITHOUT OFFSET QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC

START SCORE: 2
Iissessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem AU6 - RE 12.3.20 Non-remnant
Site Reference Site 972-973 Site 960-961
Average % AU1RE12.1.1 | AU2 RE 12.1.1 | AU3 RE 12.1.1 | AU4 RE12.3.20 | AUS RE 12.3.20| AU RE 12.3.20
123.20 Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data % Benchmark  IScore benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth [ Non-remnant Remnant Regrowth Non-remnant | Average/Final
[Site Condition Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 70.0 71.00) 2950 72.50] 74.00 225 56.5¢
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 109 d 0o 100} 100.0 500} 3 Habitat Quallity Score (max) 100 100 100 100 1 1 1
Native plant species richness - trees 4 [& 00 1 25.04 25 125 Assessment Unit area (ha) 14.20| 5.16] 22.03| 28.22| 474 12.4¢ 86.8:
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 d 0 2 500 2! 250} 25| Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 7. 7.10) 2,95 7.2 7.40] 22 5.66}
Native plant species richness - grasses q 0 1 500 2 250 25| Size Weighting 104
Native plant species richness - forbs 3 37.5) 25| E 62.5i 50.01 25| Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00| 0.00] 0.00| 0.00| 0.00 2.25 2.25|
Tree canopy height 16 d oo g 500 250} 3
Tree subcanopy height d 0o 2 250 125
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1 d 0 5| 417 208]
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 70 d 0 125 179 89
Subcanopy cover 20 d o 00, 00
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 2y [¢ oo q 625 139 2 69,
Shrub canopy cover 15 d 0 1 67! 33|
Native grass cover 20 q o9 19, 950} E 75| 1
Organic litter 3 208 693 ! 20 66.7 680} E
Total large trees per hectare 16! d 00 [ 00! 00
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890 q o9 q 00, 00
Non-native plant cover 95 95} 00, 95.0;
Site Condition Score 75 30 165
MAX Site Condition Score 80 80 80
[Site Context Value Score Value Score ‘Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant q q 00
Regrowth 00
Connectivity
Remnant % 28.12) 28.12 281
Regrowth % 205 2 205 205 2
Context
Remnant % 335, 64.05 433|
Regrowth % 894 4 567 4 73; 4
Site Context Score 6 6 6
IMAX Site Context Score 20 20 20
Total habitat quality score /100 1350 36.00 2250
MAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100




TABLE A5.18 GREENRIDGE AU6 RE 12.3.20 NON-REMNANT WITH OFFSET QUALITY FOR COASTAL SWAMP OAK TEC
START SCORE: 9
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem AUG - RE 12.3.20 Non-remnant
|mrence Site 972973 Site 960-961
Average % AULRE12.1.1 | AUZRE12.1.1 | AUSRE12.1.1 | AU4 RE12.3.20 | AUS RE 12.3.20| AUG RE 12.3.20
12.3.20 Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data % Benchmark | Score benchmark Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) Remnant Regrowth Non-remnant Remnant Regrowth Non-remnant | Average/Final|
Habitat Quality Score (measured /100) 88.00 89.00 69.00| 91.50| 83.00| 86.00} 85.25
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 o q 1 100, 50, Habitat Quallity Score (max) 100) 100 100] 100 100] 100 100)
Native plant species richness - trees 4 q 00 q 1 250 125 Assessment Unit area (ha) 14.20| 5.16| 22.03| 2822 474 1248 86.83)
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 q 00 q 2 50. 250 Assessment Unit Habitat Quality Score /10 880 890) 6.90) 9.15] 8.80 8.60) 853
Native plant species richness - grasses | q g E 1 500 254 Size Weighting 100
Native plant species richness - forbs q 375 q E 625 50, Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 860 860
Tree canopy height 16 G 00 q g 50, 25
Tree subcanopy height q d 00 q 2 25 124
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1) d 0g q L a7 208
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 70 q og q 125 179 89
Subcanopy cover 20 q 00 q od [oXe
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 45| d 00! q 625 139 69
Shrub canopy cover 15 [ q 1 67 EE
Native grass cover 20 q 00 q 19 95, 475
Organic litter 30 208 693 q 20 66.7 684
Total large trees per hectare 165| [ o [
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 290 o o o
Non-native plant cover q 95 1 95! og 95.0} 1
Site Condition Score 70 70 700
MAX Site Condition Score 80 80 80
[Site Context Value Score Value Score Average ‘Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 1975, 654.84 337.3]
Regrowth 22.02 2 34,02 280 1
Connectivity
Remnant % 28.12 28.12) 281
Regrowth % 205 2 205, 205
Context
Remnant % 335 64.05 488
Regrowth % 894 4 567 7:
Site Context Score 8 16 16
MAX Site Context Score 20 20 20
78.00 86.00 86.00
MAX Habitat Quality Score 100 100 100




Appendix K: Offset HQS tables Koala habitat



TABLE A6.1

TABOOBA AU1 RE 12.8.16 REMNANT START QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 8
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AU 1 - RE12.8.16 Remnant TaboobaAU1 | T2POOPAAUZ | o baAUS | TaboobaAus | T2POOBAAUS | o idgeAU | Greenridge | GreenridgeAUS
e ea— e oS v RE12.8.16 ::‘1’::;: RE12.8.16 Young | RE128.14 :;Z'::: RE12320 |AUSRE123.20 | RE12.3.20Non- |Average/ Final
12816 Raw Data % Benchmark [ Score Raw Data % Benchmarkill[Score benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) ey Regrowth [zl Crs Regrowth R e WD
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 2.0q 1.83) 1.63] 2.19| 2.0 2.24| 1.98] 053] 181
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 104 100 1000 1000 1000 1000, 4 [site context score (out of 3) 204 17 182 201 196 161 238 161} 188
Native plant species richness - trees 857 29 6 857 857, 2 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 371 229 034 371 257] 371 257 171} 249
Native plant species richness - shrubs 12856 10 1229 1351 d  [Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 783 590 431 791 654 756 694 385 614
Native plant species richness - grasses 19 1429 161 2286 185,71 d  |Assessment Unit area (ha) 404 145.07) 48] 5062) 194 2822 474 1248 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs 2 3 10691 34, 117 11241 d  [Total offsetarea (ha) for this MNES 35869
Tree canopy height 0 19 75 18, 90, 825 q  [size weighting 100 00 0.0 0.0 00| 000 000) 000)
Tree subcanopy height 1000 10, 1250 1125 q Weighted Habitat Quality Score 783 000 000 000 0.00| 00 00 00 783
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 14 1s 821 14 10001 911} q
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 4 4] 1076 83, 2024 155.0
Subcanopy cover 17 179 1029 1 59 5441 q
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 9 304 1062 2 1448 1255 q
Shrub canopy cover 4 o o o od
Native grass cover a3 2 489 2724 604 547 E
Organic litter 2 34 1621 62 20 229
Number of large trees/ha 3 bt 30 14 424 364
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 334 18 54 1700 506 280) E
Non-native plant cover ad 19 15 275 E
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala Bt ft
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala 19 bt
Site Condition Score 75 735 685
MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 215 221 206
'Wn Value TScore Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200 pt >200 >200 .
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 97.73 97.73 97.73
Dispersal habitat 227, 227, 227,
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 86.26 87.48 86.87
Dispersal habitat 13.74 15.521 14.631 9
Ecological Corridors
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
Absence of threats bt
Species mobility capacity pt bt
Site Context Score 38 39 385
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 204 209 206
Tabooba AU 1- REIZ.8.16 remnant
AU Koala density Site 472-473 Site 474-475 AEEESED
[Species Stocking Rate (5SR] 025 Score Score
P or adjacent to site property with
connesting habitat)
pt bt
Species usage of the sie (habital type & evidenced Usage) 19 1
Approximate density (per ha) 02 3 3
Rolefimportance of species population on site” 1 1
Total SRR score (out of 70) 65 65 6
Max SRR Scor 70 70 7
SRR Score (out of 4 371 371 371




TABLE A6.2

TABOOBA AU1RE 12.8.16 REMNANT WITHOUT OFFSET QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 8
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AU 1 - RE12.8.16 Remnant il || Eestay ey | ety |Eietin D
AuL RE12.8.16 RE12.8.16 Aua RE12.8.14 AU4 AU AUG Average/
Site Reference Site 472-473 Site 474-475 Average% | Ayerage Score RE12.8.16 [ Advanced Young RE12.8.14 | Advanced | RE12.3.20 RE123.20 | RE123.20 Final
12.8.16 Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data % Benchmark Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) | remnant Regrowth Regrowth Remnant | Regrowth Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 2.21 1.47| 0.60) 219 1.55| 2.19| 1.98] 0.53] 159
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100) 100 100.0; E 100.0; 100.0; 100.0; E Site Context Score (out of 3) 2.04) 1.74 1.79| 1.98 1.90 161 233 161 1.85
Native plant species richness - trees 7 4 85.7 2.5 60l 85.7) 2 85.7) 25 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 371 2.29) 0.6 EX 257 371 257, 1.71] 2.49
Native plant species richness - shrubs 7 9 128.6! El 10.0; 142.9; 135.7; E Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 7.96 5.50 325 7.89 6.02 7.51 688 3.85 584
Native plant species richness - grasses 7 1 142.9] E 16.0, 228.6] 185.7] E Assessment Unit area (ha) 498 145.02| 431 50.62| 19,8 28.22| 474 1248 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs 29 31 106.9; E 340 117.2 112.1 E Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 358.69
Tree canopy height 20 15 750, E 18.0; 90.0 825, E Size Weighting 1.00 [ 0.00| 0.00 0.0 o 0.00 [
Tree subcanopy height g g 100.0; E 100; 125.0; 112.5; E Weighted Habitat Quality Score 7.96 0.00 0.00| 0.00| 0.00 00 00 00 7.96|
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 14 115 82.1 E 14.0 100.0 5 911} E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 41 4.1, 107.6! E 830! 202.4i 155.0 9
Subcanopy cover 17] 175! 102.9 £ 10} 5.9 54.4 E
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 29) 308 106.2 E 4201 144.8; 1255 E
Shrub canopy cover 4 00 00 00 X
Native grass cover 45| 22! 489 1 272! 604! 54.7 3
Organic litter 21 34 16.2] 3 62| 295 229 3
Number of large trees (ha) 33| 10 303! 10 14,0 224 1 36.4 19
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 33¢] 18 5.4 q 1700 5061 280 2
Non-native plant cover q 40! E 150! 279 3
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala 10| 1 19
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala 10| 1 19
Site Condition Score 69.5 785 735
MAXSite Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 2.09 2.36 221
[Site Context Value Score Value Score Average ‘Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200 1 >200 1q|>200 1
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 97.7 97.7 97.7,
Dispersal habitat 2.3 E| 23| 23| E
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 86.3 87.5 86.91
Dispersal habitat 13.7) E 15.5! 14,6 E
Ecological Corridors
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 1 1
Absence of threats 7 E
Species mobility capacity 10| 1 19
Site Context Score 38 38 38
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 2.04 2.04 204
Tabooba AU 1 - RE12.8.16 Remnant
AU Koala density Site 472-473 Site 474-475
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 0.25 Score Score Average Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with
connecting habitat)
10 1 19
Species usage of the site (habitat type & evidenced usage) 15| 1 15}
Approximate density (per ha) 0.25] 30) El 39
Role/importance of species population on site” 10| 1 1
Total SRR score (out of 70) 65 65 65
Max SRR Scor 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4] 371 371 371




TABLE A6.3

TABOOBA AU1 RE 12.8.16 REMNANT WITH OFFSET QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 9
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AU 1 - RE12.8.16 Remnant fetcctolf{feboobalt2 [TabookaRus [aretoctal| Iabooba AUS B Aus
AUl RE12.8.16 RE12.8.16 Aua RE12.8.14 Au4 AUS Average/
Site Reference [Benchmark Site 472-473 Site 474-475 Average % RE12.8.16 Advanced Young RE12.8.14 Advanced RE12.3.20 | RE12.3.20 RE12520 Final
12.8.16 Raw Data % Benchmark  iScore Raw Data % Benchmark  iScore benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) remnant Regrowth Regrowth Remnant | Regrowth Remnant | Regrowth Non-
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 263 259 233 234 2.34 2.7 240 2.7 2.50
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100) 100, 100.0 5| 100.0 100.0 E 100.0 E Site Context Score (out of 3) 225 2.2 2.17] 220 2.22| 177 265 19 216
Native plant species richness - trees 7] 6! 85.7) 25| 60 857 24 8.7 23] Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 371 3.71) 257 371 3.71f 3.71) 371 2.0 331
Native plant species richness - shrubs 7] 9 1286 5| 10,0, 1429 E 1357 E Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 8.59 8.46] 7.07, 8.25 8.28 8.18 8.77 6.63) 7.95
Native plant species richness - grasses 7] 10 1429 5| 16.0! 228.6! £ 185.7 E Assessment Unit area (ha) 498 145.02| 43.1] 50.62) 19.8 28.22 474 1244 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs 29 31 106.9 5| 340 117.2 E 1121 E Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 358.69
Tree canopy height 20| 15, 75.0, 5| 18,0, 90.0 E 825 E Size Weighting 1.00 [ 0.0 [ [ 0.0 0.0q 0.0
Tree subcanopy height 8 8 100.0; E 100 125.01 E 1125 E Weighted Habitat Quality Score 8.59| 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 0.0| 0.0| 0.0} 8.59]
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 14! 115 82.1! E 14.0! 100.0 5 91.1! 5
Tree canopy cover (EDL) a1 241 107.6 5| 83.0 202.4 3 155.0 E
Subcanopy cover 17 175 102.9 5| 10, 59, 2 54.4) 5
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 29 3038 106.2 5| 420 144.8 5 125.5 E
Shrub canopy cover 4 o 0.0 5| 00 0.0 5 00 5
Native grass cover 45) 22, 489 3| 27.2 60.4! 5 54.7! 5
Organic litter 21 34 1622 5| 62 29,5 5 22,9 5
Number of large trees (ha) 33 10 303! 10| 14.0, 24 1q 364 10
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 336 18 5.4 5| 170.0 50.6! E 280! 5
Non-native plant cover 0, E 15.0 E 275 5
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala 10 1q 10
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala 10 1q 10
Site Condition Score 855 875 875
MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 2.57 2.63 2.63
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average | Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200, 10 >200, 1q >200, 10
[Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 97.73 97.73 97.73|
Dispersal habitat 2.27 5| 2.27 5 227 5
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 86.261 87.48] 86.87
Dispersal habitat 13.74 5| 15.52 E 14.63 5
Ecological Corridors 0 q q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 1 1 1
Absence of threats 114 1] 10}
Species mobility capacity 10 1q 10
Site Context Score 2 2 2
IMAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 2.25 2.25 2.25
Tabooba AU 1 - RE12.8.16 Remnant
AU Koala density Site 472-473 Site 474-475
[Species stocking Rate (SSR) 0.25 Score Score Average Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with
connecting habitat) 1 1 1
Species usage of the site (habitat type & evidenced usage) 11 1t 1
Approximate density (per ha) 0.2 3 3
Role/importance of species population on site* 1 1 1
Total SRR score (out of 70) 65 65 65
Max SRR Scorg 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4] 371 371 371




TABLE A6.4

TABOOBA AU2 RE 12.8.16 ADVANCED REGROWTH START QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 6
[nssessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AUZ - RE 12.8.16 Advanced Regrowth TobooRa AU | raboobaaus | Taboohaaua | oAU | Greanridge aus (Greenridge aus | Greenridge AUS
Site Reference |Benchmark Site 470-471 Site 683-684 Site 685-686 Site 734-735 Average % R0 ‘Advanced L o] (BT ‘Advanced [ZBEED EEBEED EEREINT | Armei]
12816 Raw Do % Benchmark__[Score Raw Data % Benchmark__[score Faw o2 % Benchmark__[Score Raw Data & Benchmark__[score benchmark Final habitat quality score (weighted) remnant Regrowth et Remnant Regrowth femnant remnant
Site Conditon score (outof 3] 20 15 = 219 201 220 159 o P
Recrultment of woody perennia species in EDL X 1000 1od 100, s so 1) 1000) E o5 5 |Site Context Score foutof 3) 20 174 189 201 109 16 234 16 188
Native plant speciesrichness - trees a2 2 E 74 29 4 74 25 d 857, 29 &9 25 [species stocking Rate score fout ot 4 a7 229 osd a7 257 a7 257 171 24)
Native plant species richness - shrubs. 714 28 E| 42 25| 4 57. 25| 143| a 46.4| 25 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 7.83| 5.90 431 7.91 6.54] 7.56 694 3.85] 6.14]
Native plant species richness - grasses 1286 8 1143 3 29 25 5 714 25| 893 25 |Assessment Unitarea (a) a0 145,02 281 e 108 2822 an| 124 358.82|
Native plant species richness - forbs 2 1000] 3 1103 19 517 25| 18] 621 25| 810) 25 |rotal offset area (ha) for this MNES 14502
ree canopy height x s0 1 P E w 10 500 3 550 3 [size weighing o 10 00 o 00 o 000 o
e subcanopy height e I 100, f a1 4 500 3 625 3 Weighted Habitat Quality Sore aoo| 590 00| a00) 00| a0 0 a9 590]
| Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 14 78 536 12| 85.7| 55| 393 70| 500| 3 57.1) 3
 Tree canopy cover (EDL) 41 2. 57.3) 435 106.1) 3 . 35 85.4| E 640} 5
Subcanopy cover i 359 E ag 4 ) 113 &8 E 04 2
ree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) » i s09) 253 o a9 103 El 23] 802 E s s
shrub canopy cover 4 e a3 p 1123 q o 19 0] 3 1563] s
Native grass cover P a 74 P o5 a 154 28 2| q 6 3
organiciter 2 10! sy k 5, B B o3 33 9 21 3
Number of large trees/ha 8 242 12 364 12 364 6 182 E 288 5
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 17 521 177| 52.7| 94 28 2 7| 235| 2 39.1 2
Non-native plant cover ) ) 10 15 E 23 5
(uality and availabilty of food and foraging habitat: Kosla x P s 0
(Quality and avaiabily of shelter:Koala X s 5
sie Condition score & n s a3 6100
wax site Condiion Score 0 0 0 w0 0
ite Condition Score -out o 3 108 234 153 137 183
Site Gontext Ve Seore Vatie Seore Ve Seore Vatoe [Seore Average  [Average score
Sizeof patch ()
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) 200 10| >200 10 >200 >200 10 >200 10
connectivry
Foraging/breeding habitat 8609 8609 8609 S 99
Dispersal habitat 191 5 891 s 191 s 283 a 2002 s
context
Foraging/breeding habitat 577 nn w12 a0 752
a3 s 226 4 08 4 2255 4 55 s
Ecoogical Comdors a g
Role of site location to species overall population in the sate p 1
[Absence of treats P d 5 q s
species mobilty capaciy x 0 ) 0
sie Context score 7 % = 5 625
[max ite context score 5 P % 5% 5
Site Context Score -out of 3 198 193 13 188 178
Taboobs AUT-RE 128
AU Koala density siea70.471 Site 683-604 Site 685-626 site 734.735
25 S Soore Sore Feore
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with
connecing habal) ) p " M o
[Species usage of the site (habitat type & evidenced usage) 1 15| 1) 15| 15|
[Approximate density (per 1) 004 10 10 10)
oF species popuialon o Sie” 5
Total SRR score (out of 40 40 40 40 40
Max SRR Scor n n ) n n
SRR Score foutof 220 220 220 229 220




TABLE A6.5

TABOOBA AU2 RE 12.8.16 ADVANCED REGROWTH WITHOUT OFFSET QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 6
| Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AUZ - RE 12.8.16 Advanced Regrowth Ty | iR R s [ Wt | [ [ Coriy || G || G
AU RE12816 | RE128.16 Aua Aus Aus AU6 | Average/
site Reference Site 470-471 Site 683-684 Site 685-686 Site 734-735 Average % RE128.16 | Advanced Young | Re1zga | REZBM | peia3a0 | Re123zo | Re1zaz0 | Final
128.16 Raw Data % Benchmark __[Score. Raw Data % Benchmark__[score Raw Data % Benchmark _[score Raw Data % Benchmark __[score benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) | remnant | Regrowth | Regrowth | Remnant Remnant | Regrowth | Non-remnant
[ShEcontior site Condition score (out of 3) 221 147 060 219 155 219 198 053] 159
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 1 100.0| 109 100.0) 3 50 00| 100 100.0) E 7. 3 site Context Score (out of 3) 204 174 179 198 190 161 23 161 185
Native plant species richness - trees 429 2: 714 2 714 25 q 85.7] 25 679 25 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 371 2 osq 371 257 371 257 17 249
Native plant species richness - shrubs 714 2: a2 2 4 7.1 25 B! 143 q 6.4 25 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 7.9 5.50 325 7.89 602 751 688 3285 584
Native plant species richness - grasses 1286 25 E 1143 25 E 29| 25 714 893 25 |Assessment Unit area (ha) 408 145.02] 481 5062 198 28.22 474 1248 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs. 29 29 100.0| 25 3| 110.3| 25 15| 517 25 18| 62.1| 81 25 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES. 145.02
Tree canopy height 2 1 50 16 80 3 40.0| 10 50.0| 55, 3 Size Weighting o 100 o 0 009 0. o o
Tree subcanopy height 625 o 100.0) E 37| 4 50.0| 62 3 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00| 5.50 0.00| 0.00 000 00 a0 00 550
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 14 79 536 1) 857 3 55 303 7 50| 57.1] 3
Tree canopy cover (EDL) a 2 573 435 106.1] E 73 q 33| 85.4] 64 5
subcanopy cover 17 353 9 412 E E 176 2 115 67.6] 04 2
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 2 148 509 253 87.1 E 30 103 2 233 802 571 2
shrub canopy cover 4 1 37 a3 1125 og q 19 475.0 156.3] 0
Native grass cover a 33 71 E 956 61l 135.6] o 2. 62 611 3
Organic litter 2 10, 514 o 2338 3 2 95 q o 38 21 3
Number of large trees (ha) = 249 12 364 1| 36.4 o 182 288 E
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 334 17 521 17] 527 9 280 2 79 23.5| 30.1] 2
Non-native plant cover 20 3 35 15, 18.| 3
i i foodand Koala x 1 10 1
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala 1 1 E 5
site Condition Score 9 62 “ 385 49.00
[MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 147 186 132 116 147
Site Context Valie Score Valie ore Valie Score ara ore Average _|Average score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200 ! >200 1 >200 >200 10/>200 10
Foraging/breeding habitat 86.1 86.1 86.1] 616 200|
Dispersal habitat 139 139 139 o 384 4 209 s
context
Foraging/breeding habitat 95.4] 727 70,1 67.4 765
Dispersal habitat 44) 273 4 20| 4 326 4 235 E
Ecological Corridors q q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 1 1 1
Absence of threats 5 o E E
species mobility capacity 1 1 1 10 10
site Context Score 36 35 2 £ 325
[MAX ite Context Score 56 56 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 193 188 138 182 174
Tabooba AUZ - RE 12.8.16 Advanced Regrowth
i Site 470-471 Site 683-684 Site 685-686 Site 734-735
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR) o025 Score Score Score [Score Average Score
P d on or adjacent i property with
connecting habitat)
1 1 1 1 10
[Species usage of the sile (habilal type & evidenced Usage) 1 1 15 15 15§
[Approximate density (per ha) 004 12 10 12 12 10)
of species population on site” o E E
Total SRR score (out of 70) 40 40 4 4 40
Max SRR Scor 70 70 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4 229 229 229 229 2.29




TABLE A6.6 TABOOBA AU2 RE 12.8.16 ADVANCED REGROWTH WITH OFFSET QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 8
| Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AU2 - RE 12.8.16 Advanced Regrowth e e e e e T e
AUL | RE128.16 | RE12816 AUs | RE128.4 Aua AUs Average/
site Reference Site 470-471 Site 683684 Site 685686 Site 734-735 Average % RE128.16 | Advanced | Young | RE128.14 | Advanced | RE12320 | RE12320 | 2270 | pinal
12.8.16 Raw Data [% Benchmark _[score Raw Data 9% Benchmark|Score Raw Data [ % Benchmark [ score Raw Data 9% Benchmark | Score benchmark Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) remnant | Regrowth | Regrowth | Remnant | Regrowth | Remnant | Regrowth Non-
SEcontior site Condition score (out of 3) 263 25! 23 234 234 2.7 240 2.7 250
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 ocl 100.0) 10{ 1004 50 ! 10 100, 87: Site Context Score (out of 3) 22 22 217 229 222 177 265 19] 216
Native plant species richness - trees 3 29 29 714 2 ! 7 21 851 2 6. 2 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 37 371 257 371 37 371 371 2 331
Native plant species richness - shrubs 714 2 424 2: 57. 24 14, 2 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 859 8.46| 7.07] 825 828 818 877 663 795
Native plant species richness - grasses j 12856 3 421 24 1 711 2 2 Assessment Unit area (ha) 498 145.02] 481 5062 194 2822 a7 124 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs 29 2 1000 2 bt 513 24 1 62 2 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES. 145.02
 Tree canopy height 20 1q 0. c‘ E| 1 { 404 [ k) an Size Weighting 0. 1.00] 0 0.00| 0 0 0.00 0
Tree subcanopy height < &5 s 37. { . 50¢ Weighted Habitat Quality Score 000 846 00| 000 0.00) 00| 00| 00| a4
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1 75 s3q 9 i 5. 54 394 | 7q s04
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 41 235 573 435 7 1 3 854
Subcanopy cover 7] 353 El 1 i 174 1 14 674
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 2 148 509 253 3 10 | 2. 80:
hrub canopy cover 4 15 375 45 1 og ! 1€ 475 156,
Native grass cover 4 32 71 3 2 1356 1 2t 63
Organic ltter 2 108 514 5 9% y o 3t
Number of large trees (ha) B i 24.2) 1q 2 1 L 364 1 ‘ 18 1 1
Coorse woody debrs (o) - v 24 E ] o oy ; A 2
Non-native plant cover H 2 El ! 1 18¢ 1
(Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala 1 1 1 1 fl
Quality and availabiliy of shelter: Koala 1 1 1 1
site Condition Score 7 £ 80 755 85.00
[MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 234 255 240 227 255
Site Context Value Score Value Score Value Score Value [Score Average | Average score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) 200 10) >200) 10] 200, 10) >200) pt >200) 1
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 86.09 86.09) 86.09 6165 799
Dispersal habitat 13.91] E 1391 E 13.91) o 38.35) 2002 1
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 95.77, 72.74| 70.12) 67.44 7652
Dispersal habitat 437 E 27.26] 4 29.88) 4 3255 2352 E
Ecological Corridors [
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
Absence of threats 1| 1 1 1 1
Species mobilty capacity 1 1 1 o 1
site Context Score 2 a n 0 a
[MAX Site Context Score 6 56 56 56 56
ite Context Score - out of 3 225 220 220 214 220
Tabooba AUZ - RE 12.8.16 Advanced Regrowih
it Site 470471 Site 683684 Site 685686 Site 734-735 e
Species Stocking Rate (SSR) o025 Score Score Score Score
B detected on or adjacent i property with
connecting habitat) 1q 1 1 o b
[Species usage of the site (nabitat fype & evidenced Usage) 19 It 1 4 1
[Approximate density (per ha) 004 3 3 3 3
Rolefimportance of species population on Ste" 10 1 1 1 j
Total SRR score (out of 70) 6 65 65 & 6
Max SRR Scor 7 70 7 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4} 37 371 37 371 37




TABLE A6.7 TABOOBA AU3 RE 12.8.16 YOUNG REGROWTH START QUALITY FOR KOALA
START SCORE: a4
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AU3 - RE 12.8.16 Young Regrowth TaboobaAUl | TABOOBAAUZ | o haAU3 | Taboobaus | T2PCOPAAUS | o idgeAUs | Greenridge | GreenridgeAUS
e ea— e e Rveraga® RE12.8.16 ::::;: RE12.8.16 Young | RE128.14 ::‘1’::;: AUSRE12.3.20 | RE12.3.20 Non- | Average/ Final
12816 Raw Da % Benchmark | Score Raw Data X Benchmark 5o benchmark Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) WD Regrowth gD B Regrowth (s i (I
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 2.06 183 163 2.19| 2.0 2.24) 1.98] 0.53] 181
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 109 66.7 66.7 100 1000, 834 4 |site context score (out of 3) 204 178 182 201 1.96| 161} 238 161} 188
Native plant species richness - trees 1 714 2. 714 714 2 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 371 22 034 371 257] 371 257 171} 249
Native plant species richness - shrubs 1 4 57.1 29 E| 29 s00) 29 |Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 783 5.90 431 791 654 756 694 385 614
Native plant species richness - grasses 1 1 1000 q 1143 107.1 d  [Assessment Unit area (ha) 404 1450 481 50562 198 2822 474 1248 358.83
Native plant species richness - forbs 29 12 58.6 25 27 93.1! 759! 3.79 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 48.10
Tree canopy height 2 19 754 d 400, 575 4 |size Weignting 009 009 100 000 000 000) 000 000
Tree subcanopy height q 629 E 373 EY E Weighted Habitat Quality Score 000 000 431 000 000 00 00 00 431
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 14 19 684 551 393} s40) E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) a1 23 683 2 683 683
Subcanopy cover 17 7 412 33 208 309! E
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 29 175 547 1578 24 496 34
Shrub canopy cover q o od od
Native grass cover 4 6 1400, E 44 722 2.
Organic litter 21 4. 3 181 114 1:
Number of large trees/ha 3 61 2 611 61
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 334 273 824 61 182 503 EE
Non-native plant cover 34 1 bt 79
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala q
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala q
Site Condition Score 585 0 5425
MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 176 150 163
'Wn Value [Score Value [Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >20d 1 >200 >200 1
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 5160 705 613
Dispersal habitat 48.40 q 29.05! 387 q
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 7974} 64.89 723
Dispersal habitat 2026 35.11 271 4
Ecological Corridors
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
Absence of threats q q
Species mobility capacity 1 bt
Site Context Score £ 7 7
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 182 182 182
AU —RE 128,16 Voung Regrowth
AUKoala density Site 687-688 Site 756757
Species Stocking Rate (SSR] 05 Score Score Average Score
2 or adjacent to site property with
connesting habitat)
bt bt
Species usage of the sie (habital type & evidenced Usage) q
Approximate density (per ha)
Role/importance of species populaion on site”
Total SRR score (out of 70) 15 15 15
Max SRR Scor 7 7 7
SRR Score (out of 4 086 086 036




TABLE A6.8

TABOOBA AU3 RE 12.8.16 YOUNG REGROWTH WITHOUT OFFSET QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 3
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AU3 - RE 12.8.16 Young Regrowth Jabecka)|[[abosba AUz [abacka a3 | Tabooka) N1 mridge | " au
= - - AUL RE128.16 | RE128.16 Aua RO Aua AUS Re12320 | Averaee/
Site Reference Benchmark Site 687-688 Site 756-757 Average % RE12.8.16 | Advanced Young RE12.8.14 RE12.3.20 RE12.3.20 Final
12816 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data 9% Benchmark Score benchmark Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted)| remnant | Regrowth | Regrowth | Remnant | A%2"%®d | pornant | Regrowth (=
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 2.21| 1.47] 0.60 2.19 1.55] 2.19 1.9 0.53} 1.59
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 6674 6674 1 83. [ Site Context Score (out of 3) 204 1.74) 1.79 198 199 161 2.33) 161 185
Native plant species richness - trees 1 714 2. 2 714 24 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 3.71) 2.29 0.8¢ 37 257 371 2.57| 1.7 249
Native plant species richness - shrubs 1 4 571 2. 2 50, 24 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 7.96] 550 325 7.89 602 751 6.88 3.85 5.84
Native plant species richness - grasses 1 7 100. 2 2, 107. 24 Assessment Unit area (ha) 494 145.02 481 50.62 198 2822 474 1248 35883
Native plant species richness - forbs 29 1 586 2. 2 2 75 24 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 48.10
Tree canopy height 2 15 750 57. [ Size Weighting 000 009 1.00 009 000 0,00 000 000
Tree subcanopy height E 625 504 [ Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00 0.00 3.25 0.00 0.00 00| 00| 00| 3.25
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 14 1 714 5. 55. q
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 41 2 683 2 68 q
Subcanopy cover 17 7 412 3. 30: q
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 29 1751 6031 15.7: 57. q
Shrub canopy cover 4 q o [ q
Native grass cover 25 63 140, 72. q
Organic litter 21 1 4. 34 11 q
Number of large trees (ha) 3 2 6 9. q
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 334 277 824 6: 50. q
Non-native plant cover 3 1 14 q
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala 4
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala 4
Site Condition Score 20 20 20
MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 0.60 0.60 0.60
[Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200 10| 200 1 5200 1
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 51.60 70.95 613}
Dispersal habitat 48.40, 4 29.05 4 3871 4
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 79.74 64.89 7231
Dispersal habitat 20.26 5| 35.11 4 2771 4
Ecological Corridors [
Role of site location to species overall population in the state ]
Absence of threats 4
Species mobility capacity 1 1 1
Site Context Score E") Es} 335
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 182 177 179
Tabooba AU3 - RE 12.8.16 Young Regrowt
AU Koala density Site 687-688 Site 756-757
Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 05 Score Score Average Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with connecting
habitat)
1 1 1
‘Species usage of the site (habiat type & evidenced usage) E q
Approximate denstty (per ha) q q
Rolefimportance of species population on site” [
Total SRR score (out of 70) 15 15 15
Max SRR Score 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4 0.86 0.6 0.86




TABLE A6.9

TABOOBA AU3 RE 12.8.16 YOUNG REGROWTH WITH OFFSET QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 7
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AU3 - RE 12.8.16 Young Regrowth Lehcobal [TaboohaAuz | ToboohaAus ErabockalFaboobaus [Grestrieel| [Creenrices | Ry
- - AUl RE12.8.16 | RE128.16 Aua RE12.8.14 Aua AUS Re123.20 | Averaee/
Site Reference Benchmark L Site 687-688 Site 756-757 Average % RE12.8.16 | Advanced Young RE12.8.14 | Advanced RE12.3.20 | RE12.3.20 " Final
12.8.16 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark Score benchmark Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) remnant | Regrowth | Regrowth | Remnant | Regrowth | Remnant | Regrowth Non-
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 263 2.55 23; 2.34] 234 2.7 2.40] 2.7 2.50
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 667} 6674 E| 1 100.0 E 834 Site Context Score (out of 3) 225 229 217 220 222 1.77) 265 19: 216
Native plant species richness - trees 1 3 714 235 9 714 24 714 2! Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 371 3.71 2.57 371 3.71 3.71 371 24 331
Native plant species richness - shrubs 1 4 571} 29 3 229 24 50, 2 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 859 8.461 7.07| 8.25 8.28] 818 877 663 7.95
Native plant species richness - grasses 1 7 100.0 q E 1143 g 107.1 Assessment Unit area (ha) 498 145.02] 48] 50.62| 194 2822 4.7 1244 35883
Native plant species richness - forbs 29 17 58 29 27 931 1 759 2. Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 48.10
Tree canopy height 29 15 750 q E 400 ] 575 Size Weighting 0.0 000 1.00 0.0qf 000 0.0qf 0.0 004
Tree subcanopy height E 625 3 3 375 3 504 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00| 0.00| 7.07, 0.00| 0.00 00| 00| 00| 7.07]
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 14 10 74 q 59 393 54 554
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 41 28 68. q 2 683 [ 683
Subcanopy cover 17 K 41.2 7 39 206 1 309
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 29 175 60.3 q 15.75 543 54 573
Shrub canopy cover 4 G [oXe: E 04 1 [oXe:
Native grass cover 4 631 140.0 q 2 44 E 7224
Organic litter 21 1 48 3 34 18.1! 1 1.4
Number of large trees (ha) 3: 2 6.1 q 4 12 [ 91
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 334 277 824 q 61l 182! 1 50.3
Non-native plant cover 309 3d E 1d 10 1 200
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala 10 1 1
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala 19 [ 1
Site Condition Score 735 75 775
MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 221 225 233
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) 200 19 200 1 200 1
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 516 70,95/ 613
Dispersal habitat 48.401 4 29.05 4 387
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 79.74 64.89) 723
Dispersal habitat 20.26 q 35.11; 4 277
Ecological Corridors q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state ]
Absence of threats 11 1 1
Species mobility capacity 19 1 1
Site Context Score 2 4 405
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 2.20 2.14 217
Tabooba AUS - RE 12.8.16 Young Regrowth
AU Koala density Site 687-688 Site 756-757
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR] 05 Score Score Average Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with connecting
habitat) bl 1 10
Species usage of the site (habitat type & evidenced usage) 15| 1 15|
Approximate density (per ha) q 10| 1 10|
Role/importance of species population on site” 10f 1 1
Total SRR score (out of 70) 5 5 5
Max SRR Scor 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4| 257 257 257




TABLE A6.10

TABOOBA AU4 RE 12.8.14 REMNANT START QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 8
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AU4 - RE 12.8.14 Remnant Tabooba AU1 Tﬂ:::; :suz TaboobaAU3 | Tabooba AU4 T‘::;": ;\‘us AUs AU
pS— —— Site 680.681 Site 727728 Aot % | prorage o RE12.8.16 Ahomeq | RE128.16Young |  RE128.14 Advaneed RE12320 | AUSRE12:3.20 | RE12.3.20 Non- | Average/ Fina
12814 Raw Data % Benchmark [ score Raw Data % Benchmark _[score benchmark Final habitat quality score (weighted) remnant Regrowth Regrowth Remnant Regrowth Remnant Regrowth remnant
Site Condtion Site Condition score (out of 3) 20q] 183 163 219 201] 224 198 05 181
Recruitment of woody perennial species in DL 109 100 1000 q 667 667 834 d  |site Context Score (out of 3) 20 17 182 201 196 161 23 16 188
Native plant species richness - trees q E 1333 E| q 1500 1417, d  |species stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 371 229 034 371 257, 371 257 17 249
Native plant species richness - shrubs q 7 116.7) q 4 667 2 917 d  |Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 783, 590 431 791 654 7.56] 694 385 6.4
Native plant species richness - grasses E 1128 q 1 1250 1188 4 |Assessment Unit area (ha) 49 145.0) 481 50.62] 198 28.22] 47 1244 358.63]
Native plant species richness - forbs 21 2 1238 E| 4 219.0! 1714 4 [Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 50.62
Tree canopy height 2 18 818 E 15 682 750, 4 |size weighting 000 009 000 100 o 0.0 o o
Tree subcanopy height 11 19 209 E| 455! 682 E Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00) 000 0.00) 751 000 00| 00| 00| 791
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 165 4 848 q 10} 606, 727 q
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 16 33 2188 E 27 1688 1938 q
Subcanopy cover 15 14 33 q d 00! 467 E
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 155 25| 1581 q 135! 871! 1226 q
Shrub canopy cover q 3 750 q 1 250 500 q
Native grass cover E: 47 810 12 207 509!
Organic litter 3 E 167] E 13 433 300 E
Number of large trees/ha 43 2| 489 q d 133] 311 q
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 3 128 381 2 E: 15 198] 1
Non-native plant cover 10 E 35 1 25 q
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala 1 1 1
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala q q
Site Condition Score 73 655 73
MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 219 219
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200 10 >200 ft >200 19
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 75.23 1000 876
Dispersal habitat 24.77) E| o 124 q
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 56.63 74.26| 654
Dispersal habitat 43.47 4 25.74f 34.6) 4
Ecological Corridors q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 1
Absence of threats t
Species mability capacity 1 1 t
Site Context Score 38 37 375
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 204 198 201
Tabooba AU4 - RE 12.8.14 Remnant
AU Koala density Site 680-681 Site 747-748 Jo——
Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 023 Score Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with
habitat) ) u d
Spedes usage of the st (habial ype & evidenced Usage) 19 1 19
‘Approximate density (per ha) 02 3 3 3
Rolefimportance of species population on site* 1« 1 10}
Total SRR score (out of 70| 65 65 65
Max SRR Scor 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4] 371 371 371




TABLE A6.11

TABOOBA AU4 RE 12.8.14 REMNANT WITHOUT OFFSET QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 8
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AU4 - RE 12.8.14 Remnant Tabooba | Tabooba AU2 | Tabooba AU3 | Tabooba la::;;“ Al AU6
- . y Aul RE12.8.16 RE12.8.16 Aua RE12.8.14 Au4 AU RE12.3.20 Average/
Site Reference Benchmark Site 680-681 Site 747-748 Average % AR RE12.8.16 | Advanced Young RE12814 | - | RE12320 | RE12320 = Final
12.8.14 Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data % Benchmark Score benchmark Final habitat quality score (weighted)| remnant Regrowth h Remnant Remnant Regrowth
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 221 1.47 0.6q 2.19 155 2.19 198 0.53] 1.59
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 1 100. 66 66.1) 83. 9 Site Context Score (out of 3) 2.04 174 179 198 190 161 233 161 185
Native plant species richness - trees q q 133. 150.( 141, f Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 3.71) 2.29 0.84 371 2.57] 371 257 1.71) 249
Native plant species richness - shrubs. g 116. 66.1 2 91. q Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 7.96| 5.50] 3.25 7.89 6.02 751 688 385 584
Native plant species richness - grasses g d 112. 1 125.0 118 [ Assessment Unit area (ha) 498 145.02) 8.1 50.62| 19| 28.22) 474 1248 35883
Native plant species richness - forbs 21 2 123. 44 219.4G 1714 9 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 50.62
Tree canopy height 2 1 814 1 68.1 75, [ Size Weighting 0.00 0.09 0.09 1.00 0.00 0.00) 0.0 0.00)
Tree subcanopy height 11 1 909 45.4 68.. E Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00) 0.00| 0.00 7.89) 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0] 7.89
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 16 1 84.9 bl 60.4 72. [
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 14 EL 218. 2 168.4 193, [
Subcanopy cover 19 1 933 6. ]
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 155 245 158. 13, 122. [
Shrub canopy cover 4 75. 50. 1
Native grass cover 5§ 4 81 1 50 E
Organic litter 3 5 167 1: 304 E
Number of large trees (ha) 45 2 484 31. [
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 334 12 38.1) 19. ]
Non-native plant cover 1 3! 1 22! 9
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala 1 1 1
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala [
Site Condition Score 73 655 73
MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 219 219
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >20( 1 520 1 >20( 1
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 75.2 100.( 87.
Dispersal habitat 247 04 12. k
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 56.6 74.24 65.
Dispersal habitat 43.4 25.74 34, 4
Ecological Corridors q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 1
Absence of threats 9
Species mobility capacity 1 1 1
Site Context Score 37 37 37
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 1.98 1.98 1.98
Tabooba AU4 - RE 12.8.14 Remnant
AU Koala density Site 680-681 Site 747-748 Average Score
Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 0.23 Score Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with connecting
habitat)
109 1 1
‘Species usage of the site (habitat type & evidenced usage) 19 19 1
Approximate density (per ha) 0.2 3(
Role/importance of species population on site* 1 14 1
Total SRR score (out of 70) 65 65 65
Max SRR Scor 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4] 371 371 3




TABLE A6.12

TABOOBA AU4 RE 12.8.14 REMNANT WITH OFFSET QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 8
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AUA4 - RE 12.8.14 Remnant L (koo aSs | T cobal fancotaits idge AU
AUl RE12.8.16 RE12.8.16 Au4 RE12.8.14 Au4 AUS Average/
Site Reference Benchmark Site 680-681 Site 747-748 Average % RE12.8.16 Advanced Young RE12.8.14 Advanced RE12.3.20 RE12.3.20 REL 20 Final
12.814 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark | Score benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) remnant | Regrowth Regrowth | Remnant | Regrowth Remnant | Regrowth (=
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 2.63 2.55 233 234 234 2.79 240 2.74 2.50
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 1001 100.0i q 66.71 66.7 83.4 Site Context Score (out of 3) 225 2.20 2.17| 220 2.22) 177 2,65 1 216
Native plant species richness - trees € 8 133.3) 3 9 150. 1413 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 371 3.71] 2.57) 371 3.71) 3.7 371 2.0( 331
Native plant species richness - shrubs € 7 116.7| 5 4 66.7! 91. Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 859 8.46) 7.07| 825 8.28] 8.18 877 6.63] 7.95
Native plant species richness - grasses g E 112.5] £ 10 125. 118. Unit area (ha) 49.8 145.02| 48.1 50.62| 19.8 28.22 4.74 12A4q 358.83
Native plant species richness - forbs 21 26} 123.8| E) 46| 219. 1714 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 50.62
Tree canopy height 22| 1 81.8| E] 15 68.21 754 Size Weighting 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 1.00 0.00| 0.00| 0.0 0.04
Tree subcanopy height 11 b 90.9| E Ed 45.5, 68.. Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00 0.00 0.00) 8.25| 0.00| 0.0| 0.0| 0.0} 825
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 16.5| 14i 843 5 16 60.6i 72.
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 16| 35 218.8| 3 27 168. 193.
Subcanopy cover 19 14 933 g o o 6.
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 15.5| 245 158.1 E 1351 87.11 1228
Shrub canopy cover 4 3 75.0) £ 1 25 50,
Native grass cover 58| an 81.0| 12 20.71 50.
Organic litter 30| 5 16.7| 5 1: 43.3, 304
Number of large trees (ha) 25 22 489 10 @ 133 31
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 334 128 38.1] 5 5 1. 19.
Non-native plant cover q pl E| 35 22!
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala 10 1 1
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala q 1
Site Condition Score 83 83 78
MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 249 234
Site Context Value Score Value Score ‘Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200) x >2 1 >2 1
Connecti
Foraging/breeding habitat 75.23] 100. 874
Dispersal habitat 24.77| q 0. 124
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 56.63| 74.24 654
Dispersal habitat 43.47| 4 25.74 34.4
Ecological Corridors q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 1
Absence of threats 1 it it
Species mobility capacity 10f 1 1
Site Context Score a1 41 41
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 220 2.20 220
Tabooba AU4 - RE 12.8.14 Remnant
AU Koala density Site 680-681 Site 747-748
[Srecies Stocking Rate (SSR) 0.23 Score Score Average Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with
connecting habitat) 10 1 1
Species usage of the site (habitat type & evidenced usage) 15 1 1
Approximate density (per ha) 0.2 3 3
Role/i 1ce of species population on site* 10 b b
Total SRR score (out of 70) 65 65 65
Max SRR Scorg 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4] 371 371 3.71




TABLE A6.13

TABOOBA AUS RE 12.8.14 ADVANCED REGROWTH START QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 7
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AUS - 12.8.14 Advanced Regrowth Tabooba AU1 Tﬂ:::; :suz TaboobaAU3 | TaboobaAU4 Tﬂ:::; :4”5 AUs AU
Site Reference Benchmark Site 736737 Site 751-752 Average%t | oo core "r:“’“:ﬂ'ﬁ Advanced “El:i:v::""‘ t‘:::;z Advanced :2:“;:: “u:;iﬁ;zo Rﬂ::::':“" Average/ Fina
12814 Raw Data % Benchmark __[Score Raw Data % Benchmark _ [Score, benchmark Final habitat quality score (weighted) Regrowth Regrowth
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 20q] 183 163 2.9 201] 224 198 05 181
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 109 100 1000} E 100] 1000} 1000 g |site Context Score (out of 3) 20 17 182 201 196 161 23 16 18|
Native plant species richness - trees q 1333 E 1333 1333} d  [species stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 371 229 034 371 257, 371 257 17 249)
Native plant species richness - shrubs q E 1500 E 1167 1333 4 [Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 783 5.90| 431 791 654 7.56] 694 385 6.4
Native plant species richness - grasses q 1125 E 9 1125 112.5! d  [Assessment Unit area (ha) 408 145.02] 48 5062 194 2822 47 1244 358.83
Native plant species richness - forbs 21 27 128.6] E 48 2286, 178.6! d  |Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 19.80
Tree canopy height 22 12 545! 3 10 455 500 4 [size weighting 000 000 o o 100 o 009 o
Tree subcanopy height 1 q 545! 3 455, 500 E Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00) 0.00) 0.00) 0.00) 654 0] 09) 0| 6.54]
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 164 545 3 75, 455 500 E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 16 44 275.0 3 405 253.4] 264.11 E
Subcanopy cover 15 q 333 2 108! 700 517 q
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 155 25 1581 E 255 1645 1613} q
Shrub canopy cover q 2 500 E 1 250 375 E
Native grass cover sg 29 500 1 276 388 1
Organic ltter 39 33 q d 200 17 E
Number of large trees/ha 43 1 22 E 4 89 156! q
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 33 176 524 E 146/ 435, 479 2
Non-native plant cover 2 E 20 200 q
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala 19 bt 19
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala E q
Site Condition Score 7 67 67
MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 201
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200) 10 >200 1 >200 19
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 100.0) 100.0| 100.0)
Dispersal habitat od 3 00 09 q
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 8139 749 777
Dispersal habitat 18.65) 3 26 23 q
Ecological Corridors q q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 1 1
Absence of threats q
Species mobility capacity t bt t
Site Context Score 37 36 365
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 198 193 196
Tabooba AUS - 12.8.14 Advanced Regrowth
AU Koala density Site 736-737 Site 751-752 P e—
Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 023 Score Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with
habitat)
t 1 bt
Species usage of e site (nabital type & evidenced Usage) 15) 14 15
Approximate densty (per ha) 007, t 1 bt
f species population on sfte” 10 1 10
Total SRR score (out of 70) 45 45 45
Max SRR Scor 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4| 257 257 257




TABLE A6.14

TABOOBA AU5 RE 12.8.14 ADVANCED REGROWTH WITHOUT OFFSET QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 6
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AUS - 12.8.14 Advanced Regrowth il || Eestay ey | ety |Eietin D
AUl RE12.8.16 RE12.8.16 Aua RE12.8.14 Aua AUs AUs Average/
Site Reference Site 736-737 Site 751-752 Average % RE12.8.16 | Advanced Young RE12.8.14 | Advanced RE12.3.20 RE12.3.20 RE12.3.20 Final
12814 Raw Data % Benchmark __{Score Raw Data % Benchmark __1Score benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) | remnant | Regrowth Regrowth | Remnant | Regrowth | Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 2.21 1.47| 0.60) 219 1.55| 2.19| 1.98] 0.53] 159
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 100, 100.0; E 100, 100.0; 100.0; E Site Context Score (out of 3) 204 174 1.79) 198 1.90| 161 2.33] 161} 185
Native plant species richness - trees q 8 133.3, El 8 133.3, 133.3, E Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 3.71 2.29| 0.86| 371 2.57| 371 2.57| 1.7 249
Native plant species richness - shrubs q 9 150,01 25| 7 116.7 2. 1333 25 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 7.96 550, 325 7.89 6.02 7.51 6.88 3.85] 5.84
Native plant species richness - grasses E: 9 1125/ 25| E! 1125/ 2 1125/ 25 Assessment Unit area (ha) 298] 145.02) 481 50.62) 19| 28.22) 474 1248 35883
Native plant species richness - forbs 21 27] 12856 25| 48] 228.61 2. 17856 25 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 19.80
Tree canopy height 22| 12 545, 3 10} 455 50,0} 3 Size Weighting 0.00) [ 0.00 0.00) 100 o 0.00) o
Tree subcanopy height 11 § 545 3 5| 455 500 q Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00| 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.02 00 00 00 6.02
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 165| 9 545 3 75 4535, 50,0 3
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 161 24 275.0 5 405 253.11 264.11 E
Subcanopy cover 15, 5 333 2 105! 700, 517, 2
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 155! 245 158.11 E 25.51 164.51 161.31 2
Shrub canopy cover 4 2 50.0; 9 1 250, 375! q
Native grass cover 58| 29 5001 3 16} 276 3838 1
Organic litter 30 1 33 9 6 200, 117} 3
Number of large trees (ha) 45| 10] 2221 5 4 89! 15,61 E
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 336 176] 524 E 146! 435, 479 b
Non-native plant cover 20 3 201 2001 3
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala 10| 1 10)
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala 5 E
Site Condition Score 565 545 515
MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 1.55
[Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200 1 >200 1q|>200 10)
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 100.0) 100.0) 100.0)
Dispersal habitat 00| E 00| 00| E
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 814 74.0) 777
Dispersal habitat 187 E 26.0) 223 E
Ecological Corridors
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 1 1
Absence of threats 5 E
Species mobility capacity 10| 1 10)
Site Context Score 36 35 355
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 1.93 1.88 1.90
Tabooba AUS - 12.8.14 Advanced Regrowth
AU Koala density Site 736-737 Site 751-752
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 0.23 Score Score Average Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with
connecting habitat)
10| 1 10)
Species usage of the site (habitat type & evidenced usage) 15| 1 15)
Approximate density (per ha) 0.07] 10| 1 10]
Rolefimportance of species population on site” 10| 1 10)
Total SRR score (out of 70) 45 45 45
Max SRR Scol 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4] 257 257 257




TABLE A6.15

TABOOBA AUS5 RE 12.8.14 ADVANCED REGROWTH WITH OFFSET QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 8
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AUS - 12.8.14 Advanced Regrowth fetccbolf{ Facoball2 [TabookaRus [rekeckal|IohoobaAbS de| " aus
AUl RE12.8.16 RE12.8.16 Au4 RE12.8.14 Au4 AUS Average/
Site Reference [Benchmark Site 736-737 Site 751-752 Average % RE12.8.16 Advanced Young RE12.8.14 Advanced RE12.3.20 | RE12.3.20 RE122320 Final
12.8.14 Raw Data 1% Benchmark  iScore Raw Data % Benchmark  iScore benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) remnant Regrowth Regrowth Remnant | Regrowth Remnant | Regrowth Non-
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 263 2.55) 233 234 2.34 2.7 240 2.7 2.50
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 100, 100.0; 5| 100; 100.0; E 100.0; 5] Site Context Score (out of 3) 225 2.2 2.17| 220 2.22| 1.77| 265 19: 2.16
Native plant species richness - trees 6l 8 1333 5| 8 1333 E 133.3, E Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 371 3.7 257 371 3.71f 371 37 2.0 331
Native plant species richness - shrubs 6| 9 150.0§ E 7 116.7] E 133.3] E Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 859 8.46) 7.07| 825 828 8.18 877 6.63| 7.95
Native plant species richness - grasses g 9l 112.5 5| 9l 112.5] E 112.5] 5 Assessment Unit area (ha) 49.8 145.02] 48.1) 50.62| 19.8) 28.22 4.74 12.44 358.83]
Native plant species richness - forbs 21 27 128.6 5| 28! 2286 E 178.6! 5 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 19.80
Tree canopy height 22 12, 54.5] 5| 10! 45.5] E 50.0! E Size Weighting 0.0( [oX 0.0( 0. 1.00 0.0 0.04 0.0(
Tree subcanopy height 114 6 54.5) 5| 5i 45.5) E 50.0; 5 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00 0.00| 0.00| 0.00) 8.28| 0.0| 0.0 0.0} 8.28]
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 16.5! 9 545 5| 75 455 g 500 E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 16| 444 275.01 3| 40.5 253.1 3 264.1 3
Subcanopy cover 15| 5 333 E 105, 70.0; E 517, E
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 155 245 158.1 5| 255 164.5 9 1613 o
Shrub canopy cover 4 2 500, 5| 1 250, g 375 9
Native grass cover 58 29, 50.0; 3| 16| 27.6, 3 38.8] 3
Organic litter 30 1 33 5| 6l 20.0i § 1171 E
Number of large trees (ha) 45 10 222 10| 4 89! L 15.61 E
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 336 176 524 5| 146 435 E 479 9
Non-native plant cover 0| 201 5| 20, E 20.01 E
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala 10 1 10
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala 5| o 5f
Site Condition Score 83 78 78
[MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 234
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average ‘Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200 10| >200| 1] >200| 10}
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 100.0| 100.0] 100.0|
Dispersal habitat 0.0| E 0.0 E 0.0 E
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 81.35 74.0) 77.7)
Dispersal habitat 18.65] E 26.0| 4 223 5)
Ecological Corridors [y q o
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 1 1 1
[Absence of threats 114 1 11
Species mobility capacity 10 1 10
Site Context Score 42 41 415
[MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 225 2.20 222
Tabooba AUS - 12.8.14 Advanced Regrowth
RE Koala density Site 736-737 Site 751-752
[Species stocking Rate (SSR) 0.23 Score Score Average Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with
connecting habitat) 1 1 1
Species usage of the site (habitat type & evidenced usage) 15) 14 15}
Approximate density (per ha) 0.0 30 3 30)
Role/importance of species population on site* 1 1( 1
Total SRR score (out of 70) 65 65 65
Max SRR Scorg 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4] 371 371 3.71




TABLE A6.16

GREENRIDGE AU4 RE 12.3.20 REMNANT START QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 8
[Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Greenridge AU4 12.3.20 Remnant Tabooba AUL "::;;bl::z Tabooba AU3 | Tabooba AU4 "::;;b;::ls i idge AL
Site Reference Site 931932 Site 964-965 Site 966-967 Average® | perage score Rt Advanced “’:;1:;‘:‘“"' ot Advanced o e | a0t Acns/Fu
12320 RawData__[%Benchmark _[Score Raw Data % Benchmark__[score RawData _ [%Benchmark _[score benchmark Final habitat quality score (weighted) Regrowth Regrowth pee et
Site Condition Site Condition score (outof 3) 204 1= | PxT 20 24 s o o1
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1« 50. 3 100 100.0| 100| 100/ El 833| 5 Site Context Score (out of 3) 2.04 178 1.82 2,01 1.96 161 2.3 16 1.88|
Native plant species richness - trees 4 754 25 E 50. 23] 7 175 1000) 5 |Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 37 22 06 371 257 371 25 17 24
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 25, 25 El 504 23] 4 100 q 583 25 |Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 783, 5.0 431 71 654 7.56] 694 3.8 6.4
Native plant species richness - grasses 1500 E 50, 23] 4 200 1333 5 |Assessment Unit area (ha) 49 145.02] 48 5062 198 2822 a7 12.4 35883
Native plant species richness - forbs 4 50, 25 q 7. 23] 625 29 625 25 |Totaloffset area (ha) for this MNES 2870
Tree canopy height 14 15 1125 E 19 93, 25| 156.25) 1208 5 |size Weighting o o o o o 100) o o
Tree subcanopy height s 625 s 1000 15 187.5 1167 s Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00| 0.0 000 0.00| 0,00 76 00| 00 756
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) fr 11 954 11 954 20 166.7] E 1194 s
Tree canopy cover (EDL) | 99 142.1] 734 105.1] | 1186 9 1220 B
Subcanopy cover | 15 75 s 200 2 2 170 725 s
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 4 s05 122 g 408 %07 585 1300 q 110 s
Shrub canopy cover it o: 3 q 1 461 1 73 411] 3
Native grass cover 2 162 81 3 31 155.0) 615 309 1817 B
Organic litter 3 7 1567 33 126.] 30 100 q 1278 B
Number of large trees/ha 16 124 752 10 13 7. 10) 58 352 630 10
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890 260 292 E 3150 354 2 165 185 2 277 2
Non-native plant cover 19 10) 20 0
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala 10 10) q 10
Quality and avalability of shelter: Koala E t 10
Site Condition Score 05 7 s 750
[MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100 100
Site Cond 212 225 224 225
Site Context Value Score Value | Score Value Score Average | Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) 2 10 >200 10) 775 2 >200) 10
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 1000 1000 431 681
Dispersal habitat o E o o.46] q 32) 4
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 6085 6298 4950 578
Dispersal habitat 288 q 24.19) 4 1262, 4 219) 4
Ecological Corridors i | d 6
Role of ite location to species overall population in the state q 4 4 4
Absence of threats E q 1 10
Species mobilty capacity 19 10) 1 10
site Context Score a7 a7 30 a
[MAX ite Context Score 56 6 6 56
Site Context Score - outof 3 252 252 161 221
Greenridge AUA 12.3.20 Remnant
AU Koala density Site 931932 Site 964-965 Site 966-967 Average score
[Species Stocking Rate (5SR] o4 score Score Score
n or adjacent property with
connecting habitat)
10 10 1 1of
[Species usage of the sits (habitat fype & evidenced Usage) 15 15 R 15
|Approximate density (per ha) 04 30 04 30/ 04 3 3
Rolefmportance of species population on sie” 10 19 1 1o
Tolal SRR score (outof 70) 6 6 6 6
Max SRR Sco 7 7 7 oy
SRR Score (out of 4 371 37 37 37




TABLE A6.17

GREENRIDGE AU4 RE 12.3.20 REMNANT WITHOUT OFFSET QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 8
[Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Greenridge AUA - RE 12.3.20 Remnant e e = cenridge | " aus
: - - AUl RE12816 | RE128.16 Aus | eta Ava AUS Re12320 | Averase/
site Reference Benchmark Site 931-932 Site 964-965 Site 966-967 Average % RE128.16 | Advanced Young RE12.8.14 RE12320 | RE12:320 Final
12.3.20 Raw Data % Benchmark _|Score Raw Data % Benchmark __Iscore Raw Data % Benchmark __|Score benchmark ! Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) | remnant | Regrowth | Regrowth | Remnant | A%2"¢ed | pemnant | Regrowth Non-
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 2.21 1.47| 0.60) 219 1.55) 219 1.98 0.53 159
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100] 50! 500 3 100} 100.0! 3 100! 100] 3 833 E Site Context Score (out of 3) 204 174 179 198 190 161 233 16: 185
Native plant species richness - trees 4 3 750 25 2 500 25 7 175) 1000} q Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 371 229 084 371 257 371 257 174 249
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 bt 250 23] 2 500 25 4 100! 583 25 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 7.96| 550 325 7.89 6.02| 751 688 385 584
Native plant species richness - grasses 9 3 1500 25| ! 500! 25 4 200 25 1333 25| |Assessment Unit area (ha) 498 145.02| 48.1) 50.62| 194 28.22) 47 124 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs 4 5001 9 750 25 E 625 24 625 25 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 2870,
Tree canopy height 16 18! 1125 E 15! 9338 E 25 156.25! 120! q Size Weighting o 000 000 000 0.0 100 0.0 09
Tree subcanopy height E E 625 E E 100! E 15! 1875 1167 q Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00 0.00| 0.00| 0.00 0.00 75 09) 00 751
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1 115 9538} E 115 95.8] E 2 166.7} 119.4 E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 70 99354 142.1 E 736 105.1] E 8 1186 1220 o
subcanopy cover 20 15, 75 2 400! E 34 170! 725|
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 45 5051 1122 E 408} %071 E 58.5| 1300 1110
Shrub canopy cover 15 o5 33 q 7 467 3 11! 733 411 3
Native grass cover 20 162 810 3 310 155.0 E 618 309 1817 o
Organic ltter 30 47 156.7 3 38 1267 3 30 100 127.8 3
Number of large trees (ha) 165 124 752 10 130! 788! 10] 58 352 19 630] 10]
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890) 260 292 2 315.0! 3541 2 165 185, 277, E
Non-native plant cover q 1 E a E E E E
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala 10) 10] 10
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala E E 1 10)
site Condition Score 585 66 7 735
[MAX site Condition Score 100 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 176 198 219 221
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200 10 >200 10) 73] 200 1)
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 1000 100.0 43 68.1
Dispersal habitat 00| 9 00 9 95 32 4
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 609) 630) 495| 575
Dispersal habitat 288 4 242 4 126 1 219 4
Ecological Corridors E § q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 4 4 4 4
[Absence of threats 7 7 E
Species mobility capacity 10) 10] 10)
site Context Score 46 46 EY a
[MAX site Context Score 56 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 246 246 161 218
Greenridge AUA - RE 12.3.20 Remnant
AU Koala density Site 931-932 Site 964-965 Site 966-967
Species Stocking Rate (SSK) 04 Score Score Score Average Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with
habitat)
1 10 1 1
Spedies usage of the ste (habitat type & evidenced Usage) 15] 15 14 19)
Approximate densty (per ha) 04 3 04 39 04 3
of species population on sfe” 10 10 1 10
Total SRR score (out of 70) 65 65 65 65
Max SRR Scor 70 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4| 371 371 3 3




TABLE A6.18

GREENRIDGE AU4 RE 12.3.20 REMNANT WITH OFFSET QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 8
[Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Greenridge AU4 - RE 12.3.20 Remnant Tabooba | Tabooba AUZ | Tabooba AU | Tabooba |Tabooba AUS | Greenridge | Greenridge | ™7, |\
AuL RE12816 | RE128.16 Aua RE12.8.14 Aua AUS Re12320 | Average/
site Reference Benchmark Site 931-932 Site 964-965 Site 966-967 Average % RE12.816 | Advanced Young RE12814 | Advanced | RE12320 | RE123.20 Final
12.3.20 Raw Data % Benchmark jScore Raw Data % Benchmark  {Score Raw Data % Benchmark {Score benchmark | Average Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) remnant Regrowth Regrowth Remnant Regrowth Remnant | Regrowth (L=
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 263 2.59| 2.33| 234 2.34| 2.7 240 2.70| 2.50
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 50 500! £ 100 100.0} E 100 100 83 E Site Context Score (out of 3) 225 220 217 220 222 177 265 193 216
Native plant species richness - trees 4 3 7501 25| 2 5001 25| 7 175 1000 E Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 37 371 257, 37 371 371 371 200 331
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 i 250] 25| 2 50,01 25| 4 100 5831 25| Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 859 846] 707 825 828 818 877 663 7.95
Native plant species richness - grasses 2 3 1500 E B! 50| E 4 200 1333 E Assessment Unit area (ha) 298] 145.02) 481 5062 19| 2822 474 1249 35883
Native plant species richness - forbs E 4 5001 25 7501 25) E 625 9 6251 q Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 2870
Tree canopy height 16 18 1125 E 15 938 E 25! 156.25! 120.8! E Size Weighting 0.00] 000 000) 000 000 100 000 0.0
Tree subcanopy height E E 625! E E 100.0! E 15 1875 1167 E Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00) 0.00| 0.00| 0.00 0.00) 82| 00| 00| 818
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1 115| 9.8 E 15| 958 E 20| 166.7} 119.4 E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 70| 995! 142,11 E 736! 105.11 E 831 11861 122,01 E
Subcanopy cover 20| 15 75| E: g 400 E 4] 170 725! E
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 4| 505, 1122} E 408 907 E 585 1300} 1110} q
Shrub canopy cover 15 05; 33 3 7 467 5 11 733 411 q
Native grass cover 20| 162 810, E 310 155.0) E 618 300} 1817 E
Organic litter 30| 47 156.7, E 38) 126.7, E 30 100 127.8, E
Number of large trees (ha) 165 124 75.21 10| 130, 78.38; 10 58; 352, 19 63.0; 10)
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890) 260} 202! E 315.0] 354 E 165 185! q 277, E
Non-native plant cover q 1 10| 10 5 19 20i 10)
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala 10| 10 100}
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala E E 1 10
Site Condition Score 805 825 % 925
[MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 242 248 270 278
|Site Context Value Score [Value Score Value Score Average ‘Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) 200 10 >200 10 775 2 200 10|
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 1000 100.0 431 681
Dispersal habitat 00 5 00 5 946 g 32 4
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 60.85 6298 4950 578
Dispersal habitat 28.80 4 2419 4 1262 4 219 4|
Ecological Corridors q § q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 4 4 1 4
[Absence of threats 1of 1of 19 1of
Species mobility capacity 10 10 1
Site Context Score 49 49 E:} “
[MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 2,63 263 177 234
Greenridge AUA - RE 12.3.20 Remnant
AU Koala density Site 931-932 Site 964-965 Site 966-967
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 04 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark _|Score Raw Data % Benchmark _|Score Average Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with
connecting habitat) 10 10f 1 1
Species usage of the site (habiat type & evidenced usage) 15 1 it 19
imate densty (per ha) 04 3 04 3 04 3
Rolefimportance of species population on site” 10 10f 1 19
Total SRR score (out of 70) 65 65 65 65
Max SRR Scort 70 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4] 371 371 371 371




TABLE A6.19

GREENRIDGE AUS5 RE 12.3.20 REGROWTH START QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 7
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Greenridge AUS 12.3.20 Regrowth Tabooba AUL T’::::: ‘1‘:’ TaboobaAU3 | Tabooba AU4 ﬁ::::; e AU4 AUS AUG
e — e SteeEe s Average Score RE12.8.16 Advanced RE12.8.16Young | RE128.14 Advanced RE12.3.20 RE12.3.20 RE12.3.20Non- | Average/ Final
123.20 Raw Data % Benchmark _[Score Raw Data % Benchmark__[Score Final habitat quality score (weighted) (s Regrowth Rt (ol Regrowth (E=mead R remnant
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 2,06 183 1.63] 219 201 2.24 198 05: 1.81
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1o 100 100.0, E 100} 100} 100.0; E Site Context Score (out of 3) 2.06| 178 1.82| 201 1.9¢] 161 238 16 1.88]
Native plant species richness - trees 4 § 200.0, 9 4 100 150.0; E Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 3.7 229 0.86| 3.7 2.57] 3.7 2.57| 1.7 249
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 4 10001 q E 125 1125 q Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 783, 5.90 431 7.91 654 7.56] 6.94 385 614
Native plant species richness - grasses 1 E! 25001 E 3 150! 20001 q Assessment Unit area (ha) 298] 145.02) 81 50.62| 193] 2822 474 1244 358.83,
Native plant species richness - forbs E 10 1250} q 7 875, 2 1063 q Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 471
Tree canopy height 1 1 688, [ 375, 5311 Size Weighting o X o o 000 [ 1.00 [
Tree subcanopy height 7 875, q 375 625 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00) 0.00) 0.00) 0.00) 0.00| 00| 6.9] 0.0| 6.94)
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1 g 750 E 45 375 563 q
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 70| 57 814 q a5, 636, 725, q
Subcanopy cover 20 22 1100} q EE! 175| 638 q
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 45| 395! 878 q 2, 533 706, q
Shrub canopy cover 1 55 36.7 E| b 133} 250 E
Native grass cover 2 92! 460 1 37 185, 1155 q
Organic litter 30| 852 284.0) E| 14 46,67, 1653 q
Number of large trees/ha 165 16] 97, q 10 (3 79, q
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890) 00l q 00l 00l q
Non-native plant cover E: E 10 75 q
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala q q
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala q q
Site Condition Score 62 615 660
MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 1.86 185 198
|Site Context Value [Score Value [Score Average | Average Score |
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200 10| >200 1 >200 10
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 79.86 000 399
Dispersal habitat 20.14 H 5143 2 358 2]
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 56.62 40.89) 188
Dispersal habitat 339 4 41.07) 375 4
Ecological Corridors
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 4 4
Absence of threats 1 q
Species mobility capacity 10 1 10
Site Context Score 46 43 a5
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 246 2.30 238
Greenridge AUS 12.3.20 Regrowth
AU Koala density Site 974-975 Site 923-924 TR
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR] 04 Score Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with
connecting habitat)
10 10 10
[Species usage of the site (habitat type & evidenced usage) 15| 15| 15
Approximale density (per ha) 014! 10 014! 10 10
Rolefimportance of species population on site” 10 1 10
Total SRR score (out of 70) 45 a5 45
Max SRR Scor 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 2.57 2.57 257




TABLE A6.20

GREENRIDGE AU5 RE 12.3.20 REGROWTH WITHOUT OFFSET QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 7
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Greenridge AUS 12.3.20 Regrowth aboctaly{flaboote QL2 [T oo i | Reebcotzll (ahoobatls
AUl RE12.8.16 RE12.8.16 Aua RE12.8.14 Aua AUS AU Average/
Site Reference Site 974-975 Site 923-924 Average % Average Score RE12.8.16 | Advanced Young RE12.8.14 [ Advanced | RE12.3.20 RE123.20 | RE123.20 Final
123.20 Raw Data % Benchmark __{Score Raw Data % Benchmark __|Score benchmark Final habitat quality score (weighted)] remnant | Regrowth Regrowth | Remnant | Regrowth | Remnant | Regrowth | Non-remnant
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 2.21 1.47| 0.60) 219 1.55| 2.19| 1.98] 0.5: 1.59
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 100 100.0; E 100 100.0; q 100.0; 5| Site Context Score (out of 3) 204 174 179 198 1.90| 161 233 161} 185
Native plant species richness - trees 4 2000, E 4 100.0| q 150.0] 5| Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 371 2.29) 086 371 2.57] 3.71] 257 1.71) 2.49
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 L 100.0; E E: 125.0 q 11255 E Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 7.96 5.50 3.25 7.89 6.02 7.51 6.88 3.85 5.84
Native plant species richness - grasses E: E 250.0 E 3 150.0 q 200.0 E Assessment Unit area (ha) 498 145.02 484 50.62| 19,8 2822 4.74) 12.48|  358.82
Native plant species richness - forbs g 10 125.01 E 7 87.5| 25 106.3] 5| Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 477
Tree canopy height 16 11 6838, E q 375 3 53.1] 5| Size Weighting [ 0.00) 0.00) 0.00 0.00 0.00) 100 00!
Tree subcanopy height E: 7 875 E 3 375 625 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 69 00 6.88]
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 12 ! 75.0 E 45| 375, E 56.3 5|
Tree canopy cover (EDL) k( 571 814 E 4.5 636, q 725 E
Subcanopy cover 20) 22! 110.0; E 35| 175| 2 638 5|
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 45| 39351 87.8 E 2 533 q 706 5|
Shrub canopy cover 15| 551 367, 3 b: 133| E 25.0, 3
Native grass cover 20) 92! 46.0 1 371 185.0, q 11551 5|
Organic litter 30) 85.2] 284.0, 3 14 267 3 165.3] 5|
Number of large trees (ha) 165| E: 48] E 10 6.1] q 55 5|
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890) o 00} q o 00| q 00} o
Non-native plant cover q s 3 10! 3 75 3
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala E q 5|
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala E q 5|
Site Condition Score 60 595 66.0
MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 1.80 179 198
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200 10 >200 19f >200 10
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 79.86 0.00 399
Dispersal habitat 20.14 5 51.43 2 358 2
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 56.62 40.89 488
Dispersal habitat 339 4 41.07 4 375 4
Ecological Corridors q q §
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 4 4 4
Absence of threats q q 5|
Species mobility capacity 10| 10f 10)
Site Context Score 45 2 a4
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 2.41 225 233
Greenridge AUS5 12.3.20 Regrowth
AU Koala density Site 974-975 Site 923-924 ST
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 04 Score Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with
connecting habitat)
10| 1 10|
Species usage of the site (habitat type & evidenced usage) 15 15 15
Approximate density (per ha) 0.4 10| 0.14 10 10
Rolefimportance of species population on site” 10| 1 10|
Total SRR score (out of 70) 45 45 45
Max SRR Scol 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4] 257 257 257




TABLE A6.21

GREENRIDGE AU5 RE 12.3.20 REGROWTH WITH OFFSET QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 9
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Greenridge AUS 12.3.20 Regrowth Feioobalf | [abooha AL 2l faboota e | Eetcctal | fabock g
AUl RE12.8.16 | RE12.8.16 Aua RE12.8.14 Aua AUS AU Average/
Site Reference Site 974-975 Site 923-924 Average % Average Score RE12.8.16 | Advanced Young RE12.8.14 | Advanced | RE123.20 | RE12.3.20 | RE12.3.20 Final
12.3.20 Raw Data % Benchmark __1Score Raw Data % Benchmark | Score benchmark Final habitat quality score (weighted) remnant | Regrowth | Regrowth | Remnant | Regrowth | Remnant | Regrowth Non-
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 263 2.55| 2.33] 234 2.34 2.7 240 2.7 250
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 10 100.0; q 10 100. 100.0; E Site Context Score (out of 3) 225 220 217 220 2.22] 1.77] 265 19 216
Native plant species richness - trees 4 2000, q 4 100. 150.0) E Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 371 371 257 371 371 371 371 2,01 331
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 4 100.0; E 5 125.0 112.5; 9 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 859 8.46] 7.07 825 8.28] 818 877 663 7.95
Native plant species richness - grasses 2 E 2500, q 150. 200.0} q Assessment Unit area (ha) 498 145.02) 48] 50.62) 19,3 2822 474 1244 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs 9 10 125.01 q 7 87.5i 106.31 E Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 477
Tree canopy height 14 11 688 q [¢ 375! 53.1] E Size Weighting [ o o 0.00) 0.00) o 1.00 0.0
Tree subcanopy height q 7 87.5] q 375 62.51 E Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 00 838 0.0 877
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 12 9 750 E 45, 375 563 E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 7 57 814 q 4.5 636 7251 E
Subcanopy cover 20 22 110.0} E 35 175! 638 9
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 49 395 878 E 24 533 7061 E
Shrub canopy cover 15) 5.5 367, q 2 133! 25.0, E
Native grass cover 20 921 460 q 37 185.0) 115.5) 9
Organic litter 3 85.2) 284.0! q 14 467 165.3! E
Number of large trees (ha) 165 E 48 E 10 6.1 55 E
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890) d ool q d 04 00} E
Non-native plant cover q E 19 1 1 75 10
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala q q
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala q 1 q
Site Condition Score 80 83 800
MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 2.40 2.49 2.40
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200 10| >200 1 >200 10|
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 79.86 0.00 399
Dispersal habitat 20.14 5| 5143 2 358 2|
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 56.62 40.89) 488
Dispersal habitat 339 4 41.07] 375 4
Ecological Corridors q q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 4 4
Absence of threats 12 1 19
Species mobility capacity 19 1 10
Site Context Score 51 48 50
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 2.73 2.57 2.65
Greenridge AUS5 12.3.20 Regrowth
AU Koala density Site 974-975 Site 923-924 ST
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 0.4 Score Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with
connecting habitat) 10| 1 1
Species usage of the site (habitat type & evidenced usage) 15| 1 15
Approximate density (per ha) 0.14 30 0.14) 3 30
Rolefimportance of species population on ste” 19 1 1
Total SRR score (out of 70) 65 65 65
Max SRR Sco 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4] 371 371 371




TABLE A6.22

GREENRIDGE AU6 RE 12.3.20 NON-REMNANT START QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 4
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Greenridge AUS 12.3.20 Non-remnant Tabooba AU T‘:::’;‘l‘:z TaboobaAU3 | Tabooba AU T’::l"z": s Aua AUS AUG
[ET— [E— SeCra e [T RE12.8.16 Advanced RE12.8.16Young | RE12.8.14 Advanced RE123.20 RE12.3.20 RE12.3.20Non- | Average/ Final
123.20 Raw Data % Benchmark _[Score Raw Data % Benchmark __[Score benchmark Final habitat quality score (weighted) WL Regrowth Eperi (s Regrowth [ et i
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 2.06| 1.83] 163 2.19) 2,01 2.24 1.9g] 0.5: 1.81
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 00} 1 1 500, Site Context Score (out of 3) 208 174 182 201 19| 161) 2.3 16: 188
Native plant species richness - trees 4 00; 25 2! 125 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 3.71 2.29 0.86] 371 2,57 371 257 17 249
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 00 2 501 2 2501 25} Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 783 5.90] 431 791 654 7.56 694 385 6.14)
Native plant species richness - grasses 1 00 50, 2 250 25| |Assessment Unitarea (ha) 498 145.02] 481 50.62| 19| 2822 a74) 124 358.82]
Native plant species richness - forbs E 3 375, 25| E! 625, 2 500, 25} Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 11.88
Tree canopy height 16] [ q g 50! 250 E Size Weighting 000 [ 000 000 0.00] o o 1.00
Tree subcanopy height E 00l q 2 25 125| Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 0.00) 00| 00| EL 3.85]
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1 a 00! q E: 417 208
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 70| [ q 125 179| 89|
Subcanopy cover 20| [ q d 00|
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 25| [ 6251 1391 69i
Shrub canopy cover 15 00 67! 33)
Native grass cover 20| [ q 19 9| 475,
Organic litter 3 208] 693 q 2 66.67] 680,
Number of large trees/ha 165 00 00 00;
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890) 00! 00 00}
Non-native plant cover q 95| q 95| 95,0
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala 1
Site Condition Score 85 30 175
MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 026 090 053
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200) 10 7.75) >200| 1
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat q 431 22|
Dispersal habitat 61.79) 2 946 356 E
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 2441 4753 360
Dispersal habitat 43.00) 4 25.41] 34.2) 4
Ecological Corridors q q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 1
Absence of threats q
Species mobility capacity 1 1
Site Context Score 35 2 30
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 1.88 134 161
Greenridge AU6 12.3.20 Non-remnant
AU Koala density Site 972-973 Site 960-961 TR
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR] 04 Score Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with
connecting habitat)
10 10 10
[Species usage of the site (habitat type & evidenced usage) 5| q 5
Approximate density (per ha) 017, 10 017 10 10
Role/importance of species population on site™ E q E
Total SRR score (out of 70) 30 30 30
Max SRR Scor 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4 171 171 171




TABLE A6.23

GREENRIDGE AU6 RE 12.3.20 NON-REMNANT WITHOUT OFFSET QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 4
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem AUG 12.3.20 N Tabooba | Tabooba AU2 | TaboobaAU3 | Tabooba (Tabooba AUS
AUl RE12.8.16 RE12.8.16 Aua RE12.8.14 Aua AUs AUs Average/
Site Reference Site 972-973 Site 960-961 Average % Average Score RE12.8.16 [ Advanced Young RE12.8.14 | Advanced | RE12.3.20 RE123.20 | RE123.20 Final
12.3.20 Raw Data % Benchmark __{Score Raw Data % Benchmark __|Score benchmark Final habitat quality score (weighted) | remnant | Regrowth Regrowth | Remnant | Regrowth | Remnant | Regrowth | Non-remnant
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 2.21 1.47| 0.60) 219 1.55| 2.19| 1.98] 0.53] 159
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100) o 00; q 100 1000, q 500 3 Site Context Score (out of 3) 2.04) 1.74 1.79| 1.98 1.90| 161 2.33] 161} 185
Native plant species richness - trees 4 d 00} q 1 250, 25 125 q Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 371 2.29) 0.6 371 257 371 2.57| 1.71) 2.49
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 00; 2 50,0, 25 250, 25 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 7.96 550, 3.25 7.89 6.02 7.51 6.88 3.85] 5.84
Native plant species richness - grasses 2 00| 1 500, 25 25.0, 25 Assessment Unit area (ha) 298] 145.02 481 50.62) 19| 28.22) 474 1248 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs E: 3 375 2.5 5 625, 25 50,0 25 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 11.88
Tree canopy height 16 d 00l q g 500, E 250, 3 Size Weighting 0.00) [ 0.00 000 0.0 0.00 0.00 100
Tree subcanopy height 8 o 00; q 2 250, E 125 q Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00| 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00) 00 3.8] 3.85
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 12 d 00l q 5 417 E 208 [
Tree canopy cover (EDL) k( 00 125 179 k. 89!
Subcanopy cover 20) 00! 00, q 00!
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 45| 00! 625! 139 F: 691
Shrub canopy cover 15| 00} 1 67| q 33
Native grass cover 2 00 19 95.0, q 475 1
Organic litter 30| 2038 693 E 20| 66.7, q 68.0 E
Number of large trees (ha) 165| o 00; q o 00, q 00; q
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890) d 00l q d 00| q 00} o
Non-native plant cover 95! 95! 95.0
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala 1 1
Site Condition Score 85 30 175
MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 0.26 0.90 053
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200) 10| 7.75) k. >200 10]
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat q 431 22
Dispersal habitat 61.79) 2 946 q 35.6) 2
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 24.41] 47.53 36,0
Dispersal habitat 43.00) 4 25.41] 4 342 4
Ecological Corridors q q E
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 1 1 1
Absence of threats E q 5
Species mobility capacity 7 7 7
Site Context Score 35 25 30
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 1.88 134 161
AU6 12.3.20 N
AU Koala density Site 972-973 Site 960-961 AR
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 04 Score Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with
connecting habitat)
10| 1 10|
Species usage of the site (habitat type & evidenced usage) 5 E 5
Approximate density (per ha) 0.7, 10| 0.17 1 10|
Rolefimportance of species population on site” E E E
Total SRR score (out of 70) 30 30 30
Max SRR Scol 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4] 171 171 171




TABLE A6.24

GREENRIDGE AU6 RE 12.3.20 NON-REMNANT WITH OFFSET QUALITY FOR KOALA

START SCORE: 7
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem AUG 12.3.20 N Tabooba | Tabooba AU2 | Tabooba AU3 | Tabooba | Tabooba AUS
AUl RE12.8.16 | RE12.8.16 Aua RE12.8.14 Aua AUs AUs Average/
Site Reference Site 972-973 Site 960-961 Average % Average Score RE12.8.16  Advanced Young RE12.8.14 | Advanced | RE123.20 | RE12.3.20 | RE12.3.20 Final
12.3.20 Raw Data % Benchmark __1Score Raw Data % Benchmark | Score benchmark Final habitat quality score (weighted) remnant | Regrowth | Regrowth | Remnant | Regrowth | Remnant | Regrowth Non-
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 3) 263 2.55| 2.33] 234 2.34] 2.70| 240 2.7( 2.50
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 G 0.0; £ 100 100.0; 50.0; Site Context Score (out of 3) 225 2.20| 2.17| 220 2.22| 1.77] 265 1.99 216
Native plant species richness - trees 4 q ool q 1 2500 125 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 4) 371 3.71) 2.57] 371 3.71) 3.7 371 2.0 331
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 o q 2 50. 250 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 859 8.46 7.07 825 828 8.18] 877 663 7.95
Native plant species richness - grasses k. q ool q 1 50.0 250, | Assessment Unit area (ha) 298] 145.02 48] 50.62) 19.8| 2822 4.74) 124 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs q 3 375! q E 625 5001 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 11.88
Tree canopy height 16 d oY q E: 50.0 250, Size Weighting o 0.00 0.00) 0.00) [ 0.00) [ 1.00
Tree subcanopy height q o q 2 25. 125 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 00 0] 6.6] 6.63
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 12 [ 00} E E 417 208,
Tree canopy cover (EDL) k( o q 125 179 891
Subcanopy cover 2 o q o [
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 45| q ool q 625 139 691
Shrub canopy cover 15) o q 1 67, 33
Native grass cover 2 o q 19 95 475
Organic litter 39 204 693 E 20 66.7, 680,
Number of large trees (ha) 165) o q o [
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890 o q o [
Non-native plant cover q 95 19 95 o 1 95.01 19
Quality and availability of food and foraging habitat: Koala 19 1 19
Quality and availability of shelter: Koala 19 1 19
Site Condition Score % %0 90.0
MAX Site Condition Score 100 100 100
Site Condition Score - out of 3 2.70 2.70 2.70
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Koala habitat (foraging/breeding/dispersal) >200) 19 779 >200) 10f
Connectivity
Foraging/breeding habitat 431 2.
Dispersal habitat 61.79) 2 9.46 35.4]
Context
Foraging/breeding habitat 24.41] 47.53 36.0)
Dispersal habitat 43.00) 4 25.41) 34.2]
Ecological Corridors q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state 1
Absence of threats 11) 1 19
Species mobility capacity 7
Site Context Score a 31 36
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 2.20 1.66 193
AUG 12.3.20 N
AU Koala density Site 972-973 Site 960-961 AEEEREED
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 0.4 Score Score
Presence detected on or adjacent to site (neighbouring property with
connecting habitat) 10| 1 10]
Species usage of the site (habitat type & evidenced usage) q [
Approximate density (per ha) 017 10 0.17| 1 10}
Rolefimportance of species population on ste” 19 1 10
Total SRR score (out of 70) 35 35 35
Max SRR Sco 70 70 70
SRR Score (out of 4] 2.00 2.00 2.00




Appendix L: Offset HQS tables GHFF habitat



Table A7.1

TABOOBA AU1 RE 12.8.16 REMNANT START QUALITY FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

START SCORE: 6
oo Ui - s B Tabooba AU 1 - RE12.8.16 remnant Tabooba | Tebooba [ Tabooba | p .| Tabooba | o el Greenridge| Greenridge
Site Refer Site 472-473 Site 474-475 Final habi li i &0 e e s s s &3 613 Average/
ite Reference el 723 it A ol Eabiatutaity e sl iad) RE 128.16 :zlz.s.ls RE128.16 | o 15910 | REI2B14 | pe 15350 | RE12320 | RE12320 |  Final
vanced |  Young Advanced
12816 Raw Data % Benchmark 1 Score Raw Data % Benchmark 1 Score. benchmark 1 Average Score Remnant | pogrowth | Regrowth | ReMMant | pegrouepn | Remnant | Regrowth | Non-remnant
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4) 232 2.4 22( 231 22 246 214 05 205
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL b b 100. 100 100 100 Site Context Score (out of 3) 123 1.1 114 155, 14 177 1.9¢ 1.3¢ 1.44]
Native plant species richness - trees 85 2 [ 85 2] 85 2. Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 199 20 164 210 18 185 13 o 160)
Native plant species richness - shrubs 1284 10, 142 135. Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 5.54 5.30) 4.99) 59 544 608 5.5 1385 509
Native plant species richness - grasses 1 1429 16, 2284 185 | Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49.80) 145.02] 48] 19.8 282 47 124 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs 2 3 106 34 117. 112. Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 49.80
Tree canopy height 2 bt 75, 18, 90, 82 Size Weighting 100 o 0.0 00 o 0 o o
Tree subcanopy height 100. 10. 125, 112! Weighted Habitat Quality Score 554 000 000 000 000 000 000 0.00| 554
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 14 1s 82, 14 100, 91
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 4 a4 107.6 83 202. 155
ver 17 17.5 102.9 1 5! 54.
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 2 308 106.2 a2 144 125
Shrub canopy cover o o o o
Native grass cover 4 2 48 22 60. 54
Organiclitter 2 34 16 6: 20 2
Number of large eucalypt trees (ha) 3 pt 30, 14 a2 36.
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 3 1 s, 170, 504 28
Non-native plant cover 4 1 15, 27 p
Value Score Value Score Average Average Scor
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores 02 02 02
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 1 1 p
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness
Site Condition Score 75 75 755
MAX Site Condition Score 130 130 130
Site Condition Score - out of 4 232
Site Context Value Score Valie Score Average Average Scor
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 1094.7 1094.7 1094
Regrowth 722 1 722, ! 722, p
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km 2,
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 32 32 32
Ecological Corridors
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active 2 level three GHFF camps within a 20km 1
‘Absence of threats
Site Context Score 2 3 23
MAX Site Context Score 56 6 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 123
Tabooba AU 1 - RE12.8.16 remnant
Benchmark Site 472-473 Site 474-475 Average %
Species Stocking Rate (SSR] 12816 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark ] Score benchmark | Average Score
|Abundance of large trees 3 1 30 14( 42 36.
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources 92! 9.2} 9.2
Species Stocking Rate Score 1325 133 133
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score 2 20 20
SRR Score - out of 3 199




Table A7.2
SCORE WITHOUT OFFSET:

TABOOBA AU1 RE 12.8.16 REMNANT QUALITY WITHOUT OFFSET FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

6

Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AU 1- RE12.8.16 remnant T‘:::"‘ T o T’:‘l’:” N o o o —
[E— g e — Aversge% Final habitat quality score (weighted) Re1zgae | RE12816 | REL2816 | oo | Re128aa | o || Reszazo —
12816 Raw Data % Benchmark _[Score Raw Data % Score Average Score Remnant | Advanced L3 Remnant | A%aed | pomnant | Regrowth | Non-remnant
|Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4) 2.26| 1.66| 031 231 1.58] 2.11] 2.18| 051 162
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 1 1000} q 1000} 1000 1000 Site Context Score (out of 3) 123 1.10) 0.96) 155 142 177 1.98] 121 140
Native plant species richness - trees 1 d 8571 24 60 857 2! 857 2 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 2.29) 172 0.00) 210 1.80) 185 139 0.00) 139
Native plant species richness - shrubs 7 1286 E 100! 1429 135.7 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 578 448 127 5.96 480 573 555 171 441
Native plant species richness - grasses 1 1 142.9) q 160 2286, 185.7! Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49.80| 145.02 81 50.62| 19.80 2822 474 1248 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs 29 31 106.9 q 34.0] 117.2 1121 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 149.80)
Tree canopy height 2 19 75, E 180 %00 825 Size Weighting 100 0.00) 0.00) 0.00) 0.00) 0.00) 0.00) 0.00)
Tree subcanopy height E E 1000 E 100 125.0) 112.5) Weighted Habitat Quality Score 5.78] 0.00| 0.00| 0.00 0.00| 0.00| 0.00 0.00 578
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 14 14 821 E 140, 1000 E 911
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 41 441 107.6) q 83.0] 202.4 155.0)
Subcanopy cover 17] 175 1029 1 59 54.4)
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 29 308 106.2! q 20 1448 125.5|
Shrub canopy cover q [ [ 00 [
Native grass cover 4 2 489, 272 604 547
Organic litter 21 34 162 E 62 295 229
Number of large trees (ha) 33 1 303 10 140 42,4 1 364 10
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 334 18 54 170.0) 5086] 280}
Non-native plant cover 40 E 150 275
Value Score Value Score Average Average Score|
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores 029 E 028 03
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness E! 10 E! 1 30 1
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 2 E 2 24
Site Condition Score 695 785 75
MAX Site Condition Score 130 130 130
Site Condition Score - out of 4 226
W Value Score Value Score Average Average Score|
e of patch (ha)
Remnant 1094.79 1094.79i 1094.8!
Regrowth 7220 10 7220 1 7220 1
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km 3 E 3 24
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 3221 q 321 321 4
Ecological Coridors
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active  level three GHFF camps within a 20km E 10
Absence of threats 35|
Site Context Score 715 2 3
MAXSite Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 123
Tabooba AU 1- RE12.8.16 remnant
Benchmark Site 472-473 Site 474-475 Average %
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 12.8.16 Raw Data %Benchmark __ Score Raw Data %Benchmark _ Score benchmark | Average Score
Abundance of large trees 33 10 303 q 140] 424 364
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources 9.25 9.1 9.2
Species Stocking Rate Score 15.25 153 153
IMAX species Stocking Rate Score 20 20 20
SRR Score - out of 3 229




Table A7.3
SCORE WITH OFFSET:

TABOOBA AU1 RE 12.8.16 REMNANT QUALITY WITH OFFSET FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

6

Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AU 1 - RE12.8.16 remnant s || s || s || | || G | EEEiE || G
. . . Final habitat quality score (weighted) A a2 a2 e s s s e ATy
Site Reference Benchmark Site 472-473 Site 474-475 Average % RE128.16 | RE12816 | RE12816 | RE128.14 | RE12814 | RE12320 | RE123.20 | RE123.20 Final
12816 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark Score benchmark i Average Score Remnant | Advanced Young Remnant | Advanced | Remnant | Regrowth | Non-remnant
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4) 269 2.7 263 246 25 26 26: 29] 267
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 bl 100.0; 100. 100 1 100. 1 Site Context Score (out of 3) 15¢| 15 1.5 182 18 204 2.2! 214 1.82]
Native plant species richness - trees 857, 24 [ 85, 24 8. 24 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 22 239 169 240| 21 21 13 214 205
Native plant species richness - shrubs 12861 10. 1429 1 135 1 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 6.48] 658] 582 668 648 658 6.25] 77| 654
Native plant species richness - grasses 1 1429 16. 228 1 185, 1 Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 4980 145.02] 48] 506 19,8 282 47 124 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs 29 31 1069 34 117.2 1 112 1 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 29.80)
Tree canopy height X 15 754 18 9%, 1 82 1 Size Weighting 10 009 00 0.0 o o o 00
Tree subcanopy height 1000, 10, 1250 1 112 ] Weighted Habitat Quality Score 6.4] 0.00) 000 0.00) 0.00| 0.00) 0.00) 000 648
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 14 115 8211 q 140 10001 1 9. 1
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 4 a4 107.6! 834 2024 155, 1
Subcanopy cover 17 179 102.9! 1 5. 1 54. [
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) bl 308 106.2! 42 1448 | 125, ]
Shrub canopy cover 1 oa q o o [ o ]
Native grass cover 49 22 484 273 60, ! 54 ]
Organic litter 21 34 162 q 62 2. ! 2 ]
Number of large trees (ha) EE 19 303 19 14, 2. 1 36, 1
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 334 18 54 q 170, 50 1 284 |
Non-native plant cover g g 154 [ 27. [
Value Score Value Score Average | _Average Score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores (/10) 029 0.2 1 0: ]
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness (/20) 1 1 EX 1
and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness (/20) 19 1 2 [
Site Condition Score %05 925 875
MAX Site Condition Score 130 130 130
Site Condition Score - out of 4 269
lmnt Value |Score Value Score Average Average Scorel
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 1094.79, 1094.7 1094
Regrowth 722,01 1 722, 1 722, 1
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km 2 2
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 322 1 32 1 32 1
Ecological Corridors [ [
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active 2 level three GHFF camps within a 20km 1 1 ]
Absence of threats * ! 1
Site Context Score 77 77 %
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 150
Tabooba AU 1 - RE12.8.16 remnant
Benchmark Site 472-473 Site 474-475 Average%
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR) = 12816 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark Score benchmark | Average Score
Abundance of large trees 3 B 30. 12, 2. 1 36,
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources 9.2 9.2 9.1
‘Species Stocking Rate Score 15.25 153 153
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score 20 20 20
SRR Score - out of 3 229




Table A7.4 TABOOBA AU2 RE 12.8.16 ADVANCED REGROWTH START QUALITY FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX
START SCORE: 5

e Tabooba AU2 - RE 12.8.16 Advanced Regrowth Tabooba T‘:’;"‘ T‘:’;"‘ Tabooba T‘:“";“ Greenridge | Greenridge | Greenridge
Site Reference Benchmark Site 470-471 SIRCERE SilEl685,50 Sty 3L 73 po— Bt habkataiy se (sete) RE :’im fezsae | M8 e :1.“:.14 feazsi Ire ::.zn RE :’:.zn RE :’:.zn A*F;:el
12816 Raw Data % Benchmark  |Score Raw Data % Benchmark [score Raw Data % Benchmark |Score Raw Data % Benchmark |score benchmark | Average Score E=omt || Fom wo':th s | ey || Ere || Eoem ||
Site Condition score (out of 4) 239 21 2 231 222 248 2 0s1] 2
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 X 100.0| 100| 100.0| 50,0 3 100/ 100.0| E 87.5 Site Context Score (out of 3) 123 1.10| 1.1 155 1.42| 1.77| 1 1.34 144
Native plant species richness - trees 29 2 q 74 25 714 25 87 29 679 2 species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 199) 202 169) 210 1 185| 139 o 160
Native plant species richness - shrubs. s 714 2 3 29 25 2 571 29 1 143 q 64 2 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 554 530 199 596 sa 608 555 185] 5.
Native plant species richness - gasses 1284 { 1123 229 24 4 24 893 2 [Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ra) a0 sy w1l sos 108 282 any 124 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs 29 29| 100.0| 32 110.3| 1 517 25 621 24 810 28 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 0.00( 145.02) 04 0.00/ 04 0.00| 04 04
Tree canopy height 20 1 50 1 80 209 3 50 550 Size Weighting 000 100 o 000 o 000 o o
Tree subcanopy height 625 Ei 1000 q 375 E 50, 625 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 000 530 00| 00| 00| 0| 00| 00| 5.30)
 Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 14 7. 536 12| 85.7 5. 393 3 7 50, 57.1)
Tree canopy cover (EDL) a1 2 573 35 106.1] 73 q 3 854 64q
subcanopy cover 17 353 7 n2 2 176 3 15 676 d 04
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) B 144 50 23] 873) E| 3 103 3 23 502 571
Shrub canopy cover 1 375 a5 112.5| og q 19 475.0| E 156.3|
Native grass cover 45 32 74 43 95.¢ 61 135.6| E| 2 62 q 611
Organic litter 2 10. 514 E 2 95 q 0. 3. q 221
Number of large eucalypt trees (ha) 242 12| 364 12 36.4) E| q 182 E 288
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 17t 521 177 527 94 280 2 ke | 2. E 39.1)
Non-native plant cover 20| 3 10/ 15| E 188
Value Score Value Score Value Score Value Score Average  Average score
Quality and : ging Habitat Tree Species Fi ' Scort 043 051 051 E| 043 047
Quality and : ging Habitat «u 4 10/ 4 350/ «u
|Quality and Foraging Habitat Tr Richy « 3 10/ 3 275 «
Site Condition Score 66 86 68 605 71.00
| MAX Site Condition Score: 130 130 130 130 130
Site Condition Score - out of 4 218
Value Score Vaiie Soore Value Score Vaiie Score Average | Average score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 1n.9| 14729 1729 1729 1729
Regrowth 2036 10 3436 10 2036 10 2036 1 3436 1
| Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km i i E 23
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 319 3186 4 316 4 313 g 316
Ecological Corridors q q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active 2 level three GHFF camps within a 20km 2 2 1 2 13
| Absence of threats. 3 3 2
Site Context Score: 255 21 21 215 205
| MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 110
Tabooba AU2 - RE 12.8.16 Advanced Regrowth
Benchmark Site 470-471 Site 683-684. Site 685-686 Site 734-735 Average %
12816 RawDam % Benchmark _[score Raw Daia | % Benchmark [Score Raw Data % Benchmark [Score Raw Data T Score benchmark
| Abundance of large trees 24.2| 12| 364 4 12 36.4) 4 € 182 F 288
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources 92 925 925 944
Species Stocking Rate Score 13 140 133 13 134
| MAX Species Stocking Rate Score 20 20 20 20 20
SRR Score - out of 3 202




Table A7.5

SCORE WITHOUT OFFSET:

TABOOBA AU2 RE 12.8.16 ADVANCED REGROWTH QUALITY WITHOUT OFFSET FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

6

|Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AU2 - RE 12.8.16 Advanced Regrowth Tabooba "m"' "m"' Tabooba T‘:“’;‘” Greenridge | Greenridge | Greenridge
E —— site 470471 st 83.680 Site 685,685 ste 134735 et Finalhabita qualty score (weghted) nt ans zonn | mas | e | R | o | reamam | neamazo | el
12.8.16 Raw Data % Benchmark  |Score Raw Data % Benchmark  [Score Raw Data % Benchmark |Score |% Benchmark  |Score benchmark | Average Score Remnant Regrowth war:" Remnant Regrowth Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant
[Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4) 2.2 16 03] 231 158 211 2.1 051 162
[Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 100 1000 3 100] 100,0) 500| 100 1000 87. Site Context Score (out of 3) 129 11 056 155 14 177 19 121 140
Native plant species richness - trees 1 a29) 25 5 74 29 74 25 857 2 679 24 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 22 173 o 210 18 1 139 00 139
[Native plant species richness - shrubs 7 714 25| 3 429| 25 4 57 25| 143 64| 25 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 5.78| 4.48| 1.27| 5.96 4.80| 5.73| 5.55] 171 441
[Native plant species richness - grasses. 7 9 128.6| 25| E:| 114.3| 25| 429| 25| 714 2 893 25 | Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49.80| 145.02| 48 50.62| 19.80| 2822 474 12.48| 358.82|
Native plant species richness - forbs 29 29| 1000| 25| 3 1103] 25 15 517 25| 1 621 25 810| 29| Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 298
[Tree canopy height 20| 10 500| E 1 800| 8 200 0 500 550 Size Weighting 1 o o o 00| o o 00|
[ Tree subcanopy height 62.5| 3 g 100.0| 375 4 50.0| 625| Weighted Habitat Quality Score 5.78| 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 5.78)
|Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 14 75| 536/ 3 12 85.7| 5.5 393 70| 500| 57.1
[Tree canopy cover (EDL) a1 25| 573 5 35| 106.1] 3 73| 35 854) 640
subcanopy cover 1 q 353 2 7 212 2 3 176 115 676 204
[Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 29 148 509 2 253 871 3 103 23 802 571
Shrub canopy cover 4 13| 375 q 45| 1125 o 19) 4750) 1563
[Native grass cover 45| 32| 71 o 43| 95.6| 61 135.6| 28| 62| 61.1]
Organic litter 2 108 514) 3 E 28 2 as| o) 38 21|
[Number of large trees (ha) 33| 242 5 12| 364 12| 36.4| 182| 2838
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 336 175 521 El 177| 527| 94 280| 7| 235| 39|
INon-native plant cover 3 20 35 15| 18]
Value |Score Value |Score Value |Score |Value |Score ‘Average Average score
lQuality and avalability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores 043 051 051] 043 04
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 2 4 El 4 4 h 3
(Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 1 o 10| I I 27 I
st conditon sore o s s ss s400
viax e conton score 0 P 0 0 0
Site Condition Score - out of 4
[Site Context Value Score Value Score Value Score Value Score Average | Average score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 1472.92| 1472.92| 1472.92| 1472.92| 1472.9|
Regrowth 3436 10) 3436 10 3436 3436 343
connectity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km 3 4 2 P! 2 2 23
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 319| 4 316| 4 316| 4 313 316| 4
[Ecological Corridors
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active 2 level three GHFF camps within a 20km 2 4 2 13|
|Absence of threats 2 15| 15 25
e Content core = 5 5 ® %5
[MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 110
Tabooba AU2 - RE 12.8.16 Advanced Regrowth
Benchmark Site 470-471 Site 683-684 Site 685-686 Site 734-735 Average %
ST 12816 _— —_— _— e — o vencnmark  score benchmark | Average Score
[Abuncance o1 arge rees - = %4 5 = T
Fining of GHFF BologicalResoues 52 f 52 o2 oad
Species Stocking Rate Score 13 120 13 13 14
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score 2 2 20 20 0
SRR Score - out of 3 172



Table A7.6
SCORE WITH OFFSET:

TABOOBA AU2 RE 12.8.16 ADVANCED REGROWTH QUALITY WITH OFFSET FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

6

|Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem

Tabooba AU2 - RE 12.8.16 Advanced Regrowth Tabooba | 12booba [ Tabooba | o Greenridge | Greenridge | Greenridge
AuL A A Aua A Aua AU AUS | Average/
Site Reference b Site 470-471 Site 683-684 Site 685-686 Site 734-735 P Final habitat quality score (welghted) retpgre | E12836 | RE1zass | WR | emsas | B BE e |
e | Average score e || Sy ‘Advanced - -
12816 RawData  |% Benchmark |score Raw Data 1% Benchmark |score RawData  |% Benchmark [score Raw Data 1% Benchmark__|Score B | h T ey || O BERGTIZ
Site Condition score (outof 4] 269 277 263 246 255 269 262 292 267
Recrutment of woody perennial species i EDL 100 100 1000 100 1000 50 500) 5 100 1000, E 875 Site Context Score (out of 3) 1 1 150 s 18 204 22 214 10
Native plant species ichness - trees 3 429 25 714 25 E 714 25 8. 29 679 24 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3] 229 232 169 240 21 214 139 21 205
Native plant species richness - shrubs o 74 25 429 25 4 571 25 143] q 464 2 Habitat Qualit score (out of 10 648 658 582 663 648 688 625 7.47] 654
Native plant speciesrichness - grasses 9 1286 1143 3 429) 25 714 25 893 2 [ Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 4980| 14502 481 5062 19:80) 2827 4z 1248 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs ) » 1000 B 1103 15 517 25 18 21 2 810 29 Totaloffset area (ha) for this MNES 1980
Tree canopy height ) 1 s00) E 19 500 400) 1 500) E 550 Size Weighting 1 o 000 000 o o o o
[Tree subcanopy height E 62| 5 1000 3 373 500) E 625 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 68| 000) 00 00 00| 00 000) 000) 648
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1 75 s3] s 1) 87 50 55 33| s 79 500) E 571 q
Tree canopy cover (€DL) a1 235 573 a5 1061 3 73 3 854 40
[subcanopy cover 1) o 353 7 412 3 176] 113 67| p 404
[Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) ) 148] s09| 23] 871 30| 103] 5 23] 502 5 571
Shrub canopy cover q 15] 373| 5 45 1123] 09 5 19 4750 £ 1563
Native grass cover 5 32 7 3 s 954 6 1356 E 28 62 3 611 o
lOrganic itter 2 108] 514 24 5 9 95 3 08 33 £ 21 o
Number of arge trees (ha) 3 o 212 10 1) 364 10 1 364 10 o 182 10 24 10|
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) e 175 521 177 527] % 20 s 79 23] s 39 q
Non-native plant cover El 2 3 s 15 E 185 10|
Value Score Valie Score Vale [Score Valie [Score Average | Average score
|Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores (/10) 043| 051| 051} 043 E 047
lQuality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness (/20) E 10 4 1 4 1 4 10 350 1
2 10 3 1 1 10 275 1
site Condition Score & 3 = 05 9000
[MAX ite Condition Score: 30 130 1350 30 130
Site Condition Score - out of 4 27
Site Context Value Seore Valie Seore Value Seore Valie Seore Tverage | Average score
Size of patch (ba)
Remnant un9 17292 1n9 1un.92 1729
Regrowth 3436 10 3436 10 3436 10 3436 1 2a36| 10|
omneciviy | T |
No. active GHF camps within 20km 3 q 2 2 2 2 23 k|
[Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 319) 4 31 4 316 4 313 4 31 q
Ecological Corridors q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active 2 evel three GHFF camps within a 20km 3 4 F! 2 1 2 1 E 13 k|
[Absence of threats * gl 3 3 7 gy
[Site Context Score E 7 7 7 =
IMAX Site Context Score 56 56 5% 5% 5
Site Context Score - out of 3 150
Tabooba AU2 - RE 12.8.16 Advanced Regrowth
Benchmark Site 470-471 Site 683-684 Site 685-686 Site 734735 Average %
12816 [RawData [ Benchmark _[Score Raw Daia % Benchmark [Score Raw Daia___[% Benchmark_[Score Raw Daia [ Benchmark__[Score benchmark | Average Score
[Abundance o large rees 203 el 364 o 364 7 24
(Timing of GHFF Biological Resources 9.2 I 9.2 9.2 9.4375|
Spocies Stocking Rate S 153 160 153 153 154
[MAX Species Stocking Rate Score 0 F) ) P 2
SRR Score - out o1 3 232




Table A7.7

TABOOBA AU3 RE 12.8.16 YOUNG REGROWTH START QUALITY FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

START SCORE: 5
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem -RE12.8.16 Adval Tabooba AU3 - RE 12.8.16 Young Regrowth Tabooba T’::;"‘
Site Reference Site 687-688 Site 756-757 Final habitat quality score (weighted) AL | Re12816
P RE12816 | o
Average Score  |12.8.16 Raw Data % Benchmark Score Raw Data 9% Benchmark Score benchmark Average Score Remnant Regrowth
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4) 232 2.
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL ] 10q 667 66. 100 83 Site Context Score (out of 3) 123 11
Native plant species richness - trees 24 71 24 ! 2 71 2 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 199 20;
Native plant species richness - shrubs 24 4 57, 29 2 504 2 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 554 5.30)
Native plant species richness - grasses 24 1000 i 107. Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49.80) 1450
Native plant species richness - forbs 2 b 17 58! 29 27 75 2 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES
Tree canopy height 2 1 75, i 57! Size Weighting o X
Tree subcanopy height 62! 504 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00 0.00
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 14 1 71 4 EX 55.4
Tree canopy cover (EDL) ] 4 2 68: 2] 68. 68:
Subcanopy cover 17 1. 34 2, 30
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) ] 2 175 60: 1574 54; 5 57:
Shrub canopy cover ] 1 o [ o o
Native grass cover 4 63 1400, i 44 72:
Organicllitter 2 44 34 18: 11
Number of large eucalypt trees (ha) ] 33 61 i 1 9
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 339 274 82. 61 18. 50;
Non-native plant cover ] 3 3 1 10 1 20,
Average score Valie Score Value Score Average Average Score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores ] 0oL 04 048
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 1 4 1 4 1 a 1
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 1 3 1q 2 25 1
Site Condition Score 7100 785 63 715
MAX Site Condition Score 130 130 130 130
Site Condition Score - out of 4 218 220
Site Context ‘Average score Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 1472. 1472. 1472
Regrowth 1 34351 1q 343. 1 343. 1
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km 2
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km | 3. 1 31 314
[Ecological Corridors [
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active > level three GHFF camps within a 20km
Absence of threats 2 2
Site Context Score 205 20 205 205
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 110 110
- RE12.8.16 Advaf ‘Tabooba AU3 - RE 12.8.16 Young Regrowth
Benchmark | Site 687-688 Site 756757 Average %
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR) Average Score  |12.8.16 4 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark | Score benchmark Average Score
Abundance of large trees. 3 6.1 12 EX
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources 944 925 9.2 92t
Species Stocking Rate Score 134 13 13 13
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score 20 20 20 20
SRR Score - out of 3 202 1.6875 1.6875 1.6875

T’::’;"' Tabooba T’:E“"' Greenridge | Greenridge | Greenridge
rezgs | M | rezgae | A AUS G || Ay
vous | RE1283| QP | RE12320 | RE12320 | RE12320 | Final
Remnant | pe | Remnant | Regrowth | Nonremnant
221 231 229 246 214 051 205
11 155 149 177 19 134 149
15 210 189 185 139 o 160
4.99) 59 544 608 555 185 509
481 50.62| 19.80) 2822 474 1248 35882
48.1( 04
1 o o 00d o 00
499) 00| 00| 000) 000) 000) 499)




Table A7.8

TABOOBA AU3 RE 12.8.16 YOUNG REGROWTH QUALITY WITHOUT OFFSET FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

SCORE WITHOUT OFFSET: 1
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AU3 - RE 12.8.16 Young Regrowth Tabooba | Tabooba Tabooba | Tabooba [ Tabooba | Greenridge | Greenridge | Greenridge
- - - S ey S ) AL a2 a2 AL o s B AL braes]
Site Reference Benchmark Site 687-683 Site 756-757 Average % RE12816 | RE128.16 | RE12816 | RE128.14 ( RE12814  RE12320 | RE12320 | RE123.20 Final
12816 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark Score benchmark | Average Score Remnant | Advanced Young Remnant | Advanced | Remnant | Regrowth | Non-remnant
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4) 2.26 1.66 0.31] 231 15 2.11] 2.1 05 162|
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 10q 667! 667! 100 100, 834 Site Context Score (out of 3) 123 ERT 0.9¢ 155 142 177 19 12 140
Native plant species richness - trees q 74 24 714 2! 714 2! Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 229 172 000 210 129 18 13 00( 139
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 574 29 2 2! 50, 2! Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 5.78 448 1.27] 5.96 4.80) 5.73] 55| 171 441]
Native plant species richness - grasses A 100.01 24 114.3 2! 107.1; 2! Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49.80( 145.02| 481 50.6: 19.84 28.2: 47: 12.4{ 358.82]
Native plant species richness - forbs b 17 586 29 2 93 2! 759 2! Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 48.10
Tree canopy height 2 19 754 40, 579 Size Weighting 0 o 100 o o o o o
Tree subcanopy height g 625, 374 504 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00 0.00 1.27| 0.00| 0.00| 0.00) 0.00) 000 1.27]
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 14 1 74 54 30: 554
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 4 2 68: 2 68: 68:
Subcanopy cover 17 7 2121 EE 204 309
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 2 175 6031 157" 543 57;
Shrub canopy cover 1 o o od
Native grass cover 49 63 140, 44 722
Organic litter 2 48 34 18; 114
Number of large trees (ha) 3 3 6.1 4 1 9
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 334 277 824 6 183 503
Non-native plant cover 3 3G b 1
Value Score Value Score Average | Average Score|
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores 051 043 048
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 4 4 4
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness b 25
Site Condition Score 10 10 10
MAX Site Condition Score 130 130 130
Site Condition Score - out of 4 031
Site Context Value Score Value Score Average | Average Score|
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 14729 14729 14729
Regrowth 3435 1 343. 1 3435 1
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km 3
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 3211 1 317 319
Ecological Corridors
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active > level three GHFF camps within a 20km
Absence of threats 1!
Site Context Score 19 195 18
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 096
Tabooba AU3 - RE 12.8.16 Young Regrowth
Benchmark Site 687-638 Site 756-757 Average%
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 12.8.16 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark Score. benchmark | Average Score
[Abundance of large trees EE 2 61! 3 . ol
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources
Species Stocking Rate Score 00 00 00
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score 20 20 20
SRR Score - out of 3 0 0 0




Table A7.9

SCORE WITH OFFSET:

TABOOBA AU3 RE 12.8.16 YOUNG REGROWTH QUALITY WITH OFFSET FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

6

Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AU3 - RE 12.8.16 Young Regrowth Tabooba | Tabooba Tabooba | Tabooba [ Tabooba | Greenridge | Greenridge | Greenridge
- - - Final habitat quality score (weighted) L (3 o LI (D G0 & £m3 Srerses
Site Reference Benchmark Site 687-638 Site 756-757 Average % RE12816 | RE12816 | RE128.16 | RE128.14 | RE12814 | RE12320 | RE12320 | RE12320 | Final
12816 Raw Data % Benchmark __ [ Score Raw Data % Benchmark___ | Score benchmark Average Score Remnant | Advanced Young Remnant | Advanced | Remnant | Regrowth | Non-remnant
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4) 269 2.7 263 246 25 26 26 29] 267
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 667 667! q 1 100.0! 834! E Site Context Score (out of 3) 15(] 15 15 182 18: 204 22 244 182
Native plant species richness - trees 1 74 25 q 714 2 714 29 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 229 232 169 240 2.1 2.8 13 21 205|
Native plant species richness - shrubs 1 4 574 25 E 29 2 504 29 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 6.48] 6.58] 582) 668 6.48) 658 6.25] 7.17] 654
Native plant species richness - grasses 1 1000, q 1143 107.41 E Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 4980 145.02] 28] 506 1984 282 47 124 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs Bz 17 586l 25 27 931 759 29 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 48.10
Tree canopy height 2 19 754 q 400 575 q Size Weighting 00q o 100 009 o o o 00
Tree subcanopy height 625 q E! 375, 504 E Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00 0.00 582 0.00| 0.00| 0.00) 0.00) 0.00 582
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 14 1 74 q 55 393 5! 5541 q
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 4] 2 68: 2 683 683
Subcanopy cover 17 212 1 35 2061 3091 1
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 2 179 60: 15.75 543 51 57:
Shrub canopy cover 4 o q 0 0
Native grass cover & 6 1400} E 44 72.24
Organiclitter 21 4 E| 3. 1811 114
Number of large trees (ha) 3 6.1 q 4 121 Rt
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 334 27% 824 q 6 182 503 q
Non-native plant cover 3 39 19 b Bl 2.
Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores (/10) 051 q 045 028
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness (/20) 4 1 4 1 4 10
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness (/20) 1 2 1 25 19
Site Condition Score 815 88 855
MAX Site Condition Score 130 130 130
Site Condition Score - out of 4 263
lmnt Value TScore Value TScore Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 14729 14729 14729
Regrowth 343.5] 1 343.5| 1 343.5] 19
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km E 1 2 3 1
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 321 q 3171 3191 1
Ecological Corridors
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active 2 level three GHFF camps within a 20km 1 1
‘Absence of threats *
Site Context Score 27 27 3
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 150
‘Tabooba AU3 - RE 12.8.16 Young Regrowth
Benchmark Site 687-688 Site 756757 Average %
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR) ™ 12.8.16 _lRaw Data % Benchmark Score. Raw Data % Benchmark Score benchmark Average Score
‘Abundance of large trees EE| &1 7 21 B 7
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources 929 9t 925
Species Stocking Rate Score "3 "3 "3
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score 20 20 20
SRR Score - out of 3 1.6875 1.6875 1.6875




Table A7.10

START SCORE:

TABOOBA AU4 RE 12.8.14 REMNANT START QUALITY FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

6

Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AU4 - RE 12.8.14 Remnant e || TEEEE || RS e || TR oo | e || @
AUL (un (i AU4 (B AU4 AUS AUG Average/
Site Reference Site 680-681 Site 747-748 Final habitat quality score (weighted) RE12.8.16 | RE12.8.16 RE 12.8.14
[y RE128.16 | Lo oung | PEIZE14| L | RE12320 | RE12320 | RE12320 Final
12814 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark | Score benchmark | Average Score ConTS || oo || mrm || B8 || G || BP0 || BoET || CEmicnms
Site Condition score (out of 4) 232 218 2.2 231 2.2 246 218 0.51f 205
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 100 100.0y E| 66.7) 66.7) 83.4 q Site Context Score (out of 3) 123 1.10| 1.10| 155 142 177 198 134 144
Native plant species richness - trees q k] 13331 E| 150.01 141.71 q Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 199 2.02f 1.69| 210 1.8 185 139 0.00] 160
Native plant species richness - shrubs q 7 116.7, q 4 66.7] 91.7| q Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 554 5.30 4.99 5.96 5.44 6.08 5.55 1.85 5.09
Native plant species richness - grasses q E| 112.5| ! 1 125.0) 118.8| o Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49.30| 145.02| 484 5062| 19.80| 28.22| 474 1248 358.82|
Native plant species richness - forbs 21 2 1238 E| 4 219.0! 171.4! q Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 50.62 0.00{
Tree canopy height 22 18] 818 q 15| 68.2] 75.0, q Size Weighting 0.00| 0.00{ 0.00{ 100 0. 0.00| 0.00| 0.00{
Tree subcanopy height 11 B 90.9i q E 4551 68.2j Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.96 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.96|
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 16.5) 14 848 q 1 60,61 7271 E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 16 35 218.8 E | 27 168.8) 193.8 q
Subcanopy cover 15 14 933 E| 0 46.7) 2
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 15.5 245 158.1! q 135 87.1 122.6! E
Shrub canopy cover 4 75.0} q 25,0} 50,0} E
Native grass cover E: | 47 810 3 121 2071 509
Organic litter g 16.7] 13 433 300
Number of large eucalypt trees (ha) 5 2 489 E q 133 311, E
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 33¢ 128 381 2 E] 1sl 198l 2
Non-native plant cover 1 q 3] 225! E
Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores 0.241 2 0.261 0.251 2
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 30 10 4 350 19
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 20 q 2 2.00; q
Site Condition Score 75 705 75
MAX Site Condition Score 130 130 130
Site Condition Score - out of 4 231
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 1259 1094.8 610.3
Regrowth 1690.6 1 721.7 1206.1 10f
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km 4 4 4 4. E
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 315 4 324 320 E
Ecological Corridors q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active > level three GHFF camps within a 20km 3 4 3 30| q
‘Absence of threats q q
Site Context Score 26 285 29
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 155
Tabooba AU4 - RE 12.8.14 Remnant.
Benchmark Site 680-681 Site 747-748 Average %
Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 12814 Raw Data % Benchmark _1Score Raw Data % Benchmark _1Score benchmark | Average Score
Abundance of large trees 45| 22 489 4 & 133 311 4
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources 10 10
Species Stocking Rate Score 140 120 140
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score 20 20 20
SRR Score -out of 3 24



Table A7.11

SCORE WITHOUT OFFSET:

TABOOBA AU4 RE 12.8.14 REMNANT QUALITY WITHOUT OFFSET FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

6

Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AU4 - RE 12.8.14 Remnant 2icota jazcoba EEEilzn || EEEris || EeEks
) . ) ) AUL Aua AUa AU AUB Average/
N e —— e p—— 7T Average% Final habitat quality score (weighted) Re12816 | RE12816 | RE12816 | L oo | RE12814 | L oo | potoe | metzazo -
12814 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark _|Score benchmark | Average Score Remnant | Advanced Young Remnant | A%2®d | gonnant | Regrowth | Nonremnant
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4) 2.26| 1 031 231 1.58| 2.1] 2.18| 0.51f 162
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 1 100.0! E 66.7! 66.7! 834l E Site Context Score (out of 3) 1.23| 1.10| 0.96| 155 142 1.77| 1.98| 121 140
Native plant species richness - trees 1333, q 9 150.0y 141.7, Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 2.29| 1.72 0. 210 1.80| 189 1.39| 0.00f 139
Native plant species richness - shrubs q 7 116.71 q a 66.71 2! 91.7i E Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 5.78 4.48 1.27| 5.96 4.80 5.73 5.55 171 4.41
Native plant species richness - grasses k| E] 112.5} q 10! 125.0! 118.8! E | Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49.80| 145.02| 481 50.62| 19.80| 28.22| 474 1248 358.82
Native plant species richness - forbs 21 2 1238 q 46 219.0, 171.4 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 50.62
Tree canopy height 22 18 818 E | 151 68.21 75.0 E Size Weighting 0.00f 0.00| 0.00| 100 0.00f 0.00f 0.00f 0.00f
Tree subcanopy height 11 10 909! q L] 45.5) 682! 3 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.96 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.96
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 165 14! 848l ! 10! 60.6! 727
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 16 35 2188l 271 168.8] 193 8]
Subcanopy cover 15 14 933 q 0 46.7! p
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1535 245 158.1} q 135 87.1 122.6| E
Shrub canopy cover 4 3 750 ! 1 2501 50,01
Native grass cover 58 47, 810} 12 207, 509
Organic litter 39 E] 167 13 433 30.0,
Number of large trees (ha) 45 22 489 q ¢} 133 3111
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 33¢| 12 381 2 g 15| 198 p!
Non-native plant cover 1 q 35, B 225 9
Value Score Value Score Average ‘Average Score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores 0.24! p| 0.1 0.25! F
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 3 10| 4 1 350 10}
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 201 q 2 2,001 E
Site Condition Score 75 705 75
MAX Site Condition Score 130 130 130
Site Condition Score - out of 4 231
[Site Context Value Score Value Score Average ‘Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 125.9| 1094.8) 610.3)
Regrowth 1690.6| 1 721.7) 1 1206.1§ 10}
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km 4 4 4 40| 4
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 315 4 324 320 4
Ecological Corridors q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active > level three GHFF camps within a 20km q 3 3 [
Absence of threats 4 EE| E
Site Context Score 25 275 29
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 155
Tabooba AU4 - RE 12.8.14 Remnant
Benchmark Site 680-681 Site 747-748 Average %
Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 12814 Raw Data 1% Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark | Score benchmark | Average Score
| Abundance of large trees 45 ZZ= 489! 4 q 133 311 4
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources ! bt jt 10
Spedies Stocking Rate Score i 140 120 140
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score : 20 20 20
SRR Score - out of 3 i 241




Table A7.12

SCORE WITH OFFSET:

TABOOBA AU4 RE 12.8.14 REMNANT QUALITY WITH OFFSET FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

7

Tabooba

Tabooba

[Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AUA - RE 12.8.14 Remnant T‘::’j"lh‘ Av2 A2 T’A":l';h‘ AUS G":'j':"‘e G":;:"" G";":d‘e
Site Reference Site 680-681 site 747-748 Average % Final habltat quakty scors (eighted) RE 12816 ':::"i? “Evfu":'“ RE 12814 m&’: RE12320 | RE12320 | RE12320 |  Final
12.8.14 Raw Data % Benchmark  §Score Raw Data % Benchmark §Score benchmark I Average Score Remnant Remnant | gegrowth Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4) 26 277 263 246] 259 26 26: 29 267
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100) 100 100,01 6671 6671 8341 Site Context Score (out of 3) 150 150 15 182 182 2 22 21 182
Native plant species richness - trees 9 E: 1333 9 1500 1417 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 229 232 169 240! 2.9 2.1 1.3¢ 2.1 205
Native plant species richness - shrubs q 7 1167 E 4 6671 o171 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 648 658 582 668 6.48] 6.58] 6.25| 7.17| 654
Native plant species richness - grasses 9 1125 1 125.0, 1188, Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49.80) 145.02) 481) 5064 19.8 282 47 124y 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs 2 2] 1238 E 4] 2190 1714 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 5062
Tree canopy height 2 bt 81| 151 682} 750 Size Weighting 0.0 0.0 009 100 o 0.0 [ 004
Tree subcanopy height 11} 1 %09 4551 682 q Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 668 0.00 0.0 0.00) 0.00| 6.68]
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 165 14 843 E 10 6061 77
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 16| 35| 2188 3 27 1688, 1938
Subcanopy cover 15) 14 933 00 467!
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 155 25, 158.1] E 135, 7.1} 1226, E
[Shrub canopy cover 4 3 75| E 1 2501 500
Native grass cover 58] an 810 3 12! 207! 509 E
Organic litter 30| E] 167] g 13 33! 300 q
INumber of large trees (ha) 45 2 489 10] d 133 311,
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 33¢] 128 381 5 E 15 198 q
Non-native plant cover b E 35 225
Value Score Value {Score Average Average Score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores (/10) 024 E 0.26] 025
[Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness (/20) 30 1 4 1 350 1
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness (/20) 20! 2 200
Site Condition Score 85 8 80
[MAX Site Condition Score 130 130 130
Site Condition Score - out of 4 246
li_ixe Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 1259) 10048 6103
Regrowth 1690.6 1 7217 1 1206.] 10
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km 4 4 4 4 4
Context
9% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 315| 4 324 320 4
Ecological Corridors
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active > level three GHFF camps within a 20km 3 q 3 3
[Absence of threats * El G |
[Site Context Score 30 ES 3
[MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 182
Tabooba AUA - RE 12.8.14 Remnant
Benchmark Site 680-681 Site 747-748 Average%
Species Stocking Rate (SSR) ™ 12814 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark | Score benchmark | Average Score
Abundance of large trees a 2 48 13. 3110
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources 1q 1 1
Species Stocking Rate Score 160 140 160
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score 20 20 20
SRR Score - out of 3 24




Table A7.13

START SCORE:

TABOOBA AUS5 RE 12.8.14 ADVANCED REGROWTH START QUALITY FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

5

Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AUS - 12.8.14 Advanced Regrowth e || TEEEE || RS e || TR oo | e || @
AUL (un (i AU4 (B AU4 AUS AUG Average/
Site Reference Site 736-737 Site 751-752 Final habitat quality score (weighted) RE12.8.16 | RE12.8.16 RE 12.8.14
[y RE128.16 | Lo oung | PEIZE14| L | RE12320 | RE12320 | RE12320 Final
12814 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark | Score benchmark | Average Score ConTS || oo || mrm || B8 || G || BP0 || BoET || CEmicnms
Site Condition score (out of 4) 232 218 2.2 231 2.2 246 218 0.51f 205
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 100 100.0y E| 100 100.0y 100.0y q Site Context Score (out of 3) 123 1.10| 1.10| 155 142 177 198 134 144
Native plant species richness - trees q k] 13331 E| 13331 13331 q Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 199 2.02f 1.69| 210 1.8 185 139 0.00] 160
Native plant species richness - shrubs. q d 150.0! E 7 116.7! 133.3! E Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 554 5.30 4.99 59 544 608 555 185 509
Native plant species richness - grasses q E| 112.5| ! 112.5) 112.5| o Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49.30| 145.02| 484 5062| 19.80| 28.22| 474 1248 358.82|
Native plant species richness - forbs 21 27 128.6! E| 48 228.6! 178.6! q Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 19.8( 0.00{
Tree canopy height 22 12| 54.5) 3 10| 45.5) 50.04 3 Size Weighting 0.00| 0.00{ 0.00{ ol 1. 0.00| 0.00| 0.00{
Tree subcanopy height 11 54.5i E 4551 50.01 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.44 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.44)
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 16.5) 9 5451 75i 455 50,01
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 16 a4 275.0; E | 405 253.3 264.1 3
Subcanopy cover 15| 333 2 10.51 70.01 51.7 E
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 15.5 245 158.1! q 25.5 164.5! 161.3! E
Shrub canopy cover 4 2 50,0} q 25,0} 375,
Native grass cover E: | 29 5001 3 161 276l 388l 1
Organic litter 1 33 20.0) 117,
Number of large eucalypt trees (ha) 5 10} 222, E 4 89 156 E
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 33¢ 176l 524 E| 1461 4350 479 2
Non-native plant cover 2 E| 2 200! q
Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores 031 E| 021 0.261 q
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 4 19 3 350 19
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 2 E 2 2 E
Site Condition Score 76 69 72
MAX Site Condition Score 130 130 130
Site Condition Score - out of 4 222
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 14729 14729 14729
Regrowth 3435 10| 3435 3435 10f
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km E| 2 3.5 E
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 32.2| 4 319 321 E
Ecological Corridors q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active > level three GHFF camps within a 20km 4 1 2.5 q
Absence of threats E | 25
Site Context Score 31 21 265
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 142
Tabooba AUS - 12.8.14 Advanced Regrowth
Benchmark Site 736-737 Site 751-752 Average %
Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 12814 Raw Data % Benchmark _1Score Raw Data % Benchmark _1Score benchmark | Average Score
Abundance of large trees 45 1 222 2 [ 89 1561 2
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources 10 10
Species Stocking Rate Score 120 120 120
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score 20 20 20
SRR Score -outof 3 18




Table A7.14

SCORE WITHOUT OFFSET:

TABOOBA AU5 RE 12.8.14 ADVANCED OFFSET QUALITY WITHOUT OFFSET FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

5

Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AUS - 12.8.14 Advanced Regrowth Tabooba T’::‘;"’
Site Reference Site 736-737 Site 751-752 Final habitat quality score (weighted) Aut RE 12816
Average % RE12816 |
12814 Raw Data % Benchmark  1Score Raw Data % Benchmark 1Score benchmark 1 Average Score Bemnany Regrowth
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4) 22§ 1
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 1 10001 q 100 10001 1000} Site Context Score (out of 3) 1.23) 1.1
Native plant species richness - trees q 1333 q E 1333 1333 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 229 17
Native plant species richness - shrubs q 150,01 25) 1167 2! 1333 25 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 578 448
Native plant species richness - grasses q 1125 24 1125 2! 1125 25 | Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49.80) 145.02]
Native plant species richness - forbs 21 27 12861 29 48] 2286 2 1786} 25 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES
Tree canopy height 2 1) 54.5| 10, 455 500 E Size Weighting 0.00) 0.00]
Tree subcanopy height 1] d 545 q E 45.5) 500 q Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00| 0.00)
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 165 545 q 75 455 500 E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 14 ) 275 q 405! 253.1 264.1
Subcanopy cover 1 E 333 b 105 70, 517 E
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 155! 245! 158.1! E 255! 164.5! 161.3! P
Shrub canopy cover 1 3 5001 q ! 250} 375 q
Native grass cover s 29 500 q 1 27, 3838 ]
Organicitter 3 33 q d 200 117 E
Number of large trees (ha) 4s) 1 222 q 4 89 156
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 334 176 524 q 146 4354 479 E
Non-native plant cover 2 3 20} 200! 3
Value Score Value Score Average Average Score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores 031] E| 021 026 E
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 4 350 :
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 2 q 2 2,00 E
Site Condition Score 565 515 515
MAX site Condition Score 130 130 130
Site Condition Score - out of 4 158
[Site Context Value Score Value Score Average ‘Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 14729 14729 14729
Regrowth 3435 1 3435 1 3435 10
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km q q k| 34 4
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 322 4 319 32 4
Ecological Cormidors q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active 2 level three GHFF camps within a 20km 4 E 24 q
Absence of threats 15| T 2
Site Context Score 295 195 265
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 142
Tabooba AUS - 12.8.14 Advanced Regrowth
Benchmark Site 736-737 Site 751-752 Average %
Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 12814 Raw Data % Benchmark _Score Raw Data % Benchmark _ | Score benchmark | Average Score
[Abundance of large trees | 10 222) | 4 839 156! E
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources 10 1 10
Species Stocking Rate Score 120 120 120
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score 20 20 20
SRR Score - outof 3 18

jeecta Tabooba | T2Pocha Greenridge | Greenridge | Greenridge
fm Au4 (B Au4 AUS AU6 Average/
RE12.816 RE12.814 .
RE128.14 RE12320 | RE12320 | RE12320 | Final
Young Remnant o] Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant
Regrowth Regrowth
031 231 1.58| 2.1] 2.18| 0.51f 162
0.9 155 142 177 1.98| 121 140
0.00| 210 1.80| 1.89| 1.39| 0.00f 139
1.27| 5.96 4.80 5.73 5.55 171 4.41
48.1 50.62) 19.80| 2822 4.74 1248 358.82
19.80f
0.00| 0.00| 1.00| 0.00f 0.00f 0.00f
0.00) 0.00| 480 0.00| 0.00| 000 450




Table A7.15

SCORE WITH OFFSET:

TABOOBA AUS5 RE 12.8.14 ADVANCED REGROWTH QUALITY WITH OFFSET FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

6

[Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Tabooba AUS - 12.8.14 Advanced Regrowth Ta:z‘;b" h::ozh h::’zh T’:‘:”a Tamﬂ G"::‘J’;"“ G”::‘;:’" G"z‘;"“ p—
Site Reference Benchmark Site 736737 Site 751752 Average% Final habitat quality score (wefghted) RE 128.16 :Z::":‘:: “Evtzu‘a‘“ RE12.8.14 ::::":: RE12320 | RE12320 | RE12320 | Final
12814 Raw Data 9% Benchmark |Score Raw Data 9% Benchmark |Score benchmark | Average Score Remnant | pegrowth Rggm':m Remnant | gegrowth Remnant | Regrowth | Non-remnant
[Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4) 269 271 263 246 259 26 26 29 267
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 100 1000 100 1000 1000 Site Context Score (out of 3) 159 159 159 182, 182 204 22 211 182,
Native plant species richness - trees L 8 1333 1333 1333 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 2.6 232 169 240 2.1 2.1 13 2.1 2.05
Native plant species richness - shrubs q 1500 1167 1333 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 6.4 658 582 668 645 633 625 77| 654,
Native plant species richness - grasses 9 1125, 1125, 1125 Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49,80 145.0) 481 506: 19 282 47 124 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs 2 27 1286, 4 2286, 1786 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 198
Tree canopy height 2| 12} 54| q 10} 45| 500 Size Weighting 009 009 00 o 1 o o 00
Tree subcanopy height 1 E 5451 o o 4551 500 E Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 000 648 000 000 0.00| 64
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 165! 9 545! E 78] 455! 500! E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 16| a4 275.0! 3 405 253.1] 264.1}
Subcanopy cover 15 E| 333 E 105} 700, 517,
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1551 25! 1581 q 258! 1645 1613
Shrub canopy cover 4 2 500! q 1 250 375 E
Native grass cover B 29 500 E 16 276 388 E
Organiclitter 30 1 33 E d 200! 117 q
Number of large trees (ha) a5 1 22 10 4 89, 156
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 336] 1761 524 1461 a3 79 q
Non-native plant cover 20 q 20, 200
Value Score Value Score Average | Average Score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores (/10) 031, E| 021, 026
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness (/20) 4 bt 350) jt
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness (/20) 2 2 200,
Site Condition Score 88 EY
[MAX Site Condition Score 130 130
Site Condition Score - out of 4
W Value [Score Value [Score Average | Average Score |
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 14729) 14729) 14729
Regrowth 3435 19 3435 3435 1
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km 2 35| q
| Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 329 4 319) 324 4
Ecological Corridors
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active 2 level three GHFF camps within a 20km 4 q 1 24|
[Absence of threats * E! 19
Site Context Score 37 77 3
[MAX site Context Score 6 6 6
Site Context Score - out of 3 182
Tabooba AUS - 12.8.14 Advanced Regrowth
Benchmark Site 736737 Site 751752 Average %
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR) = 12814 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark | Score benchmark | Average Score
[Abundance of large trees | 1 22 3 34 o4
Timing of GHEF Biological Resources 1q it
Species Stocking Rate Score 160 140 140
IMAX Species Stocking Rate Score 20 20 20
SRR Score - out of 3 210




Table A7.16

GREENRIDGE AU4 RE 12.3.20 REMNANT START QUALITY FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Greenridge AUA - RE 12.3.20 Remnant Tabootall |[tooba N [ INTaboobaly| ey o | Tabootia [ e o B reenricee | Greenmide
AUl 2 £ AUs 1B AUs AUS AUS Average/
Site Reference Site 931-932 Site 964-965 Site 966-967 Final habitat quality score (weighted) 8. 8. .8..
e ! (R R Re 12816 | R u::: “E':znl“ RE12814 ':::L’: RE12320 | RE12320 | RE12320 | Final
12320 RawData 1% Benchmark ! Score Raw Data  !9% Benchmark ! Score Raw Data  !% Benchmark !Score benchmark ! Average Score Remnant | pogrowth n | Remnant | pegrowth | Remnant | Regrowth | Nonremnant
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4) 232 2.1 2.2 231 22 246 2.4 0.5 2.05|
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL bl Y 50. 100 100. bl bl 1 833 Site Context Score (out of 3) 123 1.1 1.2 155 14 177 194 134 1.44]
Native plant species richness - trees 4 75 24 50, 24 175 1 100. Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 199 202 16 210 18( 1.85) 1.3 [ 160)
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 25.( 29 50. 24 4 1 1 58. 2! Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 5.54 5.30| 4.99) 5.96 5.44] 608 5.55] 1.85| 5.09
Native plant species richness - grasses 1500 50. 29 4 2 | 133 Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 4980 1450 48: 506 1938 282 47 124 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs a 50.( 29 75. 29 62 24 625 2! Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 28.22] 0
Tree canopy height 1¢ 18 112.51 1 93, 25 156.251 1 120. Size Weighting 0.0 0. 0 0 0. 1.00] 0.04 [
Tree subcanopy height 62 100. 19 187.51 1 1167 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 0.00| 6.08 0.00 0.00| 6.08]
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 13 18 959 11 95. 2 166.7 | 1194
Tree canopy cover (EDL) K 99, 142.3 73. 105.34 & 118. 1 122.
Subcanopy cover P 15 75 40. 34 17 1 725
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 4 508 112 40 90. 585 1304 | 1114
Shrub canopy cover 19 0g 3. 46. 1 733 1 41
Native grass cover 2 162 81 31 155. 618 309 1 1817
Organic litter E 4% 156.7) 3 126.7 3G bl 1 127.8
Number of large eucalypt trees (ha) 164 12 752 pl 13( 78 1 58 352 1 63 pl
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 89q 260 292 315, 35. 16 183 277
Non-native plant cover 1 A 1 24 bt
Value Score Value Score Value Score Average ‘Average score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores 029 044 0.44 1 03¢
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 1 1 4 1
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 1 1 1 17
Site Condition Score 705 s 845 800
MAX Site Condition Score 130 130 130 1300
Site Condition Score - out of 4 25
Site Context Value Score Value Score Value Score Average ‘Average score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 7813 7813 78131 7813
Regrowth 105.0] 1 105.0) 1 105 1 105.0/ Bl
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km 79 74 6.7
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 17.2 17. 17.9 17.
Ecological Cormidors
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active 2 level three GHFF camps within a 20km 19 1 1 1
‘Absence of threats 3
Site Context Score 34 34 295 33.00
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 177
| Greenridge AU4 - RE 12.3.20 Remnant
Benchmark Site 931-932 Site 964-965 Site 966-967 Average %
Species Stocki ing Rate (SSR) |12»3»20 Raw Data % Benchmark| Score Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data % Benchmark Score benchmark Average Score
Abundance of large trees 165 124.0] 75.2) 6. 13( 78. 8 58 352 63.05
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources a5 49 p 6.3:
Species Stocking Rate Score 105 125 140 123
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score 20 20 20 20
SRR Score - out of 3 1.85




Table A7.17

GREENRIDGE AU4 RE 12.3.20 REMNANT QUALITY WITHOUT OFFSET FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

SCORE WITHOUT OFFSET: 6
| Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Greenridge AUA - RE 12.3.20 Remnant Tabooba
Site Reference Site 931-932 Site 964-965 Site 966-967 Final habitat quality score (weighted) AuL
Average% RE12.8.16
12.3.20 Raw Data 9% Benchmark {Score Raw Data {%Benchmark _{Score Raw Data {% Benchmark {Score benchmark | Average Score
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4)
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100) 50 500! 3 100! 1000 3 100 100 E 833 3 Site Context Score (out of 3)
Native plant species richness - trees 4 3 750, 25 2 500 25 7 175! d 1000 E Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3)
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 1 25.0} 25| 2 50.0] 25§ 4 100} E 583 23] Habitat Quality score (out of 10)
Native plant species richness - grasses. 2 3 150.0, 25| 1 50.0j 25) 4 200} 2] 133.3; 25| | Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha)
Native plant species richness - forbs g 4 500 6 750 25) 5 625 29 6251 25 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES
Tree canopy height 16 18 1125 15 93.38) 9 2 156251 E 1208 E Size Weighting
Tree subcanopy height 5 625 1000 E 15 1875, g 1167 Weighted Habitat Quality Score
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1) 115 958 5 115 958 E 20, 166.7 q 1194 E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 70| 995, 142.1 £ 736! 105.1 E 83 1186 q 1220 E
Subcanopy cover 20| 15| 751 2 8l 400! E 341 170! E 725 E
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 45| 505| 1122 E 408 907! E 585! 1300, d 1110 E
Shrub canopy cover 15 05 33, 7% 467 3 1] 733 g 414,
Native grass cover 20| 162, 810 310 155.0 E 618] 3001 g 181.7
Organic litter 30| 47 156.7 3 381 1267 3 301 100 E 1278 3
Number of large trees (ha) 165| 124 752, 10 130 788, 10 58l 352 10 630 10]
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 89| 260, 202 2 3150, 354 2 165 185! F 277! E
Non-native plant cover 1 E E k! E E
[Value Score [Value Score [Value Score Average ‘Average Score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores 03 E 04 E 04 E 04 E
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 101 10 E 4 1 20]
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 10 E 10 E 3 1 171 E
Site Condition Score 585 66 8 685
[MAX Site Condition Score 130 130 130 1300
Site Condition Score - out of 4 21
Site Context alue core Value Score Vale ore Average Average Score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 7813 7813 7813 7813
Regrowth 1050 10 1050 10) 1050 1 1050 10}
[ Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km 79| 79 8 6 9 67| 9
Context
9% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 17.2) 2 17.1] 2 17.1] 4 17.1] 2
Ecological Corridors
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active > level three GHFF camps within a 20km 10| 2 10 2 i 4 10| 2
[Absence of threats E 5 2 E
Site Context Score 3 3 25 330
[MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 177
Greenridge AU4 - RE 12.3.20 Remnant
Benchmark Site 931-932 Site 964-965 Site 966-967 Average %
[Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 12.3.20 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data | % Benchmark | Score RawData | %Benchmark | Score benchmark Average Score
Abundance of large trees 169 124.0! 75.2 13 788 8 sd 352 63.05
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources 45 45 1 63;
Species Stocking Rate Score 125 125 160 123
IMAX Species Stocking Rate Score 20 20 20 20
SRR Score - out of 3 185

Tabooba
A2

RE12.8.16

T‘:‘;‘“ Tabooba T’:"u‘:” Greenridge | Greenridge | Greenridge
AU4 AU4 AUS AU6 Average/
BELZE1S RE12.8.14 R RE 12.3.20 RE12.3.20 RE12.3.20 Final
Remnant | Regrowth | Non-remnant
2.1 21§ 0.5 162
1779 1.9¢ 121 1.40|
189 139 0.00 139
5.73 5.55 171 441
28.22| 4.74) 1248 358.82
28.22|
1.00 0.0q 0.00
5.73] 0.00 0.00| 5.73|




Table A7.18
SCORE WITH OFFSET

GREENRIDGE AU4 RE 12.3.20 REMNANT QUALITY WITH OFFSET FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

7

Tabooba | Tabooba Tabooba
|Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Greenridge AU4 - RE 12.3.20 Remnant "::‘;b' A2 A2 T'z':h Aus G":Ed" G":'u':" Gr’:"u':d“ p—
Isite Reference Site 931.932 Site 964-965 Site 966-967 (oD R RE128.16 ':;:.2‘::: RE:;:‘ RE128.14 :::::: RE12320 | RE12320 | RE12320 | Final
12.3.20 Raw Data \% Benchmark ‘Score Raw Data ‘ % Benchmark ‘S:ere Raw Data \% Benchmark |Swre benchmark Average Score Remnant | pearowth | Regrowth | Remnant Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant
[Site Condition [ [ | Site Condition score (out of 4) 2.69 2.77 263 246 255 2.69 262 2.9 267
[Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 50 500 o 100 1000 q 100 100 833 q Site Context Score (out of 3) 150 150 150 182 18] 204 229 214 182
[Native plant species richness - trees 4 3 75.0| 25| 2 50.0| 25| j JZZ| 100.0| El Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 229 2.3 169 240 210 2.15 1.39| 2.1 205
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 3 250 25 E 500 25| 1 583 24| Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 648] 658 582 668 6.48] 688 625 717, 654
INative plant species richness - grasses 2 3 1500 1 500, 9 4 200 1333 Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 4980 145.02] 481 5062 19.80) 2829 474 1248 35882
Native plant species richness -forbs E 4 500 25 6 750 25| s 625 625 | Total offset area (ha) for this MNES. 28.22)
[Tree canopy height 16 18 125 o 15 938 E 5 156.25 1208 E| Size Weighting o o o o 0.00 100 000 0.0
Tree subcanopy height q B 625 o s 1000 q 15 1875 1167 9 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00) 0,00, 0,00 0,00 0.00| 6.8, 000 0.00) 638
[Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1 1s 958 o 1s 9538 E 20 166.7 194 9
[Tree canopy cover (EDL) 70| 99.5| 142.1] 736 105.1 83 118.6] 1220 El
[subcanopy cover 20 15 75 s 00 1 170 75 9
ITree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 25| 508 1129 408 %07 58.5] 130.0) 111.0| El
Shrub canopy cover 15 o5 33 3 7 467 £ 1) 73] 411 E|
Native grass cover 20 162 810 E 310 155.0) 618 309 1817 E|
Organic ltter 30 47 156.7] 3 126.7] o 30 1 127. q
[Number of large trees (ha) 165) 124) 752 10) 130 783 10 sg 352) 10 630 1
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890) 260| 22 £ 315.0) 354 C 165) 185 277 g
[Non-native plant cover 1 10| q 10 10 2 &
Value Score Value Score Valie Score Average | Average Score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores (/10) 03 04 o4 o4 3
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness (/20) 10| 10| 4 19 2
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness (/20) 10| 10| 19 17]
site Condition Score 805 825 100 875
MAx Site Condition Score 130 130 130 1300
Site Condition Score - out of 4 27
[Site Context \Value |Score “Value [Score | Value |Score “Average ‘Average Score
[Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 781.3| 781.3| 7813 7813
Regrowth 105.0| 10) 105.0) 10 1050 bt 105.0 1
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km 79 79 E 67]
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 17.2) 2 17.4] 2 17.) 17, 2
Ecological Corridors | q .
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active 2 level three GHFF camps within a 20km 10 2 10 2 1 1 2
[Absence of threats * 10| 10 10/ 10
Site Context Score 38 8 36 380
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56 56
Site Context Score - outof 3 204
| Greenridge AUA - RE 12.3.20 Remnant
Benchmark Site 931932 Site 964965 Site 966967 Average %
SEEIES STOETg RAtE TSSKT J12320 KawData % bencnmark [Score awvata % tencnmark_pcore Kaw Lata % Benchmark [Score benchmark | Average Score
[Adunaance of iarge wees 165 T24.0] 753 T EF C 3.0 E|
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources 45 19 633
[Species Stocking Rate Score 125 160 43
[MAX species Stocking Rate Score 20 20 20
SRR Score - out of 3 215




Table A7.19
START SCORE:

GREENRIDGE AU5 RE 12.3.20 REGROWTH START QUALITY FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

6

Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Greenridge AUS - RE 12.3.20 Regrowth Tabooba T’::';"“ T‘:’J‘:" Tabooba T‘::':" Greenridge | Greenridge | Greenridge
Site Reference Site 974-975 Site 923-924 Final habitat quality score (weighted) AuL Re12816 | Re1zsas | "% | Re12saa e sy (3 L
Average% Reszass (G0 RRH | AN | Reszaaa | SRR | Re12320 | RE12320 | RE12320 | Final
12.3.20 Raw Data % Benchmark| Score Raw Data  |% Benchmark |Score benchmark | Average Score il || oo || e || P || Gy || PO || BpEt || MERCmE
Site Condtion Site Condition score (out of 4) 232 218 220) 231 222 246 218 051 205
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 109 100 1000 q 100 100 ] 1000) q Site Context Score (out of 3) 123 110 110 155 142 177 198 134 144
Native plant species richness - trees 4 2000 g 4 1000 ] 1500 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 199 20| 169) 210 180 185 139 000 160
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 4 100 E E 1259 1 1125 q Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 554 530 499 59 544 608 555 185 509
Native plant species richness - grasses 2 q 2500 q 15001 ] 2000 Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49.80) 14507 484 5062 19.80 2822 474 1248 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs q 1 1250 E 7 875 1063 9 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 474 0.0
Tree canopy height 1 1 688! 375 5311 Size Weighting 000 000 000 o 000 000 100 000
Tree subcanopy height q 4 875, E 375 625) 9 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 000 000 000 000 000 000 555 000 555
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1 g 750! g 48 375 5631 E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 7 s 814 q 5] 636 E q
Subcanopy cover 2 2 1100 E 35 175 638
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 4 395} 78 g 2% EE 708!
Shrub canopy cover 19 EE! 36.7 3 k! 133 2501 E
Native grass cover 29 92 460 1 37 185.0 ] 1155 q
Organic litter 39 852! 2840 3 14 467 1653 q
Number of large eucalypt trees (ha) 169 48 q 1 61 ] ssl q
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 8 00 q q 00 { 00
Non-native plant cover E E| 1 ] 75
Value Score Value Score Average | Average score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores o1l E| 042 [ 0.2 E
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness P! E 2 ] 18 q
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness F q ] 15 q
Site Condition Score & 65 710
MAX Site Condition Score 130 130 1300
Site Condition Score - out of 4 22
[Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 654.84 3274
Regrowth 335) 1 109 | 1727 1
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km q 10 q ] 85 1
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 1751 2 1§ ] 1776 E
Ecological Corridors [ g
Role of site location to species overal population in the state
No. of active 2 level three GHFF camps within a 20km 2 q 3 ] 3 q
‘Absence of threats E| E
Site Context Score 37 5 37.00
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 198
Greenridge AUS - RE 12.3.20 Regrowth
Benchmark Site 974-975 Site 923-924 Average %
Species Stocking Rate (SSR) 123.20 Raw Data % Benchmark|Score Raw Data 1% Benchmark _|Score benchmark | Average Score
Abundance of large trees 169 3 E T 61 B E
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources a9 t 729
Species Stocking Rate Score 65 120 93
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score 2 20 20
SRR Score - out of 3 139




Table A7.20 GREENRIDGE AUS5 RE 12.3.20 REGROWTH QUALITY WITHOUT OFFSET FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

SCORE WITHOUT OFFSET: 6

Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Greenridge AUS - RE 12.3.20 Regrowth Tabooba Ta:;;ba Ta:;;ba Tabooba Ta:;‘;ba
Site Reference Site 974-975 Site 923-924 Final habitat quality score (weighted) AuL RE12.8.16 | RE128.16 AU RE12.814 AUs AUS AU Average/
R RE12816 | . - ey RE12814 | o | RE12320 | RE12320 | RE12320 | Final
12.3.20 Raw Data % Benchmark 1Score Raw Data 1% Benchmark iScore benchmark | Average Score et || oo || e || | e Hemnany GEEEm || e
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4) 2.26| 1.66| 031 231 1.58| 211 2.18| 0.51 162
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100] 100 100.01 E 100 100.01 1 100.0i E Site Context Score (out of 3) 1.23| 1.10] 0.96| 155 1.42| 177 1.98| 121 140
Native plant species richness - trees. 4 k] 200.0! E 4 100.0! 150.0! Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 2.29| 172 0.00{ 210 1.80| 1.85| 1.39| 0.00| 139
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 4 100.0] E E| 125.0] 1 112.5| E Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 5.78 4.48 127 5.96 4.80 573 5.55 171 441
Native plant species richness - grasses 2 E] 250.01 E 150.01 200.01 Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49.80| 145.02| 481 50.62 19.80| 28.22) 4.74) 12.48 358.82)
Native plant species richness - forbs g 10 125.01 E 7 87.5i 106.31 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 474
Tree canopy height 16| 1 68.8; E 375 1 53.; Size Weighting 0.00| 0.00| 0.00{ 0.00{ 0.00| 0.00| 1.00| 0.00|
Tree subcanopy height g 7 8751 E| E| 37.5i 1 62.5i 3 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.55 0.00 5.55]
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1) 9 75.0! g 45l 375! 1 56.3! E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 7q 57 814 E 44.5) 63.6 1 725 E
Subcanopy cover 20 221 110.01 E 35 1751 1 63.8i
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 4] 39.5¢ 8738 g 24 533! 1 706!
Shrub canopy cover 15 55 367 3 2 133 250 E
Native grass cover 20 9.21 46.01 1 37 185.01 1 115.51
Organic litter 3q 85.2} 284.0] 3 14 46.7| 165.3| q
Number of large trees (ha) 165| 8 4. E 10 6.1y 1 55
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890 q [ q 00 q 00
Non-native plant cover q E] 3 1 1 7.5} E
Value Score Value Score Average "Average score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores 0111 F 0.44! 0.28 E
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness 1 E 2 b 15| E
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness. 1 E 2 1 15|
Site Condition Score 62 645 710
MAX Site Condition Score 130 130 1300
Site Condition Score - out of 4 22
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 654.84; G 327.4;
Regrowth 335 10| 1.091 q 17.27 1
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km 10 g 1 85| 1
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 17.51 2 18 1 17.7¢| 2
Ecological Corridors q [
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active 2 level three GHFF camps within a 20km 2 4 2 4 2 E
Absence of threats 4 4 9
Site Context Score 36 24 37.00
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 198
| Greenridge AUS - RE 12.3.20 Regrowth
Benchmark Site 974-975 Site 923-924 Average %
Species Stocking Rate (SSR) J223.20 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data | % Benchmark _|Score benchmark ! Average Score
|Abundance of large trees | 169 E 48 E 10 6.1 1 55 E
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources | 49 1 7.25
Species Stocking Rate Score 65 120 93
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score | 20 20 20
SRR Score - outof 3 1.39




Table A7.21
SCORE WITH OFFSET:

GREENRIDGE AUS5 RE 12.3.20 REGROWTH QUALITY WITH OFFSET FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

6

Tabooba | 13000ba
Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem Greenridge AUS - RE 12.3.20 Regrowth P A2
Site Reference Site 974-975 Site 923-924 Average % Glaetl it ety e (e 3t RE 12.8.16 ':Z:;i'::
12.3.20 Raw Data % Benchmark 1Score Raw Data % Benchmark  1Score benchmark 1| Average Score Remnant Regrowth
Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4) 2.69) 2.77|
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 100 10001 q 100 10001 ! 100.0 E Site Context Score (out of 3) 150 150
Native plant species richness - trees 1 E: 200! q 4 100! 4 150.0! Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 229 2.3
Native plant species richness - shrubs 1 4 1000} q 125.0 E 1125 E Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 648 658
Native plant species richness - grasses E: 5 250.0 q 15001 ! 2000 Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49.80) 145.02|
Native plant species richness - forbs q 10 125.0] q 875 4 106.3] Total offset area (ha) for this MNES
Tree canopy height 1 11} 688, q 3751 ! 531} Size Weighting 0.00| 0.0
Tree subcanopy height q 7 875 q 3751 625! E Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00) 0.00)
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 12| d 750 q 375| E 563! q
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 7 57 814 q 6361 4 7251
Subcanopy cover 2 22 110.0) q 1751 4 638
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 23 395] 878 q 533] 4 708} E
Shrub canopy cover 15 55 367, ki 133 E 2501 E
Native grass cover 20 92! 460 37 185.0) E 115.5] E
Organic litter 30 85.2] 284.0} 14, 46.7, 1 165.3; E
Number of large trees (ha) 169 E: 48 q 10 61 4 551 E
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890 00 q g 4 o E
Non-native plant cover q k! 10! 1 75 19
Value Score Value Score Average | Average score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores (/10) 011 | 044 [ 028 E
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness (/20) 1 q 2 4 15]
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness (/20) 1 q ki E 15
Site Condition Score 82 8 850
MAX site Condition Score 130 130 130.0
Site Condition Score - out of 4 26
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 654.84i a 327.41
Regrowth 335, 10f 109! { 17.27! 1
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km E 10f E { 85 1
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 17.51) 1 18 1 17.7§ 1
Ecological Corridors q [ q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active > level three GHFF camps within a 20km 2 1 2 } k| 1
Absence of threats * 1 1 19
Site Context Score 2 30 42.00
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 225
| Greenridge AUS - RE 12.3.20 Regrowth
Benchmark Site 974-975 Site 923-924 Average %
Species Stocking Rate (SSR) ™ J223.20 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data | % Benchmark _|Score. benchmark | Average Score
Abundance of large trees | 169 E 48 10 6.1 1 55 E
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources | 45 1 7.29)
Spedies Stocking Rate Score 65 120 93
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score | 20 20 20
SRR Score -outof 3 139

Ta:z;ba Tabooba Ta::;ba
RE 12.8.16 Aud RE12.814 Ava AV e Az
Fra RE12814 | o C o | RE12320 | RE12320 | RE12320 Final
Regrowth | REMN | o th Remnant | Regrowth | Non-remnant
263 246 2.55 269 262 292 267
1.50] 182 1.82| 2.04 2.25 214 182
169 240 2.10| 215 1.39| 2.10| 205
582 6.68 6.48 6.88| 6.25 7.17| 6.54
481 50.62 19.80| 28.22) 474 1248 358.82
474
0.00{ 0.00{ 0.00| 0.00( 1.00| 0.00]
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.25 0.00 6.25




Table A7.22 GREENRIDGE AU6 RE 12.3.20 NON-REMNANT START QUALITY FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

START SCORE: 2

Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem AUG - RE 12.3.20 T || TEEEE || RS e || TR | o | e || @
AUl Az A Aus AUS Au4 AUS AUs Average/
Site Reference Site 972-973 Site 960-961 Final habitat quality score (weighted) RE12.816 | RE12.8.16 RE12.8.14
AT reszass | G5 RRH | RERSE | Reszaaa | SRR | R 12320 | RE12320 | RE12320 | Final
123.20 Raw Data 9% Benchmark} Score Raw Data 1% Benchmark |Score benchmark | Average Score ConTS || e || mrm || B8 || G || B0 || BCET || CEmicnms
Site Condition score (out of 4) 232 218 220) 231 222) 246 218 051 205
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 1 00 q 100 1000 ] 500! E Site Context Score (out of 3) 123 110 110 155 142 177 198 134 144
Native plant species richness - trees 4 00 q 1 250 12 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 199 202 169) 210 180) 185 139 0.0 160
Native plant species richness - shrubs q 00 q 2 s00) 250! 29 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 554 530 499 59 544 608 555 185 509
Native plant species richness - grasses 2 o 4 500, 2501 24 Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49.80) 145.07) 481 5062 19.80 2822 474 1248 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs 375) 25 E 623 500 2. Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 1248
Tree canopy height 19 00 q d s00! ] 250 E Size Weighting 000 0.0 0.0 o 0.0 000 000 100
Tree subcanopy height o k! 25, ] 15| Weighted Habitat Quality Score 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 185 185
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1 o E a7 ] 208
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 7 00 q 125! 179 89
Subcanopy cover 2 o o { o
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 4 00 q 625) 139 ] 69
Shrub canopy cover 151 o F 67, { 33
Native grass cover 2 0 19 95.00 1 47.51
Organic ltter 20 693! q 2 66.7 ] 650!
Number of large eucalypt trees (ha) 169 00 q d 00 { 00
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 8 00 q q 00 { 00
Non-native plant cover E E | 5.0
Value Score Value Score Average Average score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores q q [ 00
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness d q { 00
Quality and avalability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness q q { 00
Site Condition Score 75 30 165
MAX Site Condition Score 130 130 1300
Site Condition Score - out of 4 05
|Site Context Value Score Value Score Average Average score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant o
Regrowth q q | 00
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km q 1 | 74
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 17.43 2 1581 ] 1662 E
Ecological Corridors q [ q
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active > level three GHFF camps within a 20km E| q 9 ] 2 q
‘Absence of threats q ] E
Site Context Score 5 20 25.00
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 134
| AUS - RE 12.3.20
Benchmark Site 972-973 Site 960-961 Average %
Species Stocking Rate (SSR) J123.20 Raw Data % Benchmark| Score Raw Data 1% Benchmark _IScore benchmark | Average Score
Abundance of large trees | 169 o 00, o 00, 00 000
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources q q 00
Spedies Stocking Rate Score 00 00 00
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score 20 20 20
SRR Score - out of 3 | 0.00




Table A7.23

SCORE WITHOUT OFFSET:

GREENRIDGE AU6 RE 12.3.20 NON-REMNANT QUALITY WITHOUT OFFSET FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

2

Assessment Unit - Regional Ecosystem AUG - RE 12.3.20 N Tabooba Ta::;ba
Site Reference Site 972-973 Site 960-961 Final habitat quality score (weighted) Aut RE 12816
(TR RE12816 | o
123.20 Raw Data % Benchmark i Score Raw Data 1% Benchmark iScore benchmark | Average Score RIS || o
[Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4) 2.26) 166
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 00 100 1000 5001 E Site Context Score (out of 3) 1.23) 1.10)
Native plant species richness - trees 4 00! 1 250 125 Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 2.29) 172
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 oo} 2 500} 20| 2 Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 5.78] 4.48]
Native plant species richness - grasses 2 00l 1 5001 250 2 | Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49.80) 145.02|
Native plant species richness - forbs E 3 375] 25 E 625] 500 2 Total offset area (ha) for this MNES
Tree canopy height 16| 00 & 50.0) 25.0) Size Weighting 0.00) 0.00)
Tree subcanopy height E 00 E: 2501 125 Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00) 0.00)
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 12 d [ d 217 208
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 7 00} 125 179 89
Subcanopy cover 2 [ a gl gl
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) a3 00} 625! 139! 69
Shrub canopy cover 15 [ 1 67 33
Native grass cover 2 00 19 95.0 475
Organic litter 39 208 693! 20 667, 680 E
Number of large trees (ha) 165 00 a oa oa
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 899 [ a g g
Non-native plant cover q 95! 95 950
Value Score Value Score Average | Average score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores d d og!
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness q q odl
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness q q o)
Site Condition Score 75 30 165
MAX Site Condition Score 130 130 1300
Site Condition Score - out of 4 05
[Site Context Value Score Value Score Average | Average score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant q q oal
Regrowth d a 00
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km E 1 d 75
Context
% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 17.43) 15.81 16.62) 1
Ecological Corridors
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active > level three GHFF camps within a 20km 3 1 2 1
Absence of threats 35
Site Context Score 275 195 22550
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 121
| AUS - RE 12.3.20
Benchmark Site 972-973 Site 960-961 Average %
Species Stocking Rate (SSR) J223.20 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data | % Benchmark _|Score benchmark | Average Score
|Abundance of large trees | 169 og X X oal 000
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources | 000]
Species Stocking Rate Score 00 00 00
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score | 20 20 20
SRR Score -out of 3 0.00

jeecta Tabooba | T2P0cba Greenridge | Greenridge | Greenridge
fm Av4 (B Au4 AUS AU6 Average/
RE12.8.16 RE 12.8.14 .
RE12.8.14 RE12320 | RE12320 | RE12320 | Final
Young Remnant o] Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant
Regrowth Regrowth
031 231 1.58| 2.1] 2.18| 0.51f 162
0.9 155 142 177 1.98| 121 140
0.00| 210 1.80| 1.89| 1.39| 0.00f 139
1.27| 5.96 4.80 5.73 5.55 171 441
481 50.62) 19.80| 28.22) 4.74 1248 358.82
12.48
0.00| 0.00f 0.00f 0.00f 0.00f 1.00|
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 171 1.71




Table A7.24 GREENRIDGE AU6 RE 12.3.20 NON-REMNANT QUALITY WITH OFFSET FOR GREY-HEADED FLYING-FOX

SCORE WITH OFFSET: 7

Tabooba Tabooba Tabooba
Unit - Regional Ecosystem idge AUS - RE 12.3.20 N Tabooba Au2 Au2 Taboota Aus
N N N Final habitat quality score (weighted) AuL RE12.816 | RE12.8.16 AUG RE 12.8.14 AUa AUS AUS ey
site Reference Benchmark Site 972-973 Site 960-961 [y RE12816 | . - ey RE12814 | . | RE12320 | RE12320 | RE123.20 Final
12.3.20 Raw Data 1% Benchmark !Score Raw Data 1% Benchmark  IScore benchmark I Average Score et [ Regrowth Regrowth Remnanty | Regrowth Remnant Regrowth | Non-remnant
[Site Condition Site Condition score (out of 4) 2.69| 277 263 246 259 269) 262 292 267
Recruitment of woody perennial species in EDL 100 o 00; E 100 1000} E 500! 9 Site Context Score (out of 3) 150 150 150 182 182 204 225 214 182
Native plant species richness - trees 4 0 0.0} 5 1 25.0; 125 E Species Stocking Rate Score (out of 3) 2.29| 232 169 240 2.10| 2.15| 139 2.10) 205
Native plant species richness - shrubs 4 o 00| E 2 500 250] E Habitat Quality score (out of 10) 648 658 5.82 668 6.48] 688 625 717 654
Native plant species richness - grasses E o 00; E 1 500 250 E Assessment Unit area in the offset area (ha) 49.80) 145.02| 481 5062 19.80) 28.22) 474) 1248 35882
Native plant species richness - forbs 8 3 375 E E 625! 500 E Total offset area (ha) for this MNES 12.48)
Tree canopy height 16 o [ E 8 500 250j E Size Weighting 000) 000 000 000 000) 000) 000 1.00
Tree subcanopy height 8 o 00! 5| 2 2501 1251 E Weighted Habitat Quality Score 0.00) 0.00) 0.00) 0.00) 0.00| 0.00) 0.00| 7.17] 7.17|
Tree canopy height (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 1 o 00; 5 5 a7 o 208 E
Tree canopy cover (EDL) 70 0 00; E 125] 179] E 89) E
Subcanopy cover 20| o 00; E o 00; 00; E
Tree canopy cover (average of emergent, canopy, sub-canopy) 45| 0 00! 625 139! 69! E
Shrub canopy cover 15 0 00; bt 67, | 33 E
Native grass cover 20| o 00! 19 950 415 E
Organic ltter 30| 208 693 E 20! 667 680
Number of large trees (ha) 165 o 00; o 00; 00; E
Coarse woody debris (m/ha) 890) o 00; o 00; 00; E
Non-native plant cover 95! 10| 9! 00! 950! 19|
Value Score Value Score Average Average score
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Flower Scores (/10) 026 026 < 026 E
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness (/20) 4 10 4 1 4 10|
Quality and availability of GHFF Habitat: Significant Foraging Habitat Tree Species Richness (/20) 3l 10) 3 1 3 10|
Site Condition Score % % 9.0
[MAX site Condition Score 130 130 130.0
Site Condition Score - out of 4 29
Eite Context Value Score Value Score Average ‘Average score
Size of patch (ha)
Remnant 19.751 654.84 3373,
Regrowth 2202, 3402, q 280 10|
Connectivity
No. active GHFF camps within 20km E 10 § d 75| E
Context
9% GHFF foraging habitat within 20 km 17.43 E 15.81 E 16.62] E
Ecological Corridors El E E
Role of site location to species overall population in the state
No. of active > level three GHFF camps within a 20km 3 C 1 B E 4
[Absence of threats * g 10|
Site Context Score 3 2 4000
MAX Site Context Score 56 56 56
Site Context Score - out of 3 214
| AUS - RE 12.3.20 N
Benchmark Site 972-973 Site 960-961 Average %
Species Stocking Rate (SSR) ** J223.20 Raw Data % Benchmark | Score Raw Data__|% Benchmark _|Score benchmark | Average Score
Abundance of large trees | 165 X 00, 00 d 00 0/ 0.00, 4
Timing of GHFF Biological Resources | 19 19 10.00)
Species Stocking Rate Score 10.0 100 140
MAX Species Stocking Rate Score | 20 20 20
SRR Score -outof 3 210






