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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

1. Background

Newton Denny Chapelle has been engaged by Mr S Lane to prepare a Planning
Proposal for land identified in the below Table 1, being 25 Ellems Bridge Road,

Piora.

This Planning Proposal has been completed in accordance with the Department
of Planning & Infrastructure’s guide to preparing Planning Proposals. A Gateway
determination under Section 56 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment

Act is sought.

As shown in Plate 1, the subject lands are currently zoned under the Richmond

Valley Local Environmental Plan 2012 as a combination of:

e RU1T - Primary Production

e EP2 - Environmental Conservation

RUA E Subject Lands

*._"'
‘f :'\..'. v e Bt
|
Plate 1: Current land zoning under the Richmond Valley LEP 2012 (source Richmond Valley Council)
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As presented in Plan 3 - Proposed Zoning Plan, the purpose of the planning
proposal is to rezone part of the land presently zoned RU1 - Primary Production
to R5 - Large Lot Residential in accordance with the provisions of the Richmond
Valley Local Environmental Plan 2012. The area of land proposed for rezoning is
currently zoned RU1. The E2 zoned land on the property will be retained as per

its current mapped location.

For the purpose of this Planning Proposal, a conceptual lot layout has been
presented in the enclosed Plans 4 & 5. Proposed Lot 7 in the subdivision layout
previously presented to Council in Plan 5, dated 6.03.13 has now been

consolidated into proposed Lot 8 on the revised Plan 5, dated 27.05.13.

Whilst the technical assessments supporting this Planning Proposal have
been prepared based on an original conceptual subdivision lot layout
comprising 32 lots, the findings of those reports still apply to and cover the

revised proposal of 31 lots.

The subject lands located at 25 Ellems Bridge Road, Piora are located on the
corner of the Bruxner Highway and Ellems Bridge Road as identified on Plan 1 -
Locality Plan and also within the below Plate 2. Plate 3 provides a visual

illustration of the subject lands.

The lands subject to this Planning Proposal are as follows in Table 1:

Table 1: Lands Subject to the Planning Proposal

Property Address Property Description

25 Ellems Bridge Road, Piora Lot 2 DP 1170052
Lot 1 DP 449328

Note: [ and previously identified as Lot 2 DP 572347 now comprises a new Lot
and DP number due to a boundary adjustrment being approved and subsequently
registered. Accordingly, previous Lot 2 DP 572347 is now known as Lot 2 DP
1170052

Both Deposited Plans can be found within Attachment 4 of this report.

Gateway Planning Proposal Ellems Bridge Road, Piora Newton Denny Chapelle
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Plate 2: 25 Ellems Bridge Road, Piora.

Plate 3 illustrates the subject land and immediate surrounds within an aerial

photo.

[ Subject Lands

Plate 3: Aerial photo of subject land.

The lands, in part, have been previously examined for their potential for rural
residential subdivision development as part of the Richmond River Rural
Residential Development Strategy. Such assessments were undertaken during

the preparation of a previous rezoning application prepared for the land.

The previously submitted rezoning application to Richmond Valley Council in
relation to the abovementioned land was subject to a report to Council's

Ordinary Meeting of Tuesday, 19 September 2006 at which it was resolved:

Gateway Planning Proposal Ellems Bridge Road, Piora Newton Denny Chapelle
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2006,648 RESOLVED that Council:

7.

Council notify the Department of Planning under Section 54(4) of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 19789 of Council’'s decision
to prepare a draft Local Environmental FPlan,

Draft Richmond River Local Environmental Plan 1992 [Amendment No.
34) as published within this report be adopted for the purposes of
obtaining a Section 65 Certificate to enable its public exhibition;

Council notifies the Director-General of its decision and to aadvise that a
local environmental study will not be required;

Council request the Director-General to issue a “Written Authorisation to
Exercise Delegation” with respect to assuming the Director-General’s
delegations in issuing a Section 65 Certificate and Section 69 Report;

Council undertake the necessary statutory requirements to consult and
publicly exhibit the Draft LEP Amendment along with any supplermentary
information or material;

Where no objections are received during the public exhibition of the draft
LEP Amendment and no further alterations are required, beyond deleting
the word draft and the advisory notes and correcting typographical
errors, the General Manager be granted delegated authority to submit
the LEP Amendment to the Parliamentary Counsel for an opinion and to
submit a report under Section 69 of the Act to request the Minister
make the plan.

2P006-648 Resolved that the above recommendation be adopted.
[Councillors Mustow,/Sullivan)

Attachment 11 contains the full report to Council which illustrates Council’'s

endorsement of the rezoning. Despite Council's resolution, this Gateway

Proposal is lodged with Council due to the introduction of legislation which

supersedes the previous processing regime for LEP amendments.

This planning proposal should be read in conjunction with the accompanying

technical reports from the following project team members:

Discipline Consultant

Town Planning
Surveying

Engineering (Traffic & Stormwater)

Newton Denny Chapelle

Ecological & Bushfire

PLACE Environmental/28 South

On-Site Wastewater

BCA Check

Noise Assessment

Tim Fitzroy & Associates

Cultural Heritage

AHIMS

Gateway Planning Proposal
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2. Addressing Previous Information Requests

This Planning Proposal reflects the previously lodged Rezoning Submission to
Richmond Valley Council. As the previous application was assessed by Council

and government agencies, a review of correspondence is deemed to be relevant.

This Planning Proposal addresses the matters previously raised by relevant
Government agencies including the NSW DPI, NSW RFS, NSW DoP, NSW RTA,
NSW DNR, and further concerns raised by Richmond Valley Council. The
respective Government agency correspondence for NSW DPI, NSW RFS, NSW
DoP, NSW RTA and NSW DNR referred to in the below Table 1.2 can be found
Attachment 10 of this document.

within Richmond Valley Council

correspondence can be found in Attachment 8.

The below table identifies the relevant sections within this documentation where

the respective Government agency and Council queries have been addressed:

Table 1.2 - Government Agency Queries Index

Component Comment

Ecological Assessment Report

(Prepared by Place Environmental & 28
South]

Refer to Attachment 1 of this report.

On-Site Sewage Considerations Report
(Prepared by BCA Check]

Refer to Attachment 2 of this report

Stormwater Management Report
(Prepared by Newton Denny Chapelle)

Refer to Attachment 3 of this report

Traffic Impact Assessment Refer to Attachment B of this report

(Prepared by Newton Denny Chapelle)

Noise Impact Report
(Prepared by Tim Fitzroy & Associates)

Refer to Attachment 7 of this report. This
Noise Impact Report is contained within
the LUCRA document.

Matters raised by relevant Government
Departments

Matters raised by relevant Government
departments are addressed throughout
this Planning Proposal in the manner
provided below.

NSW DoP
Information has been provided within this
document addressing those matters

raised by the Department of Planning
(31/10/06) pertaining to supply and take
up/development of lots in Stage 1 and
nature of constraints in Stage 1 [refer

Gateway Planning Proposal
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Part 3 - Section B Clause 5), cultural
heritage (refer Part 3 - Section C Clause
9.d. Archaeology), the consideration of the
utilisation of a common effluent disposal
system (refer Part 3 - Section D Clause
71.a. Sewer), and the impact of additional
traffic accessing the Bruxner Highway and
infrastructure changes needed (refer
Attachment 6 Traffic  Impact
Assessment).

NSW DPI

Those matters raised by the NSW DPI
dated 10 January 2007 (but signed and
dated 12 January 2007] are addressed in
the following way:

Mineral Resource /Issues - Reference
should be made to Attachment 7 Section
1.1.3 - Extractive Industry of the LUCRA.

Fisheries Ilssues - Reference should be
made to Attachment 7 Section 1.2.

Agricuftural  Issues -  Of  specific
agricultural issues raised, the following
comments are provided:

i. The Traffic Impact Statement [Section
6.0) found in Attachment 6 of this
Planning Proposal addresses the
‘increased traffic’ issue;

ii. The LUCRA (Section 1.2 (b)) found in
Attachment 7 provides a land use
conflict assessment between the
proposed rural residential subdivision
and the identified meat chicken farm to
the south. The assessment
demonstrates that the proposed rural
living and the meat chicken farm can
co-exist;

ii. Potential impacts from adjoining
agricultural properties have been
considered with a 50 metre grazing
buffer  setback provided where
required as illustrated on LUCRA Plan
2. Reference should be made to
Section 1.1.1 of the LUCRA provided in
Attachment 7 of the Planning
Proposal with respect to agricultural
cattle grazing.

Forestry Issues - The proposal raises no
issues for the Forests NSW Division of the
NSW DPI.

Gateway Planning Proposal
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NSW RFS

Reference should be made to Part 3 -
Section C Clause 9b. Bushfire of this
report and Attachment 1.

NSW RTA

Reference should be made to Attachment
6 of this report which contains a Traffic
Impact Assessment prepared by Newton
Denny Chapelle.

Note:

In respect to issues relating to road traffic
noise as being a potential source of conflict
with the proposed rural residential
development reference should be made to
Attachment 7 of this report which
contains a Noise Impact Report as an
attachment to the LUCRA document.

Issues relating to the impact of additional
traffic accessing the Bruxner Highway and
any infrastructure changes needed as
raised by DoP (31,/10,/06]) are addressed
in the Traffic Impact Assessment
contained within Attachment 6.

NSW DNR

The NSW Department of Natural
Resources correspondence dated 11"
January 2007 stated that “the subject
site, in principle, is an area that appears
best suited for rural residential use in that
it is directed away from higher value land
such as high quality agricultural land and
areas containing sensitive environmental
assets as well as being within a serviceable
distance to Casino. It is acknowledged that
the remaining vegetation does not appear
to be of particularly high value except in its
role as local remnants”.

DNR raised concerns over the proposed
subdivision design layout and the first and
second order streams draining through
the site to the north-east. The on-site
sewage considerations report prepared by
BCA Check (contained within Attachment
2) does acknowledge these watercourses
in their on-site sewage management
limitations plan in the context of the
subdivision layout, and have nominated the
required buffer setbacks for future on-site
wastewater disposal areas to ensure no
water quality impacts are created. As
these concerns mirror those raised by the
NSW DPlI under “Fisheries Issues”
reference should also be made to
Attachment 7 Section 1.2.

Gateway Planning Proposal
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DNR also raised concerns that some of
the allotments fall within the 500 metre
buffer for the Woodview/Piora Quarry
located to the north. Reference should be
made to Attachment 7 Section 1.1.3
which provides a land use conflict
assessment between the quarry and the
proposed rural residential development.

To assist in complying with the 500 metre
required quarry buffer, previously proposed
Lot 7 within the development (Plan 5,
dated 6.03.13) has now been consolidated
into proposed Lot 8 as per the revised
Plan 5, dated 27.05.13. The dwelling
envelope within Lot 8 will be sited outside
of the 500 metre buffer line illustrated on
Plan 5.

Matters Raised by Richmond Valley | Information is provided immediately below

Council dated: this table addressing correspondence
previously issued by Richmond Valley
22 October 2008 Council.

12 October 2009
19 March 2012
7 May 2012

11 April 2013
14 May 2013

Richmond Valley Council Correspondence Dated 22 October 2008

In response to Richmond Valley Council correspondence dated 22 October

2008, the following is provided:

1. ‘Black Spot’ Funding

It is acknowledged that the cost of the Ellems Bridge Road intersection upgrade

is to be barne wholly by the owner or developer.

2. Section 94 Contributions

It is acknowledged that a Section 94 contribution plan is not proposed for this
area and any recouping of developer expenditure or planning agreement will be

structured by the proponent at the Development Application stage.

3. Supply & Demand

Supply and demand justification has been provided within this Planning Proposal

as explained in Table 1.2 of this report. Table 1.2 identifies that the relevant

information can be found in Part 3 Section B Clause 5 of this document.

Gateway Planning Proposal Ellems Bridge Road, Piora Newton Denny Chapelle
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4. |ssues raised by Government Agencies

The issues raised previously by various Government agencies including NSW
DPI, NSW RFS, NSW DOP, NSW RTA, & NSW DNR have been addressed within

this Planning Proposal as indicated in Table 1.2 of this document.

Concerning the NSW DP|, information in response to mineral resource issues
can be found in Section 1.1.3 - Extractive Industry (WWoodview,/Piora Quarry) of

Attachment 7.

Information can be found within Section 1.2 of Attachment 7 - LUCRA that

addresses the NSW DPI Fisheries issues.

Of the specific agricultural issues raised by NSW DPI, the following comments

are provided:

i. The Traffic Impact Statement (Section 6.0) found in Attachment 6 of this

Planning Proposal addresses the ‘increased traffic’ issue;

ii. The LUCRA (Section 1.2 (b]] found in Attachment 7 provides a land use conflict
assessment between the proposed rural residential subdivision and the
identified meat chicken farm to the south. The assessment demonstrates that

the proposed rural living and the meat chicken farm can co-exist;

ii. Potential impacts from adjoining agricultural properties have been considered
with a 50 metre grazing buffer setback provided where required as illustrated
on LUCRA Plan 2. Reference should be made to Section 1.1.1 of the LUCRA
provided in Attachment 7 of the Planning Proposal with respect to agricultural

cattle grazing.

The issues raised by the Department of Natural Resources dated 11 January
2007 have been addressed within this Planning Proposal as indicated in Table

1.2 of this document.

In regards to the Woodview,/Piora Quarry being recognised within NSW DPI
resource assessment 2004 as a regionally significant quarry, reference should
be made to Section 1.1.3 of Attachment 7 which provides a LUCRA to justify the
proposed rural residential subdivision and the quarry can adequately co-exist
without adversely affecting the resource. Part 3 Section B Clause 7 of this
Planning Proposal further addresses the Section 117(2) Direction 1.3 applying
to the quarry.

Gateway Planning Proposal Ellems Bridge Road, Piora Newton Denny Chapelle
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Noise buffer distance from the highway has been considered within the Noise
Impact Report prepared by Tim Fitzroy & Associates and can be found within
Annexure 1 of the LUCRA contained within Attachment 7 of this Planning

Proposal. The Noise Impact Report provides two (2] options in this regard being:

Option 1 - All dwellings are setback a minimum of 140 metres from the road
edge of Bruxner Highway for noise attenuation to comply with the ‘New
residential land use developments affected by freeway/arterial traffic noise’

without the need for noise mitigation measures, OR

Option 2 - This option is to provide a minimum 20 metre building setback from
the Bruxner Highway to dwellings (to meet on-site wastewater management
constraints) ensuring that the residences are designed with living and bedroom
areas placed furthest from the road. The building must be designed to achieve a
“Weighted Sound Reduction Index [Rw) of 32.

Richmond Valley Council Correspondence Dated 12 October 2009

In response to Richmond Valley Council correspondence dated 12 October

20089 the following comments are provided:

1. RTA Matters
Reference should be made to the Traffic Impact Assessment contained within

Attachment 6 of this Planning Proposal.

2. BRDS - Supply & Demand

Justification pertaining to supply and take up/development of lots can be found

in Part 3 - Section B Clause 5 of this Planning Proposal document. In addition to
the provided justification, in respect to Council statement that “7he Rural
Residential Develgprment Strategy indicates preference will always be granted to
rezoning proposals received that adjoin and augment existing and established
release areas rather than creating newer rural residential areas where services
and facilities are deficient”, we acknowledge the Department of Natural
Resources comment in their correspondence dated 11 January 2007 that the

subject site is “‘Within a serviceable distance to Casino’.

All services at cost to the proponent will be put in place prior to the operation of

the subdivision development.

Gateway Planning Proposal Ellems Bridge Road, Piora Newton Denny Chapelle
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3. Present Rezoning Application as Planning Proposal

The previous rezoning application is now presented to Council in the format of a

‘Gateway Determination’ ie. Planning Proposal.

4. Noise Impact Report & Slope

Council comment is noted. However, the Noise Impact Report contained within
Annexure 1 of the LUCRA contained within Attachment 7 of this Planning

Proposal provides two (2) options in this regard being:

Option 1 - All dwellings are setback a minimum of 140 metres from the road
edge of Bruxner Highway for noise attenuation to comply with the ‘New
residential land use developments affected by freeway/arterial traffic noise’

without the need for noise mitigation measures, OR

Option 2 - This option is to provide a minimum 20 metre building setback from
the Bruxner Highway to dwellings (to meet on-site wastewater management
constraints) ensuring that the residences are designed with living and bedroom
areas placed furthest from the road. The building must be designed to achieve a
“Weighted Sound Reduction Index (Rw]) of 32.

It is pertinent to note that the Noise Impact Report offers two (2] options and
does not restrict future dwellings to be setback 140 metres from the Bruxner

Highway. This recommendation accords with the proposed subdivision layout.

The Noise Impact Report took into account site constraints prior to offering the
recommendations including the recommended setback buffer area, whilst
wastewater requirements were also considered as evidenced in the description
of Option 2 ie. ‘to meet onsite wastewater management constraints.” Section 3
of the noise report acknowledges the wastewater report prepared by BCA
Check.

Slopes were taken into account within the on-site wastewater management
assessment prepared by BCA Check for wastewater disposal fields, and the
bushfire assessment prepared by PLACE for future dwelling sites. Therefore,
during the site analysis process, potential slope constraints were considered to
derive the proposal conceptual lot layout. Dwelling envelopes will be able to be
sited to comply with wastewater disposal field setbacks as required at the

Development Application stage.

Gateway Planning Proposal Ellems Bridge Road, Piora Newton Denny Chapelle
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To further assist in the assessment process, a Site Analysis Plan has been
presented within this Planning Proposal. The proposed conceptual subdivision is

in response to the site analysis and associated constraints.

Richmond Valley Council Correspondence Dated 19 March 2012

In response to Richmaond Valley Council correspondence dated 19 March 2012

the following comments are provided:

1. RRDS - Supply & Demand

Supply and demand justification has been provided within this Planning Proposal

as indicated in Table 1.2 of this report. Table 1.2 explains that this information
can be found in Part 3 Section B Clause 5. This information provides justification
as to why consideration should be forthcoming for this development within the

Piora area.

As provided above in comment to RVC correspondence dated 12 October 2009
in respect to Council statement that “7he Rural Residential Development
Strategy indicates preference will always be granted to rezoning proposals
received that adjoin and augment existing and established release areas rather
than creating newer rural residential areas where services and facilities are
deficient”, we acknowledge the Department of Natural Resources comment in
their correspondence dated 11 January 2007 that the subject site is “‘within a

serviceable distance to Casino”.

All services at cost to the proponent will be put in place prior to the operation of

the subdivision development.

Richmond Valley Council Correspondence Dated 7 May 2012

In respanse to Richmond Valley Council correspondence dated 7 May 2013, the
previous rezoning application has now been reworked and presented to Council

in the format of a Planning Proposal.

As explained within this Executive Summary: Section 2 (including Table 1.2), all
matters previously raised by Richmond Valley Council and relevant Government
Agencies have been considered and satisfactorily addressed within this Planning

Proposal documentation.

Gateway Planning Proposal Ellems Bridge Road, Piora Newton Denny Chapelle
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Richmond Valley Council Correspondence Dated 11 April 2013

In response to Richmond Valley Council correspondence dated 11 April 2013,
Part 1 ‘Proposal Objective’ of the Planning Proposal document explains the
intended effect of the proposed LEP amendment whilst Part 3 provides

justification for making the new plan.

This Planning Proposal has been prepared to successfully present as a
‘standalone’ document to explain all matters and justification pertaining to the
proposal. All matters previously raised by Richmond Valley Council and relevant
Government Agencies have been considered and satisfactorily addressed within
this Planning Proposal documentation as indicated within this Executive

Summary: Section 2 (including Table 1.2).

The following comments are provided to address Council’s inadequacies:

1. Table 3 - Direction 117 (page 19]
The Direction 117 table [Table 3 - Direction 117] of this Planning Proposal

document has been updated to acknowledge the significant quarry resource

located across the Bruxner Highway and known as \Woodview,/ Piora Quarry.

In response to the Section 117 Direction 1.3, a LUCRA has been prepared
with respect to the Woodview/Piora Quarry which demonstrates that the

proposed rural residential subdivision is able to co-exist with the quarry.

Accordingly, the proposed rural residential subdivision is not considered to
result in future sterilisation of the identified regional resource. The LUCRA
can be found within Attachment 7 of this document with Section 1.1.3 of it
specifically addressing the quarry. Buffer distances to the quarry have been
observed and addressed within the LUCRA to a distance of 1km.

Buffer distances to the Bruxner Highway for future dwellings of the estate
have been observed and addressed as per comment provided above against
RVC correspondence dated 12 October 2009 (Point 4 - Noise Impact
Report & Slope). Potential impacts from haulage vehicles on the Bruxner
Highway from quarry operations have further been observed and addressed
within Section 1.1.3 of the LUCRA in Attachment 7.

Gateway Planning Proposal Ellems Bridge Road, Piora Newton Denny Chapelle
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2. The Council Resolution of 2006 and Statutory Bequirements.

Consistent with Council’s letter of 11 April 2013, our Client concurs with the
fact Council adopted at its Ordinary Meeting of 19 September 2009 to

make the LEP amendment.

It is acknowledged that the LEP was not finalised and as such the LEP
amendment is now required to adhere to the Gateway provisions of the Act.
We note the statutory requirements placed on Council to assess the
proposal, and also highlight the fact the application has already been robustly
assessed and exhibited, thereby promoting the progression of this Planning

Proposal to Gateway.

3. SEPP 44 - Koala Habitat Protection

State Environmental Planning Palicy No. 44 has been addressed within Part
3 Section B Clause 6 and also within the Ecological Assessment contained

within Attachment 1.

Email correspondence from 28 South dated 31 May 2013, as contained
with Attachment 1 provides n May 2072 the koala was listed as a
Vulnerable species under the EPBC Act. | have considered the potential
impacts of the proposed development against the EPBC Act Significant
Impact Guidelines 1.7 and the Interim Koala Referral Advice for Proponents.
! have found that there is no requirement to make a controlled action
referral for the proposed Project in regard to impacts on the koala or any

other Matter of National Environmental Significance”.

4., SEPP 55 - Remediation of Land

State Environmental Planning Policy No. 55 - has been addressed within

Part 8 Section B Clause & of this Planning Proposal.

The Guidelines enable a preliminary investigation to utilise readily available
information such as consultation with agencies, aerial photo interpretation,
oral history and other sources of historic land use data to establish the land
use history of the site. Once a site history has been established the
Guidelines require a comparison of the historical land uses with those listed
at Table 1 of the Guideline to determine whether it is “likely” or “unlikely” that

contamination has occurred on the site.

Gateway Planning Proposal Ellems Bridge Road, Piora Newton Denny Chapelle
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Under the circumstances, it is unlikely that any contamination has occurred
on the site, and accordingly the provisions of SEPP 55 are not triggered in

the subject circumstances.

However, further SEPP 55 soil sampling may be undertaken within each lot

at the Development Application stage.

Richmond Valley Council Correspondence Dated 14 May 2013

In response to Richmond Valley Council correspondence dated 14 May 2013,

the following response is provided.

1. Ministerial Directive 1.3 - Mining, Petroleum Production and Extractive

Industries

This Planning Proposal documentation acknowledges the Ministerial
Directive 1.3 as per Table 3 - Direction 117 located in Part 3 Section B
Clause 7 of this report, with information provided immediately below that
table addressing Directive 1.3. Accordingly, a LUCRA has been prepared
with respect to the Woodview/Piora Quarry which demonstrates that the

proposed rural residential subdivision is able to co-exist with the quarry. The

LUCRA can be found within Attachment 7 of this document with Section
1.1.3 of it specifically addressing the quarry.

2. Standalone Document

This Planning Proposal presents as a ‘standalone’ document to explain all
matters and justification pertaining to the proposal. All matters previously
raised by Richmond Valley Council and relevant Government Agencies have
been considered and satisfactorily addressed as indicated within this

Executive Summary: Section 2 (including Table 1.2).

3. Internal Referral - Environmental Health

i 140 metre setback from Bruxner Highway

The 140 metre setback from dwellings to the Bruxner Highway is not
the sole option for future development as assessed within the Noise
Impact Report contained in Annexure 1 of the LUCRA found within

Attachment 7 of this Planning Proposal. Two (2) options are available.
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Despite Option 1 requiring a 140 metre setback from dwellings to the
Bruxner Highway, Option 2 allows a minimum 20 metre building setback
from the Bruxner Highway to dwellings (to meet on-site wastewater
management constraints) ensuring that the residences are designed
with living and bedroom areas placed furthest from the road. The
building must be designed to achieve a “Weighted Sound Reduction
Index [Rw] of 32.

Each lot therefore has capacity to comply with the 20 metre setback

requirement for dwellings from the Bruxner Highway as per Option 2.

i 1,000 metre buffer from Woodview,”Fiora Guarry
The 1,000 metre buffer from Woodview/Piora Quarry has been
observed within Part 3 Section B Clause 7 of this Planning Proposal

relating to 117 directions.

Due to the subject site being located within the 1,000 metre buffer zone,
a LUCRA has been prepared with respect to the \Woodview/Piora
Quarry which demonstrates that the proposed rural residential

subdivision is able to _co-exist with the gquarry. The LUCRA found within

Attachment 7 of this report also observes the 1,000 metre buffer for

blasting operations.

i, Lot 7 constrained due to dam setback & 140 metre setback
Proposed Lot 7 in the subdivision layout previously presented in Plan 5,
dated 6.03.13 has now been consolidated into proposed Lot 8 on the
revised Plan 5, dated 27.05.13.

.  Shallow bedrock
The shallow bedrock constraint has been observed within the On-site
Sewage Considerations Report contained within Attachment 2 of this
Planning Proposal. The report states ‘Shallow weathered bedrock was
encountered in bore holes on some allotments and was unpredictable in
location, however, where this occurred suitable land application areas
were established on the allotrment with soil depth in excess of Tm. It is

likely that several alternate land application areas will be available on
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each of the allotments due to the large size of the holdings. Soils were

stonier and shallower on ridges.”

Despite the shallow bedrock observation, the wastewater report
concludes ‘“our investigations have revealed that it is possible to provide

safe wastewater management systems on the proposed allotments’.

It is acknowledged in Council letter that these issues are more likely to

be dealt with at the subdivision stage.

v. Setback, soil, localised flooding concerns, SEPP 55
Setbacks
Setbacks have been considered as discussed above within this Section 2
of the Executive Summary. The proposed subdivision layout will enable
the adoption of Option 2 of the Noise Impact Report which requires a
setback of 20 metres from the edge of the Bruxner Highway to
dwellings. This setback takes into account and permits the siting of on-

site effluent disposal fields within the lots.

On-site wastewater field setbacks from dams (100 metres) and gullies
(40 metres) have been observed within the wastewater report
(Attachment 2) and can be appropriately sited within the confines of
each lot noting that previously proposed Lot 7 has now been
consaolidated into proposed Lot 8. The location of the disposal fields for
each lot are illustrated on the ‘On-site Sewage Management

Limitations Plan’ within that report.

Soil

Soils have been considered within the On-Site Sewage Considerations
Report prepared by BCA Check contained in Attachment 2 of this
report. To enable the future construction of the on-site effluent disposal
systems, Section 4.1 of the attached wastewater report provides

recommended site and soil works.
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Localised Flooding

The site is not recognised as having flooding constraints with higher
order waterways, but rather has overland flow paths from sloping
terrain. An assessment of local catchments that directly impact through
the site has been undertaken and it identifies that local catchment
overland flows are in the order of 4.4m°/s to 6.1m°/s. The depth of
such flows (via Mannings equation] are quite shallow being between
235mm to 315mm respectively. Where the local overland flow paths
combine at the north-east corner of the development, peak flows of
12.4m*/s and flow depths of nominally 600mm occur. Adopting a V
shaped flow path cross-sectional profile, peak flow widths range between
15m to 20m wide. Such flow widths can be readily incorporated through
the allotments leaving substantial land areas for dwelling construction,
accordingly localised drainage flows/flooding is not identified as a
significant constraint to the subdivision. Details of the catchment

calculations demonstrating the above are included within Attachment 3.

SEPP 55
State Environmental Planning Policy No. 55 - has been observed and

addressed within Part 3 Section B Clause & of this Planning Proposal.

The Guidelines enable a preliminary investigation to utilise readily
available information such as consultation with agencies, aerial photo
interpretation, oral history and other sources of historic land use data to
establish the land use history of the site. Under the circumstances, it is
unlikely that any contamination has occurred on the site, and accordingly
the provisions of SEPP 55 are not triggered in the subject

circumstances.
However, additional contamination assessment/reporting can be
undertaken at the development application stage specifically targeting

pesticides, fertilisers, other chemical /petrol/ oil storage.

Section 117 Direction

This Planning Proposal observes the Ministerial Directive 1.3 as per Fart

3 Section B Clause 7 of this report. Information addressing the
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‘Implications for Planning’ within the Mineral Resource Audit (Richmond
Valley LGA) can be found immediately below Table 3 of this report within
Part 8 Section B Clause 7.

Information addressing the NSW DP| ‘Mineral Resource Issues’ dated
10 January 2007 (although signed and dated 12 January 2007) can be
found within Section 1.1.3 of the LUCRA contained within Attachment 7
of this report.
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Part 1

Proposal Objective

The objective of this proposal is to enable the future rural residential

development of part of the northern portion of the subject land through the

rezoning of the land to RS - Large Lot Residential as illustrated in Plan 3 -

Proposed Zoning Plan. The remainder of the site will be retained as RU1 -

Primary Production and E2 - Environmental Conservation.

Aims of Planning Proposal

The aims of the Planning Proposal are outlined below:

7.

To increase the rural residential lot yield within the Western Sector of
the Casing/Rural Catchment District (as identified within the Richmond
River Rural Residential Development Strategy] of the Richmond Valley
LGA with an expected yield of 317 lots including residual Lot 27.

Make efficient use of rural land for rural residential purposes whilst
providing for the retention of agricultural grazing pursuits within the
larger residual Lot 27 containing a proposed land area of 1714

hectares [subject to final survey}:
Provide land conducive for well designed rural residential housing;

Protection of the environmental attribute Diamond ‘D’ Lagoon within the

retained EZ2 - Environmental Conservation zone.

The rezoning of the land to provide for the introduction of the RS - Large Lot

Residential zone permits the following development options.

A subdivision creating a mixture of densities [1 hectare - 3.8 hectares

excluding residue Lot 27] in a Torrens Title lot rural residential estate;
An expected yield of 31 lots including residual Lot 27.
Excluding the residue, an average lot size of 1.63 hectares;

Protection of the environmental attribute Diamond “D” Lagoon within the

retained E2 - Environmental Conservation zone

5. Retention of agricultural pursuits within the large residual Lot 27 within
a proposed land area of 11 1.4 hectares,
Gateway Planning Proposal Ellems Bridge Road, Piora Newton Denny Chapelle
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For the purpose of this Planning Proposal, a conceptual lot layout has been

presented in the enclosed Plans 4 & 5.

Proposed Lot 7 in the subdivision layout previously presented in Plan 5, dated
6.03.13 has now been consolidated into proposed Lot 8 on the revised Plan 5,
dated 27.05.13.

The “Site Analysis Plan” contained within this Planning Proposal document has
been prepared to identify opportunities and constraints relating to the proposed
subdivision layout. The plan illustrates the following components deemed relevant

to the subdivision:

e Lot boundary,
e  Existing dwelling and farm buildings;

e Electricity powerlines [identified from Newton Denny Chapelle detail
survey and also NSW Dept. Of Lands Topographic & Orthophoto map
1:25,000 Mummulgum 8440-2N Second Edition);

e Extent of 1km Piora land use separation buffer (Section 117 Directive
1.3);

e 500 metre Piora Quarry buffer from working face (as previously advised
by RVC];

e  Mapped bushfire hazard vegetation (RVC mapping];

e Terrestrial vegetation and Koala habitat vegetation (taken from RVLEP
2012 Terrestrial Biodiversity Map and Richmond Valley Koala Habitat
Atlas 2008j;

e  Existing access point into the property from Ellems Bridge Road,;

e 20 metre dwelling setback requirement from Bruxner Highway (as

required by Tim Fitzroy & Associates Noise Impact Report);

e I|dentified wastewater setback constraints (taken from BCA Check

‘Limitations’ Plan);

e \Waterways mapped from RVLEP 2012.
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The proposed subdivision layout has had regard to the above constraints. Based
on the preliminary site analysis undertaken, the proposed lot layout is deemed

appropriate and acceptable in respect to the opportunities and constraints
presented by the subject land.

Under the Richmond Valley LEP 2012, the subject land is not mapped as:

e containing a heritage item;
e being located within a drinking water catchment; or

e containing land identified as a landslide risk.

Part 2 Explanation of Provisions

The subject lands forming this Planning Proposal are currently zoned part RU1T -
Primary Production and E2 - Environmental Conservation under the Richmond
Valley Local Environmental Plan (RVLEP) 2012 as previously illustrated within

Plate 1 and reproduced below in Plate 4.

RUA E Subject Lands

ql.I.
'.. =t ||___'l‘¢__
[
Plate 4: Current land zoning under the Richmond Valley LEP 2012 (source: Richmond Valley Gouncil)
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Given that the Richmond Valley LEP 2012 has already formally commenced
operation, the following amendments are required to the Richmond Valley LEP
2012 to enable the subdivision and development of the subject land for rural

residential purposes.

e Acid Sulphate Soils Map - No change.

¢ Wetlands Map, Riparian Land and Waterways Map - No change.
e Drinking Water Catchment Map - No change.

e Dwelling Opportunity Map - Remove proposed RS zoned land.

e Heritage Map - No change.

¢ Height of Buildings Map - No change.

e Key Sites Map - No change.

e Land Application Map - No change.

e Land Reservation Acquisition Map - No change.

e Lot Size Map (Sheet LSZ-002] - Application of a 1 hectare minimum lot
size for the area of land proposed to be zoned RS (excluding the residual

Lot 27) of which will be indicated on the Lot Size Map as Y’ - 1 hectare.

e Land Zoning Map (Sheet LZN-002) - Application of an RS - Large Lot
Residential Zone (Refer Plan 3] to that area of land proposed to be
zoned R5.

e Terrestrial Biodiversity Map - No change.

e Landslide Risk Map - No change.
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Part 3 Justification

Section A - Need for the Planning Proposal

1. Is the Planning Proposal a result of any strategic study or report?

The Richmond River Shire Council ‘Rural Residential Development Strategy
(March 19997 identifies the subject lands within Figure 2.3b being a ‘Detailed
Plan of Suitable Rural Residential Land in the Western Sector of the

Casino/Rural Catchment District’ of which is reproduced below in Plate 5.

Jl Subject Lands

i —— f] 4
Plate 5: The subject land identified within the Richmond River Shire Council ‘Rural Residential

Development Strategy [Mar‘ch 1 999] (Source Richmond River Shire Council ‘Rural Residential Development Strategy (March
1999))

The planning proposal is a also result of a previous rezoning submission made to
Richmond Valley Council with its initial lodgement being 20 July, 2005 and has
been subject to a number of revisions to address various matters raised by
Government Departments. Version ‘C’ [Dated August 20089) was the most
recent rezoning submission lodged (prior to Gateway Determinations) and was

prepared to address matters raised by:

e Richmond Valley Council;

e NSW Department of Planning (now Department of Planning &

Infrastructure);
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e NSW Department of Primary Industries;
e NSW Rural Fire Service;
e NSW Roads and Traffic Authority;

e NSW Department of Natural Resources.

The previous studies undertaken to formulate this Planning Proposal are outlined
in the Executive Summary (together with the company responsible for

completing that assessment).

The Executive Summary of this report indicates where within this documentation
those Government Agency concerns have been addressed together with

previous concerns raised by Richmond Valley Council.

This Planning Proposal is further in response to a report to Council’'s Ordinary
Meeting of Tuesday, 19 September 2006 in which it resolved to proceed with

the rezoning proposal.

19 September 2006 Meeting
The report to Council’s Ordinary Meeting of 19 September 2009 recommended
that:

1. Council notify the Department of Planning under Section 54(4] of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 19789 of Council’s decision
to prepare a draft Local Environmental FPlan,

2. Draft Richmond River Local Environmental Plan 1992 [Amendment No.
34) as published within this report be adopted for the purposes of
obtaining a Section 65 Certificate to enable its public exhibition;

3. Council notifies the Director-General of its decision and to advise that a
local environmental study will not be required;

4. Council request the Director-General to issue a “Written Authorisation to
Exercise Delegation” with respect to assuming the Director-General’s
delegations in issuing a Section 65 Certificate and Section 69 Report;

5. Council undertake the necessary statutory requirements to consult and
publicly exhibit the Draft LEP Amendment along with any supplementary
information or material;

6. Where no objections are received during the public exhibition of the draft
LEP Amendment and no further alterations are required, beyond deleting
the word draft and the advisory notes and correcting typographical
errors, the General Manager be granted delegated authority to submit
the LEP Amendment to the Parliamentary Counsel for an opinion and to
submit a report under Section 69 of the Act to request the Minister
make the plan.
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Council wraote to the NSW Department of Planning in correspondence 11
October 2006 advising, pursuant to Section 54(4] of the Environmental Planning
and Assessment Act 1979, of the Council’'s decision to prepare a draft local
environmental plan (‘LEP’) to rezone Lot 1 DP 449328 and part Lot 2 DP
572347, 25 Ellems Bridge Road, Piora from Rural 1(b1] Secondary Agricultural

land to Rural Residential 1(c] zone.

Note: Land previously identified as Lot 2 DP 572347 now comprises a new Lot
and DP number due to a boundary adjustrment being approved and subsequently
registered. Accordingly, previous Lot 2 DP 578347 is now known as Lot 2 DP
117005Z.

The following response was provided from the NSW Department of Planning in
correspondence dated 31,/10,/06:

“‘While | have determined that an environmental study is not required in the
preparation of the draft LEP, Council should ensure the following information is

exhibited along with any other relevant documentation to support the draft LEP:

o The supply and take up/development of lots in Stage 1,

o Any Stage 1 sites which are constrained and the nature of those
constraints;

o A Staging Plan for the whole release area;

e Any areas or items with heritage or cultural significance,

o The impact of additional traffic accessing the Bruxner Highway and any

infrastructure changes needed.”

Table 1.2 within the Executive Summary of this report identifies where within this
documentation information can be found addressing those matters previously
raised by the Department of Planning (31,/10,/06).

The Rural Residential Development Strategy is discussed further under Section

5 of this Planning Proposal.

All previous matters raised by relevant Government departments (including
Council) have been addressed within previous rezoning submissions to Council
and are also addressed again throughout this Planning Proposal as indicated

within the Executive Summary of this report.
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2. Is the Planning Proposal the best means of achieving the objectives or
intended outcomes, or is there a better way?

Yes. In order for a Development Application to be considered for the subdivision
and development of the land for rural residential purposes it is necessary to first
amend the planning framework applying to the land - particularly those
elements of the Richmond Valley Local Environmental Plan 2012 relating to land

zoning and subdivision (minimum lot size).

3. Is there a community benefit?

The community benefit associated with the development will be found in the
provision of additional housing to service the future population needs of the
Richmond Valley LGA. The topography of the site, together with the proposed
size and dimensions of the lots will enable a variety of housing designs to be

adopted.

The rezoning of the site would provide a net community benefit as the rezoning
will contribute to both the State Government and Local Council housing targets
set by the Far North Coast Regional Strategy further to meeting the desired
60,40 target of single to medium density housing.

Section B - Relationship to Strategic Planning Framework

4. Is the Planning Proposal consistent with the objectives and actions
contained within the applicable regional or sub-regional strategy?
The applicable regional strategy is the Far North Coast Regional Strategy
(FNCRS) which was adopted in December 2006. This strategy consolidates and
builds on previous planning work, including the Northern Rivers Regional

Strategy and local council settlement strategies.

Section 7 of the Far North Coast Regional Strategy (FNCRS]) identifies that rural
residential development will continue as a housing choice for people in the
region. The FNCRS further advises that for land in the non-coastal area, rural
residential land release will occur in accordance with existing local rural

strategies. As advised in Part 3, the subject site is located within the Richmond
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Valley Shire Council Rural Residential Development Strategy 1999 and
therefore comments in relation to the strategy are provided below under Point

5 inclusive of land release.

5. Is the Planning Proposal consistent with the local council's Community
Strategic Plan, or other local strategic plan?

Yes. The Planning Proposal is consistent with the Richmond River Council Rural

Residential Development Strategy as discussed below.

Richmond River Council Rural Residential Development Strategy 1999

The Richmond River Council Rural Residential Development Strategy 1999
(RRDS) has been prepared to satisfy Clause 20 (Part 2, Division 4] of the North
Coast Regional Environmental Plan 1988 (NCREP). The Strategy identifies
preferred lands that are suitable for rural housing as required by Clause 20(3)
of the NCREP which:

[a] are physically capable of supporting rural housing, and

[b] are close to existing settlerments which already have services and
community facilities, or can otherwise be efficiently and economically

serviced, and
[c] are physically suitable for septic effluent disposal, and

[d] are not required or likely to be required for future urban expansion of

existing settlements, and

[e] do not comprise prime crop or pasture land, and
[ are not subject to significant environmental hazards, and
lg] are not of significant value for the conservation of wildlife.

The Western Sector of the Casino/Rural Catchment District contained within
the RRDS identifies the subject land as being available rural residential land

based on the required selection criteria for the identification of such land.

The Conclusion of Section 2.4.3i. of the RRDS provides the following
commentary concerning the Western Sector of the Casino/Rural Catchment

District locality relevant to this application.

Gateway Planning Proposal Ellems Bridge Road, Piora Newton Denny Chapelle
Page 28



It is considered that the identified Potential Rural Residential lands within
the Casing/Rural Catchment have more than adequate access to a broad
range of essential social services. A comprehensive public transportation
system creates linkages to education, health and community services as
well as open space and recreation located within the town centre. Many
extension services, particularly for the aged provide mobile services to both

the town centre and surrounding areas.

The proposed rezoning of the subject land is situated within the area identified
within the RRDS for closer rural settlement. In particular, the subject land
contains inherent qualities rendering the land suitable for rural residential
purposes. Accordingly, it is these qualities which have resulted in Council

identifying the land for future rural residential development.

The conceptual subdivision design incorporates lot sizes (exclusive of residue)
ranging from 1ha to 3.88ha with an average lot size of 1.63ha. Each proposed
lot is capable of accommodating an individual on-site effluent management
system without detrimentally impacting the environment or amenity of the area.
To this end, an on-site sewage considerations report has been prepared for the
subdivision by BCA Check and concludes “7This report provides preliminary
investigations relating to the suitability of the proposed allotments for on-site
disposal of effluent. Our investigations have revealed that it is possible to provide
safe wastewater management systems on the proposed allotments as
discussed. All site and soil limitations have been addressed to minimise any
detrimental impacts on the environment or the amenity of the area.” This report

can be found in Attachment 2 of this Planning Proposal.

The preferred development theme for the subject land is “residential enclave”

with each lot being freehold title.

Stage 1 Allotment Supply and Take Up Justification to Proceed with the

Western Sector of Casina/Rural Catchment District

The Western Sector of the Casino/Rural Catchment District is not a Stage 1
release area within the Strategy. As the Strategy was adopted in 1998, it is now
approximately 13 years old. It is requested that the northern portion of the
subject land (as shown on Plan 3] be considered for rezoning now to RS - Large

Lot Residential for the following reasons:
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e The lead time for determination of the rezoning process, the preparation

and determination of a subsequent Development Application and for the

construction of the subdivision post consent, is likely to take several

years. This means that no dwellings would likely be built for at least 2-3

years, therefore it is contended timely to lodge this Planning Proposal

now.

e In response to Council’s correspondence dated 22 October 2008 with

respect to the release of the Piora area for rural residential

development:

Council has previously provided a supporting response dated 11
October 2006 to the Director-General [as contained within
Attachment 8 of this document] relating to the release of the Piora
Area and stated “Due to the above elements and the comparatively
unconstrained characteristics of the land subject of the rezoning
application located at 25 Ellems Bridge Hoad, Council supports the

processing of the subject rezoning as submitted”

Council’'s previous acknowledgement upon review of the minutes of
the ordinary meeting of the Richmond Valley Council (Tuesday, 19
September 2006) that the ‘application for rezoning of Lot 1 DP
449528 and Part Lot 2 on DP 572347, Parish of Bundock is
consistent with the provisions of the Richmond River Rural

Residential Development Strategy 1999

Council has adopted an Urban Land Release Strategy that identifies
land on the Bruxner Highway for future release and as such the
creation of rural residential allotments will provide further impetus
to the opening of the urban land and supply of planned community
facilities. In this respect, the Piora area is located in closer proximity
to the urban release areas than the Stage 1 release areas within

the RRDS which are still to be developed in the north-west of Casino.

Approval of rural residential development in this area will provide an
alternative location and supply of such land and will increase
competition and choice in the market. This is again enforced in
Council's correspondence contained within Attachment 8 which

provides ‘Due to the difficulties in identifying suitable land within the
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Stage 1 area of the Rural Residential Development Strategy, it is
noted that the lack of competition for rural residential lots is steadily
driving the allotment prices up beyond what would be assessed as
affordable levels, particularly for first home or young buyers. With
the possibility of additional choices in terms of location being
available for this form of development, it is expected that this type of

allotrment will then become more affordable’

- Council has already acknowledged in correspondence dated 11
October 2006 that ‘it is Council’'s position as fllustrated through the
support of the rezoning submission to now include the Fiora area for

rural residential release’.

- Council's general support in terms of timing of release of the Piora
area as evidenced in correspondence contained within Attachment
8 [which is in part summarised above] which considers the supply
and take up/development of lots in Stage 1 of the Rural Residential
Development Strategy.

Furthermore, it is considered that through the various technical assessments
completed in respect to the subdivision, the site is environmentally and physically
suited to future rural residential development and is capable of being serviced in

an economical manner.

It is considered that this Planning Proposal is consistent with the objectives of

the RRDS and the proposal is a viable rural residential development site.

6. Is the Planning Proposal consistent with applicable State Environmental
Planning Policies?

The proposal is generally consistent with applicable State Environmental

Planning Policies as detailed within Table 2 below.

Table 2 - Review of SEPP’s

State Environmental Planning Policy Compliance Comments

SEPP 1 Development Standards. Not Applicable.

SEPP 2 Minimum  Standards for | Repealed.
Residential Flat Buildings.

Repealed by SEPP 20.
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State Environmental Planning Policy

Compliance

Comments

SEPP 3 Castlereagh Liquid Waste Depot.
Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.

Repealed.

SEPP 4 Development Without Consent and
Miscellaneous Complying and Exempt
Development.

Not Applicable.

SEPP 5 Housing for Older People with a
Disability.
Replaced by Seniors Living SEPP.

Repealed.

SEPP 6 Number of Storeys in a Building.

Not Applicable.

SEPP 7 Port Kembla Coal Loader. Repealed.
Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.
SEPP 8 Surplus Public Land. Repealed.
Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.
SEPP 9 Group Homes. Repealed.

Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.

SEPP 10 Retention of Low Cost Rental
Accommodation.

Not Applicable.

SEPP 11 Traffic Generating Developments. | Repealed.
Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.

SEPP 12 Public Housing (dwelling houses). | Repealed.
Repealed by SEPP 53

SEPP 13 Sydney Heliport. Repealed by | Repealed.

Sydney
REP 26.

SEPP 14 Coastal Wetlands.

Not Applicable.

No SEPP 14 Wetland on the

site.

SEPP 15 Multiple Occupancy of Rural
Land.

Repealed by SEPP 42.
SEPP 15 Rural Land-Sharing Communities.

Not Applicable.

SEPP 16 Tertiary Institutions. Repealed.

Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.

SEPP 17 Design of Buildings In Certain | Did not

Business Centres. Proceed.

SEPP 18 Public Housing. Did not
proceed.

SEPP 19 Bushland in Urban Areas.

Not Applicable.

SEPP 20 Minimum Standards for
Residential Flat Buildings.

Replaced by SEPP 53.

Repealed.

SEPP 21 Caravan Parks.

Not Applicable.

SEPP 22 Shops and Commercial | Not Applicable.
Premises.
SEPP 23 Not allocated.

SEPP 24 State Roads by SEPP 53.

Did not
proceed.

SEPP 26 Littoral Rainforests.

Not Applicable.
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State Environmental Planning Policy Compliance Comments
SEPP 27 Prison Sites. Repealed.
Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.
SEPP 28 Town Houses & Villa Houses. Repealed.

Repealed by SEPP 25 Amendment 4.

SEPP 29 Western Sydney Recreation
Area.

Not Applicable.

SEPP 30 Intensive Agriculture

Not Applicable.

SEPP 31 Sydney (Kingsford Smith) Airport.
Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.

Repealed.

SEPP 32 Urban Consaolidation | Not Applicable.

(Redevelopment of Urban Land).

SEPP 33 Hazardous & Offensive | Applicable. Refer to comments within

Development. the LUCRA within
Attachment 7 which takes
into consideration
Woodview,/ Piora Quarry
located across the Bruxner
Highway.

SEPP 34 Major Employment Generating | Repealed.

Industrial Development. Repealed by Major

projects SEPP.

SEPP 35 Maintenance Dredging of Tidal | Repealed.

Waterways.
Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.

SEPP 36 Manufactured Home Estates.

Not Applicable.

SEPP 37 Continued Mines & Extractive | Repealed.
Industries

Repealed by Mining, Petroleum Production

and Extractive Industries SEPP.

SEPP 38 Olympic games & Related | Repealed.

Projects.
Repealed by Major Projects SEPP.

SEPP 39 Split Island Bird Habitat.

Not Applicable.

SEPP 40 Sewerage Works.

Did not proceed.

SEPP 41 Casino/Entertainment Complex.

Not Applicable.

SEPP 42 Multiple Occupancy & Rural Land. | Repealed by
SEPP 15.
SEPP 43 New Southern Railway. Repealed.
Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.
SEPP 44 Koala Habitat Protection. Applicable. Refer to comments below
this table to SEPP 44.
SEPP 45 Permissibility of Mining. Repealed.
Repealed by Mining, Petroleum Production
and Extractive Industries SEPP.
SEPP 46 Protection & Management of | Repealed.

Native Vegetation. Repealed by Native
Vegetation Conservation Act 1997.

SEPP 47 Moore Park Showground.

Not Applicable.
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State Environmental Planning Policy Compliance Comments
SEPP 48 Major Putrescible Landfill Sites. Repealed.
Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.
SEPP 49 Tourism Accommodation in | Draft only.

Private Homes.

SEPP 50 Canal Estate Development.

Not Applicable.

SEPP 51 Eastern Distributor.
Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.

Repealed.

SEPP 52 Farm Dams & Other Works in
Land & Water Management Plan Areas.

Not Applicable.

SEPP 53
Development

Metropolitan  Residential

Not Applicable.

SEPP 54 Northside Storage Tunnel. Repealed.

Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.

SEPP 55 Remediation of Land. Complies. Refer to comments below
this table to SEPP 55.

SEPP 56 Sydney Harbour Foreshores & | Repealed.

Tributaries. Repealed by Major Projects

SEPP Amendment.

SEPP 58 Protecting Sydney's Water | Repealed.

Supply.
Repealed by Drinking Water Catchments
REP No 1.

SEPP 59 Central Western Sydney | Not Applicable.
Economic & Employment Area.

SEPP 60 Exempt &  Complying | Not Applicable.
Development.

SEPP 61 Exempt &  Complying | Repealed.

Development for White Bay & Glebe Island
Ports.

Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.

SEPP B2 Sustainable Aquaculture.

Not Applicable.

SEPP 63 Major Transport Projects.
Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.

Repealed.

SEPP 64 Advertising & Signage.

Not Applicable.

SEPP 65 Design Quality of Residential Flat
Buildings.

Not Applicable.

SEPP 66 Integration of Land Use &
Transport. Draft.

Not Applicable.

SEPP 67 Macquarie Generation Industrial
Development Strategy.

Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.

Repealed.

SEPP 68

Not allocated.

SEPP 69 Major Electricity Supply Projects.
Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.

Repealed.

SEPP 70 Affordable Housing (Revised
Schemes]).

Not Applicable.

SEPP 71 Coastal Protection

Not Applicable.
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State Environmental Planning Policy Compliance Comments
SEPP 72 Linear Telecommunications | Repealed.
Development - Broadband.
Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.
SEPP 73 Kosciuszko Ski Resorts Repealed.
Repealed by SEPP Kosciuszko National
Park - Alpine Resorts.
SEPP 74 Newcastle Port & Employment | Repealed.
Lands
Repealed by Major Projects SEPP.
SEPP [Housing for Seniors or People with a | Not Applicable.
Disability) 2004
SEPP (ARTC Rail Infrastructure) 2004 Repealed.
Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.
SEPP (Sydney Metropolitan Water Supply) | Repealed.
2004
Repealed by Infrastructure SEPP.
SEPP (Development on Kurnell Peninsula) | Not Applicable.
2005
SEPP (Major Projects) 2005 Not Applicable.
SEPP (Sydney Regional Growth Centres]) | Not applicable.
2006
SEPP (Mining, Petroleum Production and | Applicable. Refer to information
Extractive Industries) 2007 Complies. immediately below this table

addressing the SEPP and
also comments within the
LUCRA within Attachment 7
which takes into
consideration  \Woodview/
Piora Quarry located across
the Bruxner Highway.

SEPP (Temporary Structures and Places of
Public Entertainment) 2007

Not Applicable.

SEPP (Infrastructure) 2007

Not Applicable

In addressing Clause 104 -
Traffic Generating
Development, the development
does not seek to create 50
lots thereby being below the
threshold in Column 3 to the
Table in Schedule 3.

SEPP (Kosciuszko National Park — Alpine
Resorts) 2007

Not Applicable.

SEPP (Rural Lands) 2008

Applicable.

Refer to comments
immediately below this table
addressing SEPP  (Rural
Lands)

SEPP — North  Coast Regional
Environmental Plan 1988 (NCREP}

Not Applicable.

This document does not
apply to the Richmond Valley
LGA by virtue of Clause
19(2) of the Richmond
Valley LEP 2012.

NCREP clause 45A — Plan Preparation —
flood liable land A Draft LEP should not
rezone flood liable land zoned, inter alia,

Consistent.

The site is not located within
a mapped flood planning
area by virtue of the
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State Environmental Planning Policy Compliance Comments

open space unless consistent with an Richmond Valley LEP 2012.
adopted floodplain risk management plan. Previous investigations with
respect to on-site
wastewater have not

identified flooding as a
particular constraint to the
proposed rural subdivision.
The assessment indicated
that the site was not subject
to flooding (Refer
Attachment 2).

Localised flooding potential
as raised by Richmond Valley
Council have been addressed

within the Executive
Summary Section 2.
NCREP Plan Preparation — servicing urban | Consistent. All normal services applicable
areas Draft LEPs should ensure that for rural residential living are
ensuing development will make economic currently available to the site.
use of existing services. It is noted the site already
supports an existing rural
dwelling.

The planning proposal is considered to be consistent with relevant State

Environmental Planning Policies (SEPPs), including the following:

SEPP 44 - Koala Habitat Protection
State Environmental Planning Policy No. 44 (SEPP 44] encourages the

conservation and management of natural vegetation areas that provide habitat
for Koalas to ensure permanent free-living populations will be maintained over
their present range. The policy applies to 107 local government areas. Local
councils cannot approve development in an area affected by the policy without an
investigation of core Koala habitat. The policy provides the state-wide approach
needed to enable appropriate development to continue, while ensuring there is

ongoing protection of Koalas and their habitat.

The Richmond Valley Koala Habitat Atlas (2008] identifies some areas adjacent
to the western property boundary as containing primary and secondary Koala
habitat.

Notwithstanding the identified mapping, on 8 March 20089 Place Environmental

conducted a site inspection to ensure that the findings of the original
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assessment [June 2005] remained valid. The original PLACE report and the

revised assessment are both contained within Attachment 1.

The June 2005 report prepared by Place provided that “7The Site supports a
small number of Forest red gums [Eucalyptus tereticornis] (a recognised Koala
feed tree]. Although scat surveys failed to find signs of recent Koala usage,
Koalas are likely to persist in the wider locality and may move through the Site on
rare occasions.” State Environmental Planning Policy 44 (Koala Habitat
Protection) was discussed in Appendix 4 of the PLACE report and provided the

following results:

1.0 Is the land within a local government area identified in Schedule 1 of the
policy?
Yes. The site is situated within the Richmond Valley LGA.

20 Does the land contain potential Koala habitat?
Yes, the site supports the primary Koala feed tree Forest Red Gum
(Eucalyptus tereticornis) and is within an area currently used by Koalas.
30 Do Schedule 2 species comprise greater than 15% of species in the
upper and lower strata of the tree component?
Forest Red Gum comprises significantly less than 15% of species in the

upper and lower strata of the tree component.

4.0 Is the land core Koala Habitat?
N/A.

5.0 Is a Plan of Management required?

There is no requirement to prepare a Koala plan of management.

Email correspondence from 28 South dated 31 May 2013 as contained within
Attachment 1 provides in May 2012 the koala was listed as a Vulnerable
species under the EPBC Act. | have considered the potential impacts of the
proposed develgpment against the EPBC Act Significant Impact Guidelines 1.7
and the Interim Koala Referral Advice for Proponents. | have found that there is
no requirement to make a controlled action referral for the proposed Project in
regard to impacts on the koala or any other Matter of National Environmental

Significance”.
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SEPP 55 - Remediation of Land

SEPP 55 introduced State wide planning controls for the remediation of

contaminated land. The palicy states that in preparing a local environmental plan,

a planning authority must consider whether:

e the land is contaminated;

e and if so, if the land would be suitable for all purposes for which land in

the zone is concerned;

e or if the land requires remediation to make it suitable for any purpose

for which land in the zone is concerned.

The Guidelines enable a preliminary investigation to utilise readily available
information such as consultation with agencies, aerial photo interpretation, oral
history and other sources of historic land use data to establish the land use
history of the site. Once a site history has been established the Guidelines
require a comparison of the historical land uses with those listed at Table 1 of
the Guideline to determine whether it is “likely” or “unlikely” that contamination

has occurred on the site.

To establish a comprehensive land use history of the subject site the following

has been undertaken:

e a review of the historical development of the locality;
e aerial photo interpretation; and

e oral history from individuals associated with the locality.

Mr Sid Lane has owned the subject property for approximately 20 years. The
farm has been in the family for 3 generations (Circa 1930). The original owner
was Sid Lane’s grandfather. The site has only ever been used for cattle grazing
in association with a dairy farm and for ancillary residential purposes. Dairying
has been undertaken on the adjoining properties. There are no cattle tick dip

sites on or within 200m of the area subject to rezoning.

Under the circumstances, it is unlikely that any contamination has occurred on
the site, and accordingly the provisions of SEPP 55 are not triggered in the

subject circumstances.
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Should Council require, further SEPP 55 soil sampling may be undertaken within
each lot at the Development Application stage targeting possible past use of

pesticides, fertiliser, other chemical and/or oil/petrol storage.

SEPP Rural Lands
This SEPP provides for the protection of agricultural land that is of State or

Regional significance. The subject land is mapped as containing both “Other
Rural Lands” being the predominant class and also “Regionally Significant
Farmland”. It is noted that the area proposed for rezoning to RS - Large Lot
Residential is classified as “Other Rural Lands” and not “Regionally Significant
Farmland”. The Regionally Significant Farmland will remain within the residue lot

and will continue to be used for rural grazing activities.

The SEPP contains specific provisions that relate to the assessment of
Development Applications over rural land. While no specific provisions apply to
the rezoning of land, it is considered that the proposed zoning is generally
consistent with the rural planning principles identified in the SEPP, whilst the
proposal is unlikely to result in significant impacts on existing agricultural land

use in the locality.

The SEPP contains the following rural planning principles:

aj the promation and protection of gpportunities for current and potential productive
and sustainable economic activities in rural areas.

b] recognition of the importance of rural lands and agriculture and the changing
nature of agriculture and of trends, demands and /ssues in agriculture in the area,
region or State.

c] recognition of the significance of rural land uses to the State and rural
communities, including the social and economic benefits of rural land use and
development

d] in planning for rural lands, to balance the social, economic and environmental
Interests of the commurnity.

ej] the identification and protection of natural resources, having regard to maintaining
biodlversity, the protection of native vegetation, the importance of water resources
and avoiding constrained land.

f] the provision of opportunities for rural lifestyle, settlement and housing that
contribute to the social and economic welfare of rural communities.

g/ the consideration of impacts on services and infrastructure and appropriate
location when providing for rural housing.

hj] ensuring consistency with any applicable regional strategy of the Department of
Planning or any applicable local strategy endorsed by the Director-General.
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The proximity of the land to existing residents, combined with the opportunity to
afford buffer setbacks to lots adjoining grazing land will reduce the potential for
future land use conflicts pursuant to the Richmond Valley Development Control
Plan and the “Living and Working in Rural Areas Handbook” published at the time
by the NSW Department of Primary Industries.

SEPP (Mining, Petroleum Production and Extractive Industries) 2007

The aims of this policy are “to provide for the proper management and
development of resources and to facilitate the orderly economic use and
development of land containing mineral, petroleum and extractive resources”.

Clause 13 of the SEPP requires a compatibility test be undertaken by Council
planners when assessing any proposed development in the vicinity of existing
mines, quarries and petroleum production facilities or resources identified as
being of state or regional significance. A copy of Clause 13 of the SEPP has been

reproduced in Attachment 12.

Sub-clause (2] of the SEPP provides:

[E] Before determining an application to which this clause applies, the consent

authority must:

(a] consider:

[i]  the existing uses and approved uses of land in the vicinity of the
development, and

[i]  whether or not the development is likely to have a significant
impact on current or future extraction or recovery of minerals,
petroleum or extractive materials [including by limiting access

to, or impeding assessment of, those resources)j, and

[ii] any ways in which the develgpment may be incompatible with
any of those existing or approved uses or that current or future

extraction or recovery, and

[b] evaluate and compare the respective public benefits of the
develgpment and the uses, extraction and recovery referred to in

paragraph (a] [i] and (i}, and

[c] evaluate any measures proposed by the agpplicant to avoid or

minimise any incompatibility, as referred to in paragraph (a] [ii].
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In response to Sub-clause [2](a) provisions, a LUCRA has been prepared and
contained within Attachment 7 which considers the potential for land use
conflict between the proposed rural residential subdivision and land uses located
both within 1km and outside of 1km of the proposed development footprint. A
land use located within the 1km buffer is the Woodview/Piora Quarry

operations.

The LUCRA identifies ways in which the surrounding land uses may be
incompatible with the proposed rural residential subdivision and where
appropriate mitigation measures are proposed ie. implementation of a cattle

grazing buffer to the proposed lots from adjoining grazing land use.

Upon completion of the LUCRA, it is considered that the proposed rural
residential subdivision can appropriately co-exist with the identified surrounding
land uses whilst not having adverse impact on current or future extraction
activities (including blasting) associated with the operations of the

Woodview,/ Piora Quarry.

In response to Sub-clause (2](b), the public benefits of the proposed rural
residential subdivision [as highlighted in Part 3 Section A Clause 3 of this report
and also within Part 3 Section C Clause 10] and those relating to the quarry
operations and surrounding land uses will continue to be recognised, given the
identified land uses are capable of adequately co-existing with no sterilisation of

the resource envisaged as demonstrated in the LUCRA.

Concerning Sub-clause (2)(c]), the LUCRA identifies appropriate mitigation
measures to avoid potential land use incompatibility ie. implementation of a cattle

grazing buffer to the proposed lots from adjoining grazing land use.

7. Is the Planning Proposal consistent with applicable Ministerial Directions (s.
117 directions)?

Directions made under Section 117 of the Environmental Planning and

Assessment Act 1978, issued on 1 July 2009, which are relevant to the Site,

are identified and addressed in Table 3, below.
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Table 3 - Direction 117

Direction No.

Objective/Application

Consideration

NSW Government's Flood Prone
Land Policy and the principles of the
Floodplain Development Manual,
2005.

No. 1.2 - Rural A Planning Proposal must not | Complies. This Planning
Zones rezone land from a rural zone to a | Proposal does not seek to
residential, business, industrial, | rezone rural zoned land to a
village or tourist zone. residential, business,
industrial, village or tourist
zone.
No. 1.3 - To ensure that the future Applicable. Richmond River
Mining, extraction of State or regionally LGA Section 117(2) Direction
Petroleum significant reserves of coal, other 1.3 applies to the site. This
Production and minerals, petroleum and direction relates to
Extractive extractive materials are not Woodview,/ Piora Quarry
Industries compromised by inappropriate located across the Bruxner
development. Highway. The relevant Section
117 direction documentation
is contained within
Attachment 12 of this
Planning Proposal.
Further reference should be
made immediately below this
Table 3 which provides
information addressing the
Section 117(2) direction.
No. 1.5 - Rural | A Planning Proposal must be | Complies. The subject site is
Lands consistent with the Rural Planning | identified for  future rural
Principles listed in SEPP Rural | residential subdivision within
Lands. the Richmond Valley Shire
A p|anning may be inconsistent Council Rural Residential
with the terms of this direction | Development Strategy 1998.
only if the relevant planning
authority can satisfy the
Department of Planning that the
provisions of the Planning Proposal
that are inconsistent are:
(a) justified by a strategy which:
(i gives consideration to the
objectives of this direction;
(i) identifies the land which is
the subject of the Planning
Proposal (if the Planning
Proposal relates to a
particular site or sites],
and is approved by the
Director-General of the
Department of Planning.
No. 4.3 - Flood To ensure that development of flood | Complies. The subject land
Prone Land prone land is consistent with the | proposed for rezoning to R5 is

not identified as being subject
to flood inundation.
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To ensure that the provisions of an
LEP on flood prone land is
commensurate with flood hazard
and includes consideration of the
potential flood impacts both on and
off the subject land.

No. 4.4 -
Planning for
Bushfire
Protection

To protect life, property and the
environment from bush fire hazards,
by discouraging the establishment of
incompatible land uses in bush fire
prone areas.

To encourage sound management
of bush fire prone areas.

Complies. The subject site is
mapped as bushfire prone
land. Regard should be made
to the commentary on
bushfire within Part C of this
Planning Proposal.

No. 5.1 -
Implementation
of Regional
Strategies

Planning Proposals must be
consistent with a regional strategy
released by the Minister for
Planning.

Complies. Section 7 of the Far
North Coast Regional
Strategy (FNCRS) identifies
that rural residential
development will continue as a
housing choice for people in
the region. The FNCRS further
advises that for land in the
non-coastal area, rural
residential land release will
occur in  accordance with
existing local rural strategies.
As advised, the subject site is
located within the Richmond
River Council Rural Residential
Development Strategy (RRDS)
1999. Accordingly, the
proposal is considered to be
consistent with the provisions
of the FNCRS.

Justification concerning
supply and take up of the lots
in the RRDS can be found
within Part 3 Section B Clause
5 of this report.

No. 5.3 -
Farmland of
State and
Regional
Significance  on
the NSW Far
North Coast

To ensure that the best agricultural
land will be available for current and
future generations to grow food and
fibre.

To provide more certainty on the
status of the best agricultural land,
thereby assisting councils with their
local strategic settlement planning.

To reduce land use conflict arising
between agricultural use and non-
agricultural use of farmland as
caused by urban encroachment into
farming areas.

Complies. The site proposed
to be rezoned is mapped as
containing both “Other Rural
Lands” being the predominant
class and also “Regionally
Significant Farmland”. It is
noted that the area proposed
for rezoning to RS - Large Lot

Residential is classified as
“Other Rural Lands” and not
“Regionally Significant
Farmland”. The Regionally
Significant ~ Farmland  will

remain within the residue lot
and will continue to be used
for rural grazing activities.
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Section 117 Direction 1.3 - Mining, Petroleum Production and Extractive

Industries

This information has been prepared following a review of the Mineral Resource
Audit [Richmond Valley LGA) prepared by J.W. Brownlow and the Section 117
Direction 1.3 - Mining, Petroleurn Production and Extractive Industries
document itself. These documents can be found in Attachment 12 of this

report.

Direction 1.3 applies to Woodview,/Piora Quarry located across the Bruxner

Highway and is identified as a regional resource.

Name: Woodview,/ Piora Quarry
Operator: Richmond Valley Council
Commodity: Course aggregate
Rock Type: Basalt

Status: Operating - continuous

Comment: Resource approximately 1.75M tonnes. Potential to produce

30,000 - 40,000 tonnes per annum for over 40 years.

The objective of this direction is to ‘ensure that the future extraction of State or
regionally significant reserves of coal, other minerals, petroleum and extractive
materials are not compromised by inappropriate development.”Having regard to
the information provided below, the extractive resource operations of the
Woodview/Piora Quarry will not be adversely compromised by the proposed

rezoning.

Direction 1.3 - Mining, Petroleum Production and Extractive Industries was
issued on 19 July 2007 and requires Council to consult with NSW Department
of Trade & Investment, Regional Infrastructure and Services, Resources &
Energy Division when preparing Local Environmental Plans that may restrict or
prohibit the potential development of mineral, coal, petroleum and extractive
resources. The purpose of the direction is to prevent the unnecessary loss of
access to important mineral, petroleum and extractive resources due to

inappropriate zoning.
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The previous G28 - Coal, other Minerals, Petroleum and Extractive Resources
under Section 117 (2] of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979
was amended in September 2005 and was further amended on 19 July 2007
and reissued as Direction 1.3 - Mining Petroleum Production and Extractive

Industries.

The Mineral Resource Audit (Richmond Valley Council LGA] also provides that a
new State Environmental Planning Policy (SEPP) was introduced in February
2007. The SEPP Mining, Petroleum Production and Extractive Industries (2007)
‘aims to provide for the proper management and development of resources and
to facilitate the orderly economic use and develgpment of land containing

mineral, petroleum and extractive resources.”

The SEPP requires a compatibility test be undertaken by Council planners when
assessing any proposed development in the vicinity of existing mines, quarries
and petroleum production facilities or resources identified as being of state or

regional significance.

As Woodview,/Piora Quarry located across the Bruxner Highway is identified as
a regional resource, SEPP Mining, Petroleum Production and Extractive
Industries (2007) has been considered and addressed within Part 3 - Section B
Clause 6 of this report. Compatibility of the proposed rural residential subdivision
with the Woodview,/Piora Quarry has been demonstrated within the LUCRA
contained within Attachment 7 of this report.

In response to Direction 1.3 and in particular Sub-clause 4(c), as the subject site
is located within the 1,000 metre buffer distance to the quarry (ie. ‘transition
area’), a LUCRA has been prepared with respect to the Quarry which
demonstrates that the proposed rural residential subdivision is able to co-exist
with the quarry. This LUCRA is located within Attachment 7 of this Planning
Proposal. Accordingly, the proposed rural residential subdivision is not
considered to result in future sterilisation of the identified regional resource of

Woodview,/ Piora Quarry.
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The Mineral Resources Audit indicates that the identified ‘transition areas’ are
indicative of the areas that may be subject to significant impacts from quarrying
operations. The transition area applying to Woodview,/Piora Quarry extending to
1km is due to the blasting operations undertaken. It is acknowledged within the
Audit that the ‘Transition Areas’ have generally not been identified for potential

resources. This transition area is illustrated below in Plates 6 & 7.

PFLAN Y
Mineral Resource Audit |+, 7
« Richmond Valley LGA 1 -

Jurm T

Plate 6 - \Woodview,/ Piora Quarry buffer location ie. Transition area:

Woodview

Subject Site
J‘ e -—;LJ; \
| “_|_quarry

ps [ o
Ty

1\\. -

Plate 7 - Woodview,/ Piora Quarry buffer location ie. Transition area.

The LUCRA document contained in Attachment 7 confirms a meeting that was
undertaken between a representative of Newton Denny Chapelle, Senior Council
Engineer Mr Paul Radnidge and quarry operator at the time Mr Brian Cooper
with discussions relating to existing quarry operations and paotential future

guarry expansion, intensification and associated madifications to quarry layout.
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This Planning Proposal does not propose to change a land use zone under the
Richmond Valley LEP 2012 that would prohibit the quarrying of Woodview,/ Piora

Quarry.

Consideration of “Implications for Planning” from the Mineral Resources
Audit [Richmond Valley LGA)

NSW Trade & Investment recommends that Council adopt the following

strategies regarding mineral resources and the paotential for new discoveries:

1. Operating mines and quarries should be protected from sterilisation or
hindrance by encroachment of incompatible adjacent development.

2. Known resources and areas of identified high mineral potential should not be
unnecessarily sterilised by inappropriate zoning or development.

3. Access to land for mineral exploration and possible development should be

maintained over as much of the planning area as possible.

In response to the three (3) strategy points, the following comments are

provided:

1. The operation of the Woodview/Piora Quarry will be protected from
sterilisation or encroachment by incompatible land uses. In this respect, a
LUCRA has been prepared with respect to the Quarry ([Attachment 7] which
demonstrates that the proposed rural residential subdivision is able to co-

exist with the quarry.

2. The known resources of Woodview,/Piora Quarry will not be unnecessarily
sterilised by the proposed rezoning of part of the subject land to RS - Large
Lot Residential Zone. The LUCRA prepared demaonstrates that the proposed
rural residential subdivision and the operations of the quarry can adequately

co-exist therefore not leading to sterilisation of the identified resource.

3. The land proposed to be rezoned under this Planning Proposal is only
identified as being within a transition area which is an area adjacent to

identified resource areas.

Accordingly, the rezoning of the subject land as proposed will not lead to a

restriction of access into the areas identified as either an /dentified resource
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area (ie. containing active mineral, petroleum and/or extractive operations
and/or identified resources) or potential resource area [containing potential

mineral, petroleum and/ or extractive resources).

It is considered that this Planning Proposal will be referred to NSW Trade &
Investment, and as per the Mineral Resources Audit, % should be noted
however, that the identification of an area by NSW Trade & Investment does not
preclude zoning changes, nor does it mean that NSW Trade & Investment will
necessarily gppose any zoning change or proposed development within these

areas.”

Therefore, based upon the information submitted above in response to the
Section 1177 Direction 1.3, the extractive resource of the \Woodview/Piora
Quarry will not be adversely compromised by the proposed rezoning as

presented within this Planning Proposal.

Section C - Environmental, Social and Economic Impact

8. Is there any likelihood that critical habitat or threatened species,
populations or ecological communities, or their habitats, will be adversely
affected as a result of the proposal?

No. The Planning Proposal involves changing the Local Environmental Plan for

the identified land to enable one or more Development Applications to be

considered to subdivide the land for rural residential purposes.

An Ecological Assessment of the area subject to rezoning was completed by
PLACE (June 2008]) as part of the previous rezoning application prepared and
submitted to Council. PLACE undertook a revised assessment (dated 31 March
2009) for the subdivision layout. Both the original and revised assessment are
found within Attachment 1 of this Planning Proposal which provide a description

of the site findings.

The PLACE assessment provides that the baseline ecological assessment found

that the site did not support any:

e Endangered or Vulnerable plant species:
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e Endangered Ecological Communities;

e Endangered Populations or Declared Critical Habitat.

The assessment did find that various fig trees were considered to be of local

ecological significance and landscape value.

Section 5A assessments have been prepared for threatened frugivores which
could utilise the fig trees. Accordingly Section 5A assessments for the following

were undertaken:

e Coxen’s fig-parrat;

¢ Rose-crowned fruit-dove;
e \Wompoaoo fruit-dove;

e Superb fruit-dove; and

e Barred cuckoo-shrike.

EPBC Act and Atlas of New South \Wales Wildlife database searches were also

undertaken.

A Section 5A assessment for the Koala was also undertaken.

In summary, the PLACE assessment “ound that the proposed develgpment
would not cause a significant impact on these species, and that there would be
no requirement to submit a Species Impact Statement with the Development

Application.”

Both the original and revised Ecological Assessment can be found within
Attachment 1 together with a supporting addendum letter prepared by 28
South.

9. Are there any other likely environmental effects as a result of the
Planning Proposal and how are they proposed to be managed?

a. Contamination
SEPP 55 has been addressed in the above Section B (Sub-clause 6). The current
land owner Mr Sid Lane has owned the subject property for approximately 20

years whilst the farm has been in the family for 3 generations [Circa 1930}, with
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the original owner being Sid Lane’s grandfather. The site has only ever been used
for cattle grazing in association with a dairy farm and for ancillary residential
purposes. Dairying has been undertaken on the adjoining properties. There are no

cattle tick dip sites on or within 200m of the area subject to rezoning.

Under the circumstances, it is unlikely that any contamination has occurred on
the site, and accordingly the provisions of SEPP 55 are not triggered in the

subject circumstances.

b. Bushfire
Bushfire prone lands mapping provided by Richmond Valley Council indicates
land within the site’s western portion being mapped as bushfire prone land (see
Plate 8). Notwithstanding the bushfire mapping, the majority of the land area is

located free of any mapped vegetation hazard or associated hazard buffer.
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Plate 8: Richmond Valley Council Bushfire Mapping.

A preliminary bushfire hazard assessment has been completed by PLACE
Environmental as provided within Attachment 1 of this report. A summary of

recommendations are as follows:
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Assess Compliance with Planning for Bushfire Protection 2006

The broad-scale bushfire hazard map shows that bushfire threat extends across
Ellems Bridge road into the Site [refer Figure 3 of original report). However, it
should be noted that sclergphyll vegetation is in fact restricted to the western
side of Ellems Bridge Hoad. Recommendations contained in the following

discussion are consistent with those outlined in PBP 2006.

Asset Protection Zones

Only proposed Lots 1, 2, 30 & 31 are within 100m of this bushfire hazard, and
50 subject to bushfire threat. There /s no requirement to consider the provisions
of PBP 2006 in regard to the remaining lots any further. It is recormmended that
the local fire control officer be consulted in regard to these calculations as it is
considered that site circumstances would allow a relaxation of the calculated

,DI‘UZ'E'CL'/DH measures.

Proposed Lot 1 /s located downslope [effective slope of 0-50) of a Eucalypt
forest community [the current structure is akin to woodland but could
regenerate to forest]. The fire weather area [North Coast] is 80. Utilising Table
34 [Appendix 3 of PBP 2006] a level 1 construction standard [AS3959:15959)
can be adopted for the awelling if it is located more than 35m from the fire
threat. As noted, this should be taken from the western edge of Ellerns Bridge

Hoad. The bushfire attack assessor calculation is provided as Attachment 4.

Proposed Lot 2 is located across slope from the Eucalypt forest community fire
threat. Utilising Table 3.4 [Appendix 3 of PBP 2006] a level 1 construction
standard can be adopted for the dwelling if it is located more than 35m from the
fire threat. As noted, this should be taken from the western edge of Ellems
Bridge Hoad. If the dwelling can be positioned more than 700m from the fire

threat then there is no requirement to adopt a bushfire construction standard.

The lower slopes of Proposed Lot 30 adjoin Category 2 vegetation. However,
there is sufficient room to accommodate a adwelling on the higher slopes of this
lot where there is greater than 100m clearance to all areas of bushfire threat. If
this measure is adgpted there is no requirement to adopt a construction
standard under AS3959: 1999,
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The northern portions of Proposed Lot 31 adjoin a small outlier of vegetation
which [under extreme bushfire conditions] could be considered a component of
the larger remnant to the west. However, the building envelope would be logically
positioned in the broader southern portions of this lot where there is greater
than 100m clearance to all areas of bushfire threat. If this measure is adopted
there is no requirement to adopt a construction standard under AS3959: 1999.

In regard to the Acceptable Solutions it is noted that:

[i]  AFPZ's comply with Appendix £/ 3 of PBP:
[i]  AFZ's are wholly accommodated within the Subject Site;

li] AFPZ’s are located on land with slopes of less than 1580,
Public Roads
The performance requirement and acceptable solutions for internal roads are

met.

Property Access

The performance requirement and acceptable solutions for property access are

met.

Fire Trails

There is no proposal to provide fire trails as part of this development.

Services - Water, electricity and gas

[a] Water Supply

Proposed Lot 1 will need to be provided with a dedicated 20,000/ dedicated

bushfire fighting water supply tank. The following features are also required:

e g suitable connection for fire fighting purposes is made available and
located within the IPA and away from the structure. A 65mm Storz outlet

with a gate or Ball valve is provided.

e gate or Ball valve and pjpes are adequate for water flow and are metal

rather than plastic.
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e underground tanks have an access hole of 200mm to allow tankers to
refill direct from the tank. A hardened ground surface for truck access is

supplied within 4 metres of the access hole.

e  agbove ground tanks are manufactured of concrete or metal and raised
tanks have their stands protected. Plastic tanks are not used. Tanks on
the hazard side of a building are provided with adequate shielding for the

protection of fire fighters.

e all above ground water pipes external to the building are metal including

and up to any taps. Pumps are shielded.

Such tanks will also be required for Proposed Lots 2, 30 and 31 if the required
100m setback from adjoining bushfire hazards cannot be achieved [refer APZ

discussion above).

[b] Electricity

In regard to electricity services it is recommended that the following be adopted
as conditions of approval if overhead electrical transmission lines are to be
provided for Proposed Lot 1 and for Proposed Lots 2, 30 and 317 if the
required 100m setback from adjoining bushfire hazards cannot be achieved

[refer AFPZ discussion above).

» J/ines are installed with short pole spacing (30 metres); and

* o part of a tree is closer to a power line than the distance set out in
accoraance with the specifications in ‘Vegetation Safety Clearances’
/ssued by Energy Australia (NS179, April 2002).

[c] Gas services [if required]

In regard to gas services [if required] it is recommended that the following be
adopted as conditions of approval for Proposed Lot 1 and for Proposed Lots 2,
30 and 31 if the required 100m setback from adjoining bushfire hazards cannot

be achieved [refer APZ discussion above).

e  reticulated or bottled gas is installed and maintained in accordance with
AS 1596 and the requirements of relevant authorities. Metal piping is to

be used.
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e &l fixed gas cylinders are kept clear of all flammable materials to a

distance of 10 metres and shielded on the hazard side of the installation.

e [fgas cylinders need to be kept close to the building, the release valves
are directed away from the building and at least £ metres away from any
combustible material, so that they do not act as a catalyst to

combustion. Connections to and from gas cylinders are metal.

e polymer sheathed flexible gas supply lines to gas meters adjacent to

buildings are not used.

c. Buffer Areas (Land Use Conflict)
The introduction of rural residential land uses within a rural area interface may
contribute to the creation of conflicting land use issues. Issues commonly raised
include offensive noise from farm machinery and cattle, hours of farm activities
and spray drift associated with intensive horticulture, and noise from quarry

operations etc.

As evidenced through the minutes of the ordinary meeting of the Richmond
Valley Council and as reported to Council 19 September 2006, in response to
whether the LEP amendment No. 34 [being the proposed rezoning application)
will be compatible/complimentary with surrounding land uses the report states
“Yes. The LEP will be compatible and complimentary to the surrounding land
uses. The site was chosen for its locational attributes when preparing the Rural

Residential Strategy”.

The North Coast REP, the Far North Coast Regional Strategy and the Northern
Rivers Catchment Action Plan require that risk of land use conflict with key
resources and rural production be assessed and addressed in future land use

change decisions.

To assess and address the potential of land use conflict from the proposed rural
residential development with surrounding key resources, rural production an
assessment of land uses within 1 km of the subject site has been undertaken in
accordance with the North Coast Living and Working in Rural Areas handbook.
The LUCRA has assessed the risk from the proposed development and buffers

required to reduce the risk of future land use conflict impacts.
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The full LUCRA is contained in Attachment 7 of this report and demonstrates
that the proposed rural residential subdivision and surrounding land uses can co-
exist. No surrounding land use prohibits the subdivision as proposed, nor is it
considered that the subdivision will prohibit the continuance of any surrounding

land uses.

d. Archaeology
During the previous rezoning process undertaken, Council received a verbal
request from the Department of Planning requesting details of any areas of
heritage or cultural significance and this request was forwarded to Newton
Denny Chapelle on Council letterhead dated 6 March 2007. The matter to be

addressed concerned “any areas or items with heritage or cultural significance”.

Place Environmental were engaged to undertake an AHIMS assessment with
respect to Aboriginal objects and Aboriginal places registered with the NSW
Department of Environment and Climate Change relating to Lots 2 DP 572347
and Lot 1 DP 449328. Note: Lot 2 DP 578547 is now described as Lot 2 DP
71170052 following boundary adjustrment being registered.

A search of the DECC Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System
(AHIMS) showed that no Abariginal objects and Abariginal places were recorded
in or near the above location. Reference should be made to Attachment 9 which

contains the AHIMS documentation.

Council have previously acknowledged as evidenced in the ‘minutes of the
ordinary meeting of the Richmond Valley Council (Tuesday, 19 September 2006)
that ‘there are no known items of environmental and indigenous heritage within

the subject lands”.

The Richmond Valley LEP 2012 mapping does not identify the subject land as

containing a heritage item.

e. Landscape and Visual Value
The landscape and visual character of the locality is rural. The predominant land
uses comprise cattle grazing activities, scattered remnant trees, stands of

vegetation, scattered rural dwellings and associated farm outbuildings and
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structures. An operational quarry [VWoodview/Piora Quarry] exists on the
opposite (northern) side of the Bruxner Highway, with an Animal Establishment
(Poultry Farm) located to the south on Lots 128 & 129 DP 755602 of which

are located in excess of 1.5km from the proposed rural residential development.

Due to the fact that the area is identified as being potentially available rural
residential land, the landscape and visual character of the locality will likely be
substantially transformed when land is rezoned and developed for rural
residential purposes. Cleared grazing land will be transformed and characterised
by dwelling houses and associated domestic buildings/structures on rural

residential lots with domestic type landscaping.

The subject land is not considered to be highly sensitive or significant in the local

visual context.

The size of the conceptual lots is such that there is substantial land available for
site landscaping (including domestic gardens and planting of larger trees] in a

similar manner to other rural residential estates within the Shire.

f. Topography
Plan 2 - Contour Plan illustrates the general topographical features of that part
of the subject property that is subject to this Planning Proposal, with detailed

contours provided by a site survey completed by Newton Denny Chapelle.

Site gradients range from 5% to 15%. Ground levels on the site range between RL
85m and RL 110m. The proposed dwelling sites will be located on land with levels
greater than RL 90m to 110m and the site slopes are not prohibitive to the

construction of future dwellings, associated driveways or effluent disposal areas.

g. Sail Landscapes
During the preparation of the on-site sewage considerations report in relation to
the subdivision, BCA Check carried out soil tests on the subject land including 31
machine augured boreholes to 1.0m depth. The site investigations indicate
shallow to moderately deep clay based soils. Shallow weathered bedrock was

encountered in bore holes on some allotments and was unpredictable in
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location, however, where this occurred suitable land application areas were
established on the allotment with soil depth in excess of 1m. It is likely that
several alternate land application areas will be available on each of the
allotments due to the large size of the holdings. Soils were stonier and shallower

on ridges.

Generally up to 300mm of brown-black clay loam overlies 300-600mm of brown
to dark-brown clay. This layer overlies a weathering front of strongly weathered
bedrock.

Lots 1, 2, 17, 18 & 19 indicated a Sandy Podzalic classification comprising
brown sandy loam topsoils overlying brown medium clays. At a depth of 400mm

most sites were classified as Category 6 medium to heavy clay soils.

The soil landscape is not considered to prohibit the development of the site for
rural residential purposes. In this regard, the assessment concludes “7his report
provides preliminary investigations relating to the suitability of the proposed
allotments for on-site disposal of effluent. Our investigations have revealed that it
I1s possible to provide safe wastewater management systems on the proposed
allotments as discussed. All site and soil limitations have been addressed to
minimise any detrimental impacts on the environment or the amenity of the

area.”

h. Stormwater Drainage and Water Quality
A revised Stormwater Management Plan (SMP) has been prepared by Newton
Denny Chapelle and is contained at Attachment 3 to this report.

The SMP identifies that the implementation of the following measures will result
in achieving the stormwater and sensitive urban design objective of minimising
impacts of development on the natural water cycle. Measures to be adopted

include:

[a]  Installation of rainwater tanks;
[b]  Provision of grass buffers to the main gully flow path,
[c]  Swales in road reserves where grades permit;

[d]  Retention of the large existing farm damy,
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[e]  Utilisation of water saving devices within dwellings;

[f]  Implement erosion and sediment controls during construction.

10. How has the Planning Proposal adequately addressed any social and
economic effects?

The rezoning of more land for rural residential purposes will have positive social
and economic effects. In particular, the development of the land for housing will
assist in meeting regional dwelling targets. As outlined in Section 3 of this report,
the community benefit associated with the development will be found in the
provision of additional housing to service the future population needs of the
Richmond Valley LGA.

The additional following social and economic benefits will be provided:

e Creation of local employment opportunities through new jobs and
multiplier effect on the local economy - The construction of the
subdivision and future dwelling houses will provide an increase in local
employment opportunities that will have flow-through effects through

tradespeople to suppliers and capacity for increased retail expenditure.

¢ Increase in housing supply and choice - The creation of thirty one (31)
lots will permit the construction of 30 additional dwellings which may be
either owner occupied or leased thereby contributing to the housing

stock of Casino and surrounding districts.

e Demand for community services in the locality - It is envisaged that
the future residential occupation of any lots created will increase the
demand for services in the locality by virtue of the resultant increase in
population. However, the development site is readily accessible and
proximate to the Town of Casino that contains a diverse range of
community facilities as well as retail, administrative, education, health,

sporting, open space and public transport services.
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Section D - State and Commonwealth Interests

11. Is there adequate public infrastructure for the Planning Proposal?

a. Sewer

The subject site does not have connection to Council’s reticulated sewer supply.

BCA Check prepared a revised “On-site Sewage Considerations Report” for the
proposed rezoning having regard to the proposed conceptual subdivision layout.

This report is contained within Attachment 2 of this document.

The assessment reveals that it is possible to provide safe wastewater
management systems on the proposed allotments for on-site disposal of effluent.
All site and sail limitations have been addressed to minimise any detrimental

impacts on the environment or the amenity of the area.

In response to the Department of Planning’s previous correspondence dated 31
October 2006 relating to the utilisation of a common effluent disposal system, it
is submitted that individual wastewater systems are proposed for each
allotment with appropriate technical wastewater assessment undertaken by
BCA Check with respect to providing adequate and suitable buffers to water
bodies to prevent degradation of in-stream water quality. Accordingly, based on
the technical assessment undertaken by BCA Check and attached to this report,
no adverse environmental impacts are envisaged with specific reference to the

integrity and quality associated with any in-stream waterways.

b. Water

Reticulated water services are not available in the locality. Under the
circumstances, water storage tanks will be provided to each future dwelling
house in order to harvest roof water as the primary means of providing a

domestic potable water supply.

c. Electricity Supply
The subject land is connected to a reticulated electricity supply. Consultation will
be undertaken with the relevant authority to ensure power supply is adequate to

meet the needs of the development at cost to the proponent.
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d. Telecommunications

The subject land is currently connected to telecommunication supply.
Consultation will be undertaken with the relevant authority to ensure
telecommunication capacity is adequate to meet the needs of the development

at cost to the proponent.

e. Roads
The rezoning of part of the subject land to enable the future rural residential
subdivision and use will, upon occupation of any new dwelling on any lot so

created, result in an increase in vehicle movements in the locality.

Having regard to the conceptual subdivision layout containing 31 lots, it is
estimated that a total of 279 daily vehicle movements will be generated once all
lots are developed and occupied. This figure has been calculated using the figure

of 9 daily vehicle trips/dwelling (RTA Guide to Traffic Generating Developments).

It is recommended that the road network in any future development of the
residual parcel to the south and/or the adjoining parcel to the east be designed
such that they connect to and integrate with the roads identified in the

conceptual subdivision layout presented on Plans 4 & 5.

Further reference should be made to the Traffic Impact Assessment contained
within Attachment 6 of this report. This assessment addresses those concerns
previously raised by the NSW RTA (9/1,/07]) and further concerns raised by
NSW DPI (12/1,/07]) regarding increased traffic movements and the risk of
collisions with dairy cattle crossing the road as part of routine farm

management arrangements.

12. What are the views of State and Commonwealth public authorities
consulted in accordance with the Gateway Determination?

This section of the Planning Proposal will be completed following consultation

with the State and Commonwealth Public Authorities identified in the Gateway

Determination.
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Part 4 - Community Consultation

In accordance with A Guide to Preparing Local Environmental Plans (Department
of Planning, 2009] the Gateway Determination will specify the community

consultation that must be undertaken on the Planning Proposal.
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Conclusion

As outlined above, the objective of this proposal is to enable the future rural
residential development of part of the northern portion of the subject land
through the rezoning of the land to RS - Large Lot Residential as illustrated in
Plan 3 - Proposed Zoning Plan. The remainder of the site will be retained as

RU1 - Primary Production and E2 - Environmental Conservation.

The proposed LEP Amendment may be justified on the following grounds:

1. The Planning Proposal demonstrates compliance with relevant local,

regional and state plans and policies;

2. The development proposed can be adequately serviced with all
necessary infrastructure services including the provision of vehicular

access;

3. The planning opportunities and constraints presented by the subject
land are such that will facilitate future subdivision and development for
rural residential purposes in a manner that is not detrimental to the

natural or man-made environment;

4. The future development of the land will satisfy the demand for quality

dwellings in a rural area.

It is recommended that the Richmond Valley Local Environmental Plan 2012 be
amended so that the nominated area of Lot 2 DP 1170052 and Lot 1 DP
449328 are zoned rural residential under an “R5 Large Lot Residential” zone
with the balance zoning of the land retained as “RU1 - Primary Production” and

“E2 - Environmental Conservation.”

_____ Tl

DAMIAN CHAPELLE
Town Planner. BTP CPP

Date: 29 May 2013
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ATTACHMENT 1

Ecological Report

Place Environmental




28 SOUTH

Environmental

31* May 2013
Luke Fittock
Newton Denny Chapelle

By Email: Ifittock@newtondennychapelle.com.au

Dear Luke

RE: PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT, 25 ELLEMS BRIDGE ROAD, PIORA

| understand that you are proposing to submit a development application for a proposed
rural residential subdivision at 25 Ellems Bridge Road, Piora (Attachment 1). In 2009 (while a
Director at PLACE Design Group) | coordinated an ecological assessment report for a
proposed development at the Subject Site. | have reviewed that ecological assessment, and
the current site conditions in context of the 2009 assessment. | confirm that the site
conditions described, and impacts and mitigation measures outlined in the 2009 report are
directly relevant to the development currently proposed.

If you have any further questions in regard to this matter, please give me a call.

Regards

Wayne Moffitt

Director, 28 South Environmental
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Luke Fittock

From; Wayne Moffitt (28 South} [wayne@28south.com.au]
Sent: Friday, 31 May 2013 2.46 PM

To: Luke Fittack

Ce: wayneat28south@gmail.com

Subject: Sid Lane - EPBC Act and Koalas

Luke, in May 2012 the koala was listed as a Vulnerable species under the EPBC Act. | have considered the potentiat
impacts of the proposed development against the EPBC Act Significant Impact Guidelines 1.1 and the interim Koala
Referral Advice for Proponents. | have found that there is no requirement to make a controlled action referral for

the proposed Project in regard to impacts on the koala or any other Matter of National Environmental Significance.

Regards

Wayne

Wayne Moffitt

Directar, 28 South Environmental
M: 0417 672 227

P: {07) 33242489

E: wayne@23south.com.au
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PLACE

FLANNING
DESIGN
EMVIROMMENT

31 March 2009

Peter Wilioms
Hewton Denny Chopelle

By Email:  pwilloms@newlondennychapelle com.au

Dear Peler

RE: PROPOSED RURAL RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT - WOODVIEW RIDGE (51D LANE)

As requested, | have considered your amended development layout in light of my ariginal

ecological assessment and bushfire management report submitted in April 2005. | note
hwio major amandments to the development proposal;

{i] A realignmeni of Elems Bridge Rood fo creale an intersection with the
Bruwner Highway some 100m further o the east; and
i) A lorger development footprint and increased lot yield.,
on March 8 2007 | conducted a site inspection to ensure thal the findings of my original
assessmen! remained valid. | can confirm that there has been no significant change fo

the Site's ecological values or to its threat from bushfire.

There has however been amendments to;
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(i) Section SA of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act (the test of
significance to determine whether there & o requirement for o Species
Impact Statement to accompany a Development Application (the fest now
considering seven rather than eight main foctors):

(i) The schedules of the Threatened Species Corservation Act [1995] = thera
being o significant number of addifional species. communities and key
threatening processes added since April 2005;

i}  The schedules of the Environment Protection and Biodiverity Conservation
Act = there being a significant number of additional Matters of National
Environmental Significant being added since April 2005, and

[iv] Repeal of Planning for Bushfire Prolecfion 2001 and replocement with
Planning for Bushfire Protechion 2004,

All of these matters now require reconsideration. Atlached is o supplementary vegelation
plan showing the idenfification of trees in the recently incorporaled southem

development area.

The baseline ecological assessment found that the Site did not support any Endangered or
Vulnerable plant species; Endaongered Ecological Communities: Endangered Populations
or Declared Critical Habital, However, the various fig frees (species identified in Figure 2 of
the baseline assessment] were considered o be of local ecological significance ond
londscape value,

Upon reflection it is considered that Section 5A assessments should have been prepared
for threatened frugivores which could uliise these frees. Section 5A assessments for
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Coxen's fig parrol; the Rose-crowned fruit dove: Wompoo fruit-dove; Superb fruit-dove
and Bamed cuckoo shrike are provided in ATTACHMENT 1. Updated EPBC Act and Atflas of
New South Wales Wildiife database searches are provided os ATTACHMENTS 2 & 3.

The amended lof layoul also drows in scatfered sclerophyll freaes in the Site’s south which
could be wed by Koalas. A Secfion 5A assessment for the Koolo & provided in
ATTACHMENT 1.

In summary it was found that the proposed development would not cauwse a significant
impact on these species. and that there would be no requirement 1o submit a Species
Impact Statement with the Developmeni Application.

With reference to the EPBC Act Significance Critenia it is re-affimed that the proposed
development will not couse a significant impoct on a Maotter of National Environmental
Significance. There & no requirement to refer the proposed development fo the
Commonwealih Department of Environmeant Woter Hertoge and the Arfs to determine

"controlled action™ status,

The brood-scole bushfire hozord map shows thal bushiire threat extends across Elems Bridge
road into the Site [refer Figure 3 of onginal report]. However it should be noted thol sclenophyil
vegeiation s in fact resticted to the westem side of Elems Bridge Road. Recommendations

contained in the lollowing discussion ore consistent with those oullined in PBP 2004,

t Protecti

Only propased Lots 1, 2, 30 and 31 are within 100m of this bushfire hazord, and so subject to
bushifire theeat. There is no requirement 1o consider the provisions of PBP 2004 in regard 10 the
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remaining lots any turther, It is recommended that the local fire control officer be consulted in
regard lo these colculofions as it 5 considered thal site circemsiances would ollow a

relaxofion of the colculoted profection meosures,

Froposed Lol 1 5 locoled downsiope [effective siope of 0-59) of o Bucalypl forest community
(the current structure is akin fo woodland bul could regenerate fo forest). The fire weather
areq [Morth Coasi] i 80, Ulilising Toble 3.4 (Appendix 3 of PEP 2004) a level | consiruclion
standard [AS3959:1997) can be adopled for the dwelling if it is locoted more than 35m from
the fire threal. As noted, his should be foken from the western edge of Ellems Bridge Road. The
bushiire oltock ossessor colculotion B provided os ATTACHMENT 4,

Proposed Lot 2 & locaoled ocross slope from fhe EBucolypl forest community fire theeot, Utilising
Table 3.4 (Appendix 3 of PEP 2004) a level | construction standard can be adopted for the
cdwelling if it s locoted more thon 35m from the fire threot. As noted, this should be taken from
the weastern edge of Elems Bridge Road. If the dwelling con be posiionad mora than 100m
froam fhe fire threat then there s no requiremean! to adopt a bushifire corstruciion slandard.

The lower slopes of Proposed Lot 30 adjoin Calegory 2 vegelation. However, there is sufficient
room to accommodate a dwelling on the higher siopes of this lot where there is greater thon
100m cleoronce fo ol oreas of bushiire threat. F this meosure s adopted there & no
raquirement to adopt a construction standard under AS3959: 1999,

The northemn porfions of Proposed Lol 31 odjoin o small outlier of vegetation which (under
axireme bushfire condifions] could be comsidered a compoanant ol the larger remnant to the
west, However, the building envelope would be logicoly positioned in the brooder soulhem
portians of this o where there is grealer than 100m clearance 1o all areas of bushiire threal, I
this meosure s odopied there s no requirement lo odopl o construction slondord under
AS3D59: 1999,

In regard to the Acceplable Solutions it 8 noted hat:

[l API's comply with Appendix 2/3 of PBP
(i) API's are wholy accommodaled within the Subject Sile;
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(i} APZ's are locoled on land with slopes of less than 189,

Eublic Roqds

The performance requirement and ccceplable solutions for intermal reods are mael,

Property Access

The performance reguirement ond acceplable solutions lor properly access are maet,

There & no proposal to provide fire fros os port of this development,

— W icil

a) Water Supply

Froposed Lot 1 will need to be provided with a dedicated 20 0001 dedicated bushfire fighting
wiater supply fonk, The following fealures are also reguired.

= g suilable conneclion for fire ighling purposas s mode ovailobie and located
within the IPA ond oway from the shructure. A &5mm Storz ouliel with o gole or Ball
walvé is provided.,
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« gale or Ball volve and pipes are adequate for woler flow and are metal rather

than plashic,

* pnderground lonks hove an occass hole of 200mm fo allow tonkers to relill direct
from the fank. A hardened ground surface for fruck occess is supplied within 4

meftres of the access hole,

 gbove giound tonks are manufaciured of concrete or metol and roised tonks
have their stonds protecied. Ploshic fonks ore nol used. Tanks on the horord side of
a building are provided with adequate shielding for the protection of fire fighiers.

= gll above ground waler pipes external to the building are metal including and up
to any taps. Pumps ane shielded.,

such lonks will also be required for Proposed Lots 2, 30 and 31 if the required 100m selbock
from adjoining bushfire hazards connot be achieved (refer API discussion above).

{b) Blectricity

In regord to elecihicity services it s recommended that the following be adopled os conditions
of opproval if overhead electical fransmission lines are 10 be provided for Proposed Lol 1 ond lors
Froposed Lols 2, 30 and 31 if fhe required 100m sefbock from adjgining bushfire hazards
cannol be achieved [reler AP discussion abovea),

s fines are instaled with short pole spacing (30 medres); and
= no part of a tree & closer lo a power line than the distance set oul in occordance

with the specifications in "Vegetalion Salety Clearances' issued by Energy Ausiralia
(N5179, April 2002).
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(€] Gas sarvices (if required)

In regard fo gos services (if reguired) it 5 recommended thal the ollowing be adopled o
conditions of approval for Proposed Lot 1 and for Proposed Lots 2, 30 and 31 if the required
100m selback from adolning bushiise hozords connol be ochieved [refer APT discussion

obove).

= raliculaled or boltled gos s instalied and maintained in accordance with AS 15%& and
e requireamenits of relevant authorities. Melal piping i to be used,

« gl fixed gas cynders are kepl clear of all lammakde materios o a distance of 10
rrelies and shielded on the hazard side of the installaltion,

» if gas cylinders need fo be kept close fo the building, 1he release valves are directed

ey from fhe building and
af keast 2 melires away from any combusticle material, so thal they do not act as a
catatyst 1o combustion, Conneclions 1o and from gas cylinders ang metal,

« polymer sheolhed flexble gos wpply lines (o gas meles odjacent to bulldings ane nol
g,

Yours faithfully,

Wayne Moffitt
Director, Manager ol Environmental Services
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ATTACHMENT 1
SECTION 5A ASSESSMENTS



SECTION 5A ASSESSMENT FOR THE
WOMPOO FRUIT DOVE (PTILINOPUS MAGNIFICUS)

BEEGRAMNE
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Wompoo Fruit-dove - profile

Sciantifie name: Prlvaopos mapniious
Conpervathon status Im NSW: Vulrerahle

{1 bt gk

Dascription

A large and drasmatically Beautifel sainfores] . iiveean raikcs ibe sice of othes
el ped frul -dowes. L & dp b 55 om kng, wih 3 pale grey Bead shading mbo nch
green back aod wings. Theve is 4 broken yellow band stross each wing, The brosst
and belly are plum-purgla and the underparts ane yeliowe,

Locatian and habltat

Estributbon

Qecurs ong the coast and coastsl ranges o (he Hunbed Biver in NOW [0 Cage
Viul Pgninguls, 10 B rerd soeah of Colfs Histour, Thees Jubeiscis 396 reCogn e,
with tha mazaa southerty in MSW snd south-ssstern Quoesnsland. [§ weed o ooour n
iFee [avwarra, though thews are no recent reconds,

Habieat and eoology

¢ Oftwei oh, oF neid saiidondal, v elevalion el sulalyd? loresl Bl biwkh

b farmidi

« Feeds on 4 dvarse raespe of res and vine frults and i locally nomadic -
Tolawing ripesing frak; some of B feed irees rely on speciay yuch 83 1he thin
i disknbute sir saeds
Feeds alang, oF in koose Nocks ab &ny hesght in the Canopy.
Cespie its plemage, can be remarkably cryplic ot B feeds, with the call and
faling fruil being an indicabon of s presmoe
s Thi nesl B & Uepical phpeo miti - & Ny platform of stoks on @ ihen branch
& @ pali frgesd, often cver muler, usually 3 - 10 m abows the ground.
Breeds in apring snd ey temmer; @ dinghe white apg i Ll
Mol olten Seeh A Mblure Mreils, b Gl Aoiesd W Pemaant ssd
regenerating rainforest.
v Aapscti of NS BeRSVIOUT SUCH B35 socsl Dehaviour and sEretiure, movemants

and brwwding biokgy have not Bsan veell -studed.

.

Reglomal infarmatisn
This igaciet i found in the loliowing calchenes| Management Suthodily regions.
Chek on o reghen neme 0 see more details about the dedradion, vegetation typas
and habitst pereference of the species. in that region.

« Bonder Bersd Gwyilin

o HererfCeniral Rivers

* Nerlsern BrErs

Threats
s Cleating, Iragresntation and meed invaskon of low to mid-elevaton rainforest
Aue 1o coavtal develapment sl g amng.
» Logging and rosdng in it sucalypt fores with well-developed renlissast
underiorey
v Burfibhg, wheoh reduces remeant reirdonest hahitat paiches

Racovery stratagies

Prigefty actions are tha specifc, practicsl things thad mesl B done ba necoimer @
Preealened e, populitiss & ecalagical (emmundy. The Depsstment of
Enviranmant snd Conservalion has ienbfed 1B prioriky actions to belp recover
s Wompoo Frult-dove in New South Wales.

What neads to be done (o recover this spacies?

s Plant lataly-oittting il -beading trees aoad shrubs.

» Profecl remeant renforest palckes durieg buming -ofl activities
Ratain forested cormidors Ehad link aadl 1o wedl Mgration routied
Encoursge snd isitiite weed (onlvol progranms.

Proberi kmawwn prd poieniial lood brees
Protect rainforest ssd momt farest habitat
Imitiatn and suggart rainforsil megEnEraLn propcs

Refergnces
¥ Hgging, P. and Davies, 5. (edep (1996). Handbook of Austrafisn, Mew
Fralerdd predl Ancsictie Birda Voleme 3- Seipe bo Pageons. Daloerd Universdy

16072008
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Predd, MeBswrns,

& NPWE (J000). Threabensd Spacies of the Lower Haeth Cosst of New Soubh
Wales, HPWS, Sydney,

s WPFNE (2002). Threatened Specios of (ke Upper Marth Coasl of NSW: Faunas,
HPWS, Colfs Htbour,

& Pizeey, G. snd Knight, F. (2003}, The Field Gukde 1 the Birds of Australia Tth
ICésion, Mankharst, P, [ed). MarparColie,

http:/f/www.threatenedspecies.environment.nsw.gov.au/tsprofile/profile.aspxPid= 10707 16072008
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Response

in the case of a threatened species, whether the
action proposed i Eely to have on advese
elect on the life cycle of the species such fhal o
viable local population of the species & likely to
be placed at sk of extinction.

A species profile for the Wompoo fruit dove precedes this analysis. The Wompoo fruit dove
was not recorded during surveys nor are there proximate records in the Atkas of New South
Wales Wikdife for this locality. Monetheless, the Wompoo fuit dove is o nomadic species
which ranges widely throwgh the region. solofed paoddock fig frees are important stepping
stones between areas of more configuous habilal,

The proposed development will remove @ single Smalkeaved fig from the norihern portions
of the Site. This relatively young specimen (which is an epiphyte on a Eucalypt stump) will
not at this point in ils development be producing significant crops of fuit, and is considered
unlkely to be o chrtical stepping stone free in this londscape [noting that there are o
number of proximate fig rees to be retained). The loss of this free is unlikely to significantty
affect this species. Establishment of buildings with glass windows and doors [reflective
surfoces) represent o minor threof to this species. The proposed development B considered
unlikely 1o hove an adverse effect on the lilecycle of this species such that o vioble local
population would Be ploced of nsk of extinction.

in the cose of on endongered populolion,
whather the action proposed & likely fo hove an
aodverse effect on the lile cycle of the species
that conslitutes the endangerad populalion such
tha! a viable local population of the species i
likely o be ploced al risk of extinclion.

Not applicable - the Wompoo fruit dove population in this locality i not listed as an
endongered populotion.

in the case of on endangered ecological
community or crifically endongered ecological

community. whether the action proposed:

Mot applicable - the Wompoo fuit dove is not an endangered ecological community.

(] & kel to hove on advernse effect on ihe
aextent of the ecological community such thot ifs
kocal ooccumance is fikely 1o be placed af risk of
exdinction, of

A

() is likely to substantially and odversely modify
thee compostion of the ecological communily
such thal ifs local cccumence k lkely o be
placed af sk of axiinclion,

MA
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in relation 1o the habilal of a threalened species,
population of acological community:

(N the extent to which habital & Eeely 1o be
removed or modified as a resull of the aclion

proposed. and

Refer response fo Por (o)

(i} whether an area of habital s Rely to become
fragmenied o Boloted from other oreos of
habitat as a result of the proposed action, and

The proposed development will create only a very minor theeat to the movement of this
species through the londscape. it will not couse frogmentation or isokation of habitat,

(iii} the importance of the habital to be removed.
modified, rogmenied or solated to the long-term
survival of the species populafion or ecological
cormimanity in the locality.

Reler response fo Port |a)

whether the oclion proposed & likely fo have on
odverse effect on crilical habital [either directly
or indirectly)

There i no declared critical habitat in this locality.

Whether the oclion proposed B consistent willh
the objectives or aclions of a recovery plan or
threal abatement plan.

The pfc:pu-sed davabpment is cnnstsfﬂn’r wﬁh Thﬂ' threat nbnt&rnanl plan 1'1:r this s.pec-as

Whather the oction proposed conshitutes or is pan
of a threalening process or & likely to resull in the
cperalion of, increase the impoct of, o key
threotening process.

The proposed development will result in the loss of o very smaoll orea of nofive vegeiation,
and is thus (in a very remote nature) analogous with the Clearing of Native Vegetation KTP.
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Rosa-cromned Fruil-doves are small, colourfyl rainforest pigeons o 24 om & lengih.
Misles hawe a roas orows idged wiEh yelidey, and Ehi haed bhd bieast §ne Bus-prey,
B Fosad by habest & region spoitted white, The ypper paiti &fd grey-giean, the ted-Up yellow s Lha abdommen
s orbhds. Females are mostly grey-green. The call i 8 loud, eopigasve, repeabed
‘hookood’ which becomes tesher and on deckming roles an § rapid

G pired by st

" AT A S G
O tpwaian prodin
= B T, Location and habitat
i e
R —— Distributiom
. Coadl and ranges of sadlerm HSW sl Quessrsland, from Mewcasile to Cape Fork

Vagranti are actasonaly food Turihsr Boath 1o Wicinna

Hakilst ard ecclogy

;:T.i'_n’” '.,,I » BogE-chwwmed Fruit-doves ocour mainly s sub-tropical s dry rainforest and
[Ty e——— pecaskomally b moisi ewecalypt forest snd swemp forest, shas frol W
phenlilyl
w Thay aid dhy pEpeond, nob &y 10 see amonpik the ioksge, snd are mone
afen hegsd Than asdi
& Thay leed entirely gn fngt from wined, shrubf, lafge Crees and palms, and are
el thought ko be locally nomadic 54 ey boliow tha Figaing of Irals
e » SoEne pogeoda e B0e mepraloey in response o food avedability - rumbesi in
Bl -Easl NOW Borease dering spring s summaer thea dscling in Agsil or
-2 Hary
i [

Raghanal |Alsrmation
This species is fpund in the folowing catchmest minagemant sethonty neghon.
Click & & Feghon names io see more details about the dairitetion, vegetalion lypei
wred hibtsd prederence of B species in that negion

o« HawisiburySaoean

« HuslarCanloe Rivies

s Horibern Ravers

Threats
s Clearing and fragmentalusn of low bo mid-elevation ranforest,
r Loggity pfed feading in meist eucalypt forest wikh well-developed ramianes
underdiaey.
& Durniesy of resnngsd raindonedl Babdrad
v Imwanion of kabitat by ivtroduced weed species

« Removal of Camphor Lawel food surce wmilhaul sppropriste mibgalion
medtules

Recovery strategies

Prigrify Bilind bie Che Agecinc, precical things that must be dome 1o recover a
ihvealensd species, population or ecological coemmunily. The Departmeant o
Envirgnmant s Conservation has dantifad 19 pelorily Scibong oo hely recover
the Bosa-crovned Frulldove in Mew South Walss

What needs i ke done bo recover this gpecias?

» Suppoit iocal Lansicane groups

& Profect remnant ranmfereil paledes during bumisg ofl activibes

% Pagtsn fvesbed corradors chal bnk noribesouth and east-west migraton
riRg e

& Encoursge and skt weed contrl pfograms

& Frigre Carmghee Laurel removal & soooempassed by replacemant will kcal
nalive lagrel igecia

& Profect knowe and potenbal fosd dree,

% Prefect remeant atands of rainforest and moist forest ingm Clearing or
divelnpment

« InRiste and weppart rainforeit reganerslion projects.

Relerences
& MPWS [I000), Threstensd Spacien of the Lowsr North Coast of Mews Sooth

hitp:/fwww. threatenedspecies.environmentnsw.gov.au/isprofile/profile.aspx7id=10708  16/07/2008
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Wil NPWS, Sydney.
& MPWS [ 3002), Threstened Species of the Upper Herth Coast of MSW! Fauns.
NPWS, Coffs Martcer.

+ Purey, G. and Kreght, F. (2003}, The Field Guide bo the Brds of Australia Pth
Editian. HMenkbsi, P (&), HbigarCollaa

http://www.threatenedspecies.environment.nsw.gov.au/isprofile/profile.aspx?id= 10708 16072008
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SECTION 5A ASSESSMENT FOR THE
ROSE-CROWNED FRUIT DOVE (PTILINOPUS REGINA)

BRISBANE
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Part Query Response
a | inthe case of a threatened spacies, whether the | A species profile for the Rose-crowned fruil dove precedes this analysis. The Rose-crowned
acticn propoted i likely 1o have an adverse | frult dove was not recorded during surveys bul there are proximate records in the Aflas of
effect on ihe life cycle of the species such that a | New South Wales Wildlife for this locality. The Site's fig trees are likely to provide habitat for
vioble local population of the species is likely 12 | inis species.
be ptaced aft risk of extinchion,
The proposed development will remove a single Small-leaved fig from the northem portions
of the Site. This relatively young specimen [which is an epiphyte on a Eucalypt stump) will
not at this point in its development be producing significant crops of ruit, and is considered
unlikely to be a crifical stepping stone free in this landscape [nofing thot there are a
number of proxdmate fig frees 1o be retained). The loss of this free is unikely to sgnificantly
affect this species. Establishment of buildings with gloss windows and doors [refleciive
surfaces) represent a minor threat to this species. The proposed development is considered
unlikely to have an odverse effect on the Hecycle of this species such that a viable local
population would be ploced at risk of exfinction.
b in the cose of an endangered population, | Not applicable - the Rose-crowned fruit dove populafion in this locality is not listed as an
whether the oclion proposed is likely fo have an | endangered populafion.
advene effect on the He cycle of the species
that constifutes the endangered populalion such
that o vioble local populofion of the species i
Ecely 1o be placed of risk of exiincticn,
c | n the cose of on endongered ecologicol | Not applicable - the Rose-crowned fruit dove Is not an endangered ecological community.
community or critically endongered ecological
community, whather the action proposed:
(i) & Eeely to hove an adverse effect on the | NA
extent of fhe ecological community such that its
local oocurence is likely 1o be placed af risk of
extinclion, or
(i) is kely fo substanfiolly ond adversely modily | NA
the composition of the ecological community
such that i#s local occuwrence s likely o be
placed af risk of extinciion.
d in redation o the habilal of a threalened species,

population of ecological community:
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() the extent 1o which habilal & likely to be
removed or modified as a resull of the aclian
proposed, and

Eefer response to Part [g)

(i) whether on areo of habitat is ikely to become
fragmented or solated from other areas of
habitat as a resull of the proposed action. and

The proposed development will create only a very minor threat fo the movement of this
species through the londscape. It will not couse fragmeniation or solotion of habifat.

(i) the importance of the habitat to be removed,
medified, fragmenied or solated 1o the long-temm
survival of the species population o ecological
community in the locality.

Refer response 1o Part ()

Wheather the aclion proposed & likely o have an
adverse effect on crlical habilal [either directly
of irdirecily)

There & no declared criical hobitat in this locality.

Whather the action proposed B consistent wilh
fhe objectives or aclions of o recovery plan or
threal abatement plan.

The prupus&d davﬁbpment is cnns:stan’r vﬂth the threat ub-ntﬂmanl p‘rnn for this mamas

Whather the action proposed constitutes or is par
of a threalening process or is likely to resull in the
operalion of, increase the impact ol o key
threatening process.

The proposed development will result in the loss of o very smioll orea of nafive vegetofion,
and is thus [in a very remote nature) analogous with the Clearing of Nalive Vegetation KTP.
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SECTION 5A ASSESSMENT FOR THE
SUPERB FRUIT DOVE (PTILINOPUS SUPERBUS)

B BANE
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- Superb Fruit-dove - profile :
By Selentific FHlngws superias ]‘)
FAMEC
] View sl mpacies Comservation status In NSW: Yulneable
Bl renat by by of igec l—'!h::::'l;ﬂ-h
Y p— Description
B P by st Thia Supirl Fruf -dowe B 8 small pigeon, sgpenaimelely 24 om s lengeh, The mals &

brighily coloured, with golden-green uppenpieti, & brillling Grandgs wiimelbn neck,
Bl red by hatetad B iegsn  and @ rich porple orown, The Bl s ahort and tipped with white, The throat snd
bresst are groy with & lilsc nge, and & broad black band oo the lower teeast
saparstes the grey Beeast from thee creamvy-white belly and green flnks, The female
i is light grean on the beck, has & small purple: wpof on the Orem, il b A Beasst
" TRE— band, The call i a dilinctive cosing, riaing in pisch aad volume bo & bood and cleas
‘b, whose' Alkg ghats 8 o "oom' s 8 sheady sequence

Lecation and habitat
PRARR T ey
Pl Rleird Déstribution
Ty WL

Thiz Sugerhl Frst-doee ocours princgally frem norb-essbern in ueensland b5
pori-aaibem BSW, 1 s muech less common ferther south, whens i H argely
canflineed 10 pockets of sutable habitat gt far south ad Maruya, Thens are records of
B T T —— wsgrants a3 far south as easbern Vicloris aid Tidmania

ity of o s -
Ay S — Habitat and ecology
# InhabRi rainforesl sad semBar closad losests where it forages Bagh = Lhe
canagy, sabisey the fruits of many tres species ssch s figs and padma, §E may
! ) At Terags in sutalypt or $isck woodlard whone there dre frull-Baaring
trees.
= ' w Pait of the populstion is migratory o somedc, Thare ane retonds ol dingls
— Birgi Mying inbe Rghled windows sed Bghthouses, indcating That birds travel
-3:,,]_.“. At nkyki AL beast g of the population, pasticularly yiesg Brdid, moves
"':t soih throegh Sydney, etpecially in gubwemn
Rierad 15, P » Brwpding takon plsce from Sepfember to January, The nest s 8 sructuns of

fine inteviocked Torioed Bwign, §eving a slronges slructufe than its Mimey
appaarance would suggest, and s wtusly 530 metres up in rendonest and
rifdonil sdge tied and sheub species.

= The mabe incelabed 15§ §ghs 850 by day, the lemals incubsles at night

Reghanal Imlarmation

Ths species is found in the following cabchrignt managemsnl Sultidily regng.
Chck on & region ngme §0 e mare detail aboul the distribution, veQetation ypes
aoud halbitsd prularecs of e Apeches in Uhal reglon,

tagwhasiry Hepasn
ke Canlrl Rivers
Wb Bivers
Soulhsrn Krears

Threats
s Cleasing and degredation of renferest remnens.

Recovery strategies

Prsrily acticnd ane the specific, praciical things Ehat mwal b Sond b recinedr @
iwralened speces, populifion or ecclogital communlly. The Depssbment of
Envirgnment and Compervation has idenbfed 1§ priocity scibons b helg recover
e Bupars Frull-dove in Kew Sout® Wales.

What nesds (o be done bo recover this spacias?
» Retain snd probect minforest remnants.

References

* Higging, P, and Dawies, 5. {ede ) (1796). Handbook of Assiraian, New
Fealand and Ankarciic Bidd Volume 1: Shigs to Pigeons. Ddlord Ineyersity
Press, Helcome

« Pizzey, G. and Knight, ¥, {3003}, The Fisld Guide 1o the Birds of Australia 7Eh
Editian. Hankhomi, P. (ed), HegerColhag

hutp://www.threatenedspecics.environment.nsw.gov.auftsprofile/profile. aspxTid=10709  16/07/2008
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Query

Response

in the case of o threalened species, whelher the
aclion proposed i likely fo hove an odverse
effect on the lite cycle of the species such that a
viable local populalion of the speces B likely 1o
be placed af sk of extinciion,

A species profile tor the Superb fruit dove precedes this analysis. The Superb fruit dove was
not recorded during surveys nor are there proximate records in the Atlos of Mew South
Wales Wildlife for this locality. Monetheless, the Superb fruit dove 5 @ nomadic species which
ranges widely through the region. lsolated poddock fig trees are important stepping stones
betwaen areas of more contiguous habitat,

The proposed development will remove a single SmalHeaved fig rom the nadhem portions
of the Site. This relatively young specimen (which is an epiphyte on a Eucalypt stump] will
not at this point in its development be producing significant crops of fral, and is considered
unlikely to ba a crifical stepping stone free in this landscope (nofing that there are o
number of proimate fig frees fo be relained). The loss of this tree B unlikely 1o ganificantly
affect this species. Establishment of buildings with glass windows and doors [reflective
surfaces) represent a minor threat to this species. The proposed development is considered
unlikely to hove on odverse effect on the Hecycle of this species such that a viable local
population would be ploced af risk of extinction,

in he cose of on endongered population,
whether the oclion proposed i likely fo have an
adverse effect on the Fe cyclke of the spedes
that constitutes the endangered population such
that a viable local population of the species is
likety fo be ploced of risk of extinchion,

Mol oppécable = the Superb fruit dove populotion in this locality is not listed os on
endangered population,

in the cose ol on endongered ecologicol
community or criicolly endongered ecological
community, whelher the action proposed:

Mot applicable - the Superb fruit dove is not an endangered ecological community,

M is ikely o have an odverse effect on the
extent of the ecological community such that its
local occumence 8 ikely to be ploced af ik of
exfinction. or

MA

(i) = Beely fo substfonticly ond adversely modify
the composifion of the ecolegical commuenity
such that its local occumence s fkely to be
placed al nsk of extinchion,

M

in relation 1o the habital of a threatened spacies,

BEISBAME
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poputation or ecological communify:

M the exteni fo which hobitat k& lkely to be
remved or modified ot o resull of the oction
(+] . and

Reter response to Port [a)

{ii) whather an area of habitat & likely 1o becoma
frogmented or Bolaled from ofher areas of
habilaf os o resull of the proposed action, and

The proposed development will create only a very minor threot to the movemeant of this
specias through the landscape. I will not cause fragmentation or solation of habital.

(i) the imporance of the habifal 1o be remaoved.
madified, frogmented or isolated to the long-term
survival of Ihe species populafion or ecological
community in the locality.

Reler response to Part (a)

Whather the oclion proposed i likely fo hove an
adverse effect on crtical habital (eiher drecily
of indirectly)

There is no declared crifical habitat in this lecality.

wWhether the oction proposed B consistent wilh
the objeclives or octions of o recovery plan or
threot abalement

The pmpmed davelupment s mnmtani with the threat nbularnenl plan fnr this sp&m&s

wWhether the oction proposed constitules or is part
of a threglening process or i likely to result in the
operation of, incregse the impoct ol o key
threatening process.

The proposed development will resulf in the loss of a very small area of native vegetation,
and is thus (in a very remote natuwe) analogous with the Clearing of Native Vegetation KTP.

ERISEANE
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SECTION 5A ASSESSMENT FOR THE
BARRED CUCKOO SHRIKE (CORACINA LINEATA)

ERESBANE
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T Barred Cuckoo-shrike - profile
e 'h
Sciantific mama: Corscing Umeals
[ View sl species Comiervatihon status in NEW: yvylneabls
E Find oy by of e ——
Description i vt
Findl ey peogrEphic P
Bl regin
B P by hat Tha Barred Cuchpo-Shrike m & medim -uned Bed po 25 o k. 11 B ek gray
aboawe and ohder the chin, with a fresd barred wath sironp horgonts siripes of whate
B rind by hatetad & megean and veey dark grey. A darker siripe reve from tha base of the Bill through (ha pale
yellow eye.
Ty Locatlan and habitat
|0 mpeiiies o afiia
B DimtriButbom
Ml Riyseh Coastal pantors Audiraila from Chpse Yovl B0 e Manning Reves m NSW, Barred
Cuchon-sheilbed are gessrally usotmman in thel mngs, and are rire in NSW “_'rTHI .

£ B el Wiy BTl

il TR Habitat and acology

ationa of S Eecin, = v Rainfonesl, eutahpt forests and woodlands, Clesrings i secondeny growil,

S p— EwaAnE wisilands 35 Timbar Bloag wabercourses. They are utsally seen m
pairs of small Bocis foregley smong lolispe of trees for ingecks. and gl Thiey
M active birds, reguestly moving from tree to tree,

™ ] 5
- Reglonal Information
e This speceed i found m the fellowssy calchmant managemest suttsrity regans
i ." Chick an & reghsh Abme 10 ee mohe Setals sbout the dishriibubon, vegetabon bypes
= ...-....".' u.f" and habdaai preference of the speoes i (hak regon
L__.?;:.“"- = Neuthem Rivers
Threats

s Mpduction of habnar, pamicularky rainforest, dua bo clearing Tor sgrcelbume,
developmant aad fimber hsraesting

Recovery strategies

Prigrity actised ane the speclls:, practscsl things that must be done to recover &
ienatened specEs, populstion or soslogcal community. The Degariment of
Envinnmant and Conssnvation has sentified 1 pricorily scibons 19 kel reloved the
Barred Cuchoo-shirilon i Haw Soull Wilsi.

What nesds to ba dona to recover this species®
» Retain arses of native forest.
Retpn lpresd coeridon pesrbatulioly alsfd rSddd il vl DTG R
Aptam individusl rative fail-bearing trees as Teed brees.
[nkiste and swpport rdnforest regeneradion,
Pland feed trees, includieg Nigs and sther rainfedest ruil Erees

hutp:/fwww. threatenedspecies.environment.nsw.gov au/tsprofile/profile.aspx 2id=10176  16/07/2008
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in fhe case of a threalened species, whelher the
aclion proposed is likely to have an odverse
effect on the e cycle of the species such thal o
vigble locol populolion of the species B likely fo
be ploced al risk of exfinclion,

A species profile for the Bamed-cuckoo shrike precedes this analysis. The Bared-cuckoo
shrike was not recorded during surveys nor are there prodmate records in the Allas of New
south Wales Wildlife for this locolity. Monetheless. the Bamed-cuckoo shiike is o nomadic
species which ranges widely through the regicn. solated paddock fig trees are important
stepping stones between areas of more conliguous habitat,

The proposed development will remove a single SmalHleaved fig from the northern portions
of the Site, This relatively young specimen |which is an epiphyte on o Eucalypt stump] will
not ot this point in its development be producing significant crops of Inut, and is considered
unlikely to be a chfical stepping stone free in this landscope [notfing that there are o
number of prosddmate fig trees fo be retained). The loss of this free is unlikely to significantly
affect this species. Btoblishment of buildings with glos windows and doors ([reflective
surfoces) represent a minor threal 1o this species. The proposed development is considered
unlikely 1o have an adverse effect on the Mecycle of this species such that a viable local
population would be ploced of risk of exfinction,

in the case of an endangered population,
whealher the action proposed i ikely 1o hove an
odverse effect on the He cycle of the species
that constitutes the endangered population such
that o vioble local population of the species is
Feely o be placed of rsk of extincticn.

Mot applicable - the Bared cuckoo-shrike population in this locality & not listed a: an
endangered populafion.

in the cose of on endangered ecological
communily or crifically endongered ecologicol
communify, wheather the aclion proposed:

Not applicable - the Bared cuckoo-shrike is not an endangered ecological community.

[} & Eealy o have an advere eflect on the
exteni of Ihe ecological commmunity such that its
local occurence is lkely to be ploced of ik of
extinction, or

MA

(H) 5 Mkely to subsfonfioly ond adversely modify
the composition of the ecological community
such that its local occumence i Bkely lo be

placed of risk of extinction,

M,

in relation 1o the habiiol of o threotened species,

BEESBAMNE
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pulation or ecological community:

() the extent lo which hobilat & likely o be
removed or modified as a result of the action
proposed, and

Reder response to Part ()

(il) whether an areo of habitat is likely 1o become
fragmented or bolaled from olher areas of

habital as a result of the proposed action, and

The proposed works will not affect habitat which may be providing a stepping stone for this
species’ movement in the localify.

(i) the importance of the habilal 1o be remaved,
modified, frogmented o Boloted to the long-lerm
survival of the species populafion or ecological
community in the locality,

Refer response fo Port [a)

Whether the aclion proposed i ikely o have an
adverse effect on crifical habitat |either drecily
of indirecity)

There is no declored crificol habitat in this locality.

Wwhether the oction proposed & consistent with
the cbjeclives or aclions of o recovery plan or
threal abatement plan.

The [:mpmed daveh;umem is ::.unmtent wﬂh the threct nb::leme-nl plan for this sp-&cias

Whether the action proposed consfitules or s poar
af a thraalening process or is likely to result in the
operalion of, increase fhe impact ol a key

threalening process.

The proposed development will result in the loss of a very small area of native vegeiation,
and is thus (in a very remote nature) analogous with the Clearing of Native Vegetation KTP.
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SECTION 5A ASSESSMENT FOR THE
COXENS FIG PARROT (CYCLOPSITTA DIOPTHAMA COXENI)

BEIBANE
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.I Vo T s, o [ et el e
S il

threatene;i species

spac ki, populrtsong B e oW

Cal ymmunifies of MNSW

| vome | Species | Threats | Recovery & threat abatement | Ecological Communities | Legisiation & Scientific Committes 1

Py i i Mg ¢ LS - Ve S AREOR. - K DERENTER STOOENEE ¢ - O - Wi Ry - [xaibee sy |4 -Fevan
M e Double-eyed Fig-Parrot - profile

Bl Search
Srbentific name: Cyolopsnta deophisaima coweni
Bl View o8 npacies Conservation status in NEW: Lodengored
B rend oy Dyl o BeceEd Mational conspreation stetui: | ndengend
Y
Findl by Gt inohec
o -:nh: Description

(] Feead by bt

wriae: 5 hin pagm B ol peien

Diouble-ayed Fig-Farmoks, 8o ngwe a8 Comen’s Fig-Parrods, sre el dssmpy,

B P by hsbeiat & omgos  green plerols sith very shorl ails, The wings ane Slys-edped snd sppaar 1o B Gt
wall bk in Mighl. AL reil there ade Ped obvigus red Spols on (he Back. The Paead
has distincire red snd blue markings with 8 prominent biee ferehesd o the adulis

. They can distinguished from small lonkeets by their shod Bl and Lack of enderwing Bhuratemn: sy -rpmd [oy-Fareat
Lameory pralia Ed: 0TI aikira B M. TR
- £ ey [l
v g T
[ — Location mnd habitat

[+ Qe T Distribuikon
Limited Eo aboul fred populalions sCalieisd betmeen Busdabeny o Qoeensland and

“"_:m_, ik Hastings Broer in NSW. The 1otal number i thought to be beis tham 300 hinds
B EMHT md R mhich makes & one of hustralia®s most endengered birds

B Sl sbororasteen Habital and acolegy
et e o EaIEL - & Ususlly reponded from driar rainforeits and sdiacent walter secalpl Fanesl
i’y Wik LR (RS Bt rirely seen doe (o it wreall fipe ansd CrypRic Rabits, Abig Boered s e
Crmii: eyl P puirred. ) wedlbid Wwland ralalohaits thal ife adw Llicgily chidred B NSW,
I L e # Thee b shows a decided preference for g trees, but alo feeds on other
Fiad iramn with Pasfer Frety fresting renforest spacies
L EWEY, E E
100 ety Barrsln [P fagional information
Fdl = H

Thety spercies | found in the Tollewing cetchment mansgement sethonty regions.
Click on & regiom e 10 sed mdre delails about 5 Shtribation, vegitblion fyged
ad habewt preference of the ipecies in thal region,

& [REihem Riven

S Threats
» Cheading of rainloresl aad (g Fees on lam.
.'].p'..".'::..','" o Degsection of habkst corvidors by development snd moads
. L & Logging of (learing of ewcalypt Tonewl sdjscest bo rainforE
# lilegal bird mapping and egg celleciion

Racovery stratagiss

Prionky sctons sre the spacific, practical things that mand be dana ba recower &
threstened species, populabicn o acological commpnity, The Degartmest of
Ervranmant snd Conderyetion has identified 27 priocity sCtions 10 Belp Fecoves
ihié Doubbke-eyad Fig-Farnsd in Nes South Wales

What needs to e done ba recaver this species?
& Betain and protect aresa of raindoredl and Sdj § wil iyl foneal.
s Preserve mmaant large e trees on farmiand.

» Coniribuie o the replacement of habitat by planting sggropraie fig irees on
L

s Betoma nvabaed in (ereTunfly ldvieys [oF the Deegtls ogydd Fad-Parrod and
repor] all sightags immegdiately to the DEC

& Bepor sespected dlegal bird trapping &nd egg collecting 15 the DEC

Referances

s HEWS (2002]. Threatened Species of the Usger Morth Ceast of NSW: Fauna
5WS, Colfs Marbour,

» MSW Mational Parks snd Wikilife Service (2002] Double-eyed fig parmot
Recovery Flan. MSH NPHS, Mursiyille MW,

hitp:/fwww. threatenedspecies.environment.nsw.gov.au/isprofile/profile.aspx7id= 10195  31/03/2009
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in the cose of a threofened species, whelher the
action proposed i likely fo have an adverse
effect on the lile cycle of the spacies such that a
viable local population of the species B ikely to
be ploced atf risk of extinclion.

A species profile for Coxens fig parmot precedes this analysis. Coxens fig paral was not
recorded dunng surveys nor are there proximale records in the Allas of Mew South Wales
Wildlife for this locality. Nonetheless, despite being exceptionally rare in the region Coxens
fig parrat would nead to be considered a possible occumence based on the presence of ifs
preferred habitat (lowland fig trees - which are used during winter movement to tha
coostal lowlonds).

The proposed development will remove g single Smalkeaved fig from the narharn portions
of the Site. This relatively young specimen (which is an epiphyte on o Eucalypt stump) will
not at this point in its development be producing significant crops of fruit, and is considered
uniikely to be a crifical stepping stone free in this landscape [nofing that there are a
number of proximate fig rees to be retained). The loss of this free s unlikely to significantly
affect this species. Establishment of bulldings with glass windows and doors (reflective
surfoces) represent a minor threat to this species. The proposed development is considerad
unlikely to have an adverse effect on the lilecycle of this species such that a viable local

population would be ploced of risk of extinction.

in the case of an endongered population,
whether the action proposed B likely fo haove an

adverse effect on the fife cycle of the species
that constitutes the endangered population such
that a viable local population of the species is
Ekaly 1o be placed af rigk of exfinclion.

Mot applicoble - the Corxens fig pamot population in this locakty & not isled os an
endangerad population.

in the cose of an endangered ecological
community or crfically endongered ecological
community, whether the aclion proposed:

Mot applicable - Coxens fig paret is nol an endangered ecological community.

(il & likely to hove on odverse eflect on the
extent of the ecological community such that ifs
kecal occurence is ikely 1o be ploced al sk of
extinction, of

A

(i) is likely o substantially and odversely modity
the composiion of the ecological community
such thal s local occoumence & lkely fo be
placed al nsk of extinclion,

A

ERISBANE
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in relation fo the hobliof of o threaienad specias,
population or ecological community:

(i} the extent to which habilal & Bely fo be
removed or modified o3 o resull of the aclion
proposed, and

Reler response to Part (a)

(i) whether an area of habilal i kely o become
fragmenied o boloted from other oreos of
hobitot as o result of ihe proposed aclion, and

The proposed works will not alfect habitat which moy be providing o slepping stone for this
species’ movament in the locality,

(iif) the imporiance of ihe hobilal fo e removed,
miodified. frogmented or isclated to the long-term
survival of the species populafion or ecological
community in the locality.

Refer response to Porf (o)

whether the aclion propased is likely fo have an
adverse effect on crlical habital [either directly
of Indirecily]

Thera is no declared crilical hakitat in this locality.

Whether the aclion proposed B consstent with
fhe cbjgctives or aoclions of o recovery plan or
threat abatement plan.

The pmpam:l davahpmanf m n:nnsnﬂam with the lhr&nl nb-c:la-rnenl plan for this s-p-ecles

whether the aclion proposed constitules or s par
of a threalening process or is ikely to result in the
aoperation of, incraase the impact ol, a key
threalening process.

The proposed developmeant will result in the loss of a very small area of native vegelation,
and is thus (in a very remote nature] analogous with the Clearing of Native Vegetation KTP.

BESBANE
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SECTION 5A ASSESSMENT FOR THE
KOALA (PHASCOLARCTOS CINEREUS)

BEISRAME
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Koala - profile

Seientiflc nEmss Paidonlaecios Onereds
Conmsrvaticn siatus in REW; Vulnerable

The Koals & an arboresl marsuplal with fee Fanging from geey to Beown above, and
% wibibe belowy. 18 has Lirge furry sars, & prominesd Black nass @ad @ 1ail, Bl ipends
mast of ity tme o frees Gnd has long, sherp claws, sdeppied far cdimbing, Adu
miakes weigh 6 - 17 kg e sl femabes weigh 5 - B kg. During beeeding, males
pviriea vwerh loud wrarkag cougts and belloes

Location and habitat

Dintributian

Thee Knaly bas a irapmenied diskribution throughout sastenn Ausitrala from neril
et Qestensiand to the Eyre Persesuls in South Aupsraba, [n RSW 1 masdy gdouni
on Hhee genirel aned noeth coaid with somse populificns in he wirdlerm fegias. |1 was
hivterically abundant 68 1B douth cosdl of NSW, Bul novw oOOUrs B sparse and
perkgibly dajunct populstioeg. Kopas e alsy o from eeyersl pbes on Ehe

S0 Lt Ebielmnds

Habirae and ecology

s |nbabit ewcalypt woodlindd a6d TorEit

¢ Faied on the Tobage of maee than 70 sucabipt species and 30 non-eucalypi
SpBcied, Bual i Gy onE Bnea will select prefered browse species

o Inackive for most of 18 day, feeding aad movsg Mokt & nkghl

» Spend most of Ehel TEne 6 (rees, bul will desoend snd ravere open ground
10 mowe bielwedn §eds

& Hgme range sipe varkes with guality of habiat, rengng frsem i than we Ba
10 seversl hasdred hactsms in s

v Gandraly peltary, but have comphes social hierarchies based on a dominant
male with & beeritory overlapping seweral females and sub ardinsle males on
iha penghary

« Females breed 8t beo yesrs of age and produce one yOung per year

Ragional infarmaticn

This. igeice i found in the loBswing catchenent manspement aviborty regions
Chchi on & region same (0 vee moew details about Ehe disirthulion, segelalicn Cypsd
snd hab#st preference ol Fhe species in Ehat migion

Borger Blverasydit
Cantral Wesd
Hpwkestss v epgan
HunieriCanbml Rivers
Lachian

Murray

Miur ruin e
g

Neobhpin Mrers
Fouthein Bivers
Sriney Helrg
Weskmm

L I

Threals
¥ Lows, modfcalion snd (ragmeniaton of habiat
» Predaton by feval and domests doge
& [ntenis fres Ehed scorch or kil Ehe iea CRlsogy.
» Aaai -kl

Recovery sirategles

Prisdity ctions are the gpeofic, prectcsd things that must be dons 1 recover &
chreatessed wpecied, populalion or ieal carmmiunily. Tree Detpadrimsent ol
Enwingrsmserd and Cosgervation has entdsed 53 prioeity actions o help recoser
thi Kol @ Waw Soull 'Walss

What neads (0 be done bto recover this spaciasT

& Lingdestalon feval predabcor conrol
® Agpby e inbensly, mosac patbern fusl reduction burns in or sdjscent o

31/03/2009
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K naly habitat,

» Betain seitatde habitat, especially aress dominated by prelered feed-ires
e

w fdantify moad-kll blackapins and srect warmning sgne, ridece spesd Emits or
provice wafe frogiing pinls (& reduce Eoats fMtabees.

& Protect populstions cioss fo urban areds froem alfscke By domeitis dogi

& Rewegetate with suftabie feed lree species and develop habitat corndors
Bebween populabiony.

References

» PMastin L%, and Handasyde ELA [1935%), Koala (pp. 196-8) » Strahan, B,
{ed. ), The Austrafan Meseum Complebe Book of Assiralan Mammals, Angui.
& Robsrtson, Sydney,

« Mastin, B & Hesdaryde, K. 1099, The Kosla: satural history, conservabion
andd massgamant. inkarsily of Mew South Wales Press Lid, Sydney.

= Meshborst POW. (1995), Kosls (o 85-8) ia The Hammals of Victesis -
Dastrilsstion, Ecology end Conserystipn, Ouford Linkeruity Press, Agstralia.

» Meskbarst, P pnd Knight, F. (2000} A Field Golde to 1Be Masnmals of
Airilialis. Owlond Usd Press, Malboumss.

& MNSW Nationsl Parks and Wikdlte Sarvios [J001) Draf Eeooreary Plan for the
Hoala (Phascelancios cingniud . NOW HPNS, Sydeey.

s Resd, P.C., Lunney, D, and Welker, B, 1990, & 1906 1987 sureey of the boala
Phascolsrctos cineneus (Goldtuse) n New Soulh Welsy sred am soolegical
inberpretabon of & difretion, In Bology of 15 Kaals Lea, &K,
Handasyde, KA aed Saniss, G0,
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Query

Response

in the cose of a threalened species, whelher the
action proposed i fkely to have an odversa
eflect on the life cycle of the species such that a
viobie locol populalion of the species & Ekely to
be ploced af risk of exfinction.

A species profile for the Koola precedes this analysis. Koalas were not recorded during the
wrvay bul there are many records from the locality, ond it is considered a likely
occcurence. Sclerophyll vegetafion in the Sile's south will be of greatest sgnificance,
although Koolos could traverse the norfhem porfions of the Site on occasions, It should be
noted that this area supports only very low densities of the primary Koola feed free Forast
red gum (Eucalyptus tereficomnis). The proposed development will not remove lorage
habitat for this species bul could cause minor disruption o movement, With reference to
aeral photography provided in the baseline assessment [which remains current and
relevant to this assessment) the proposed development is nof within an area likely to be of
importance for regional movemnant. Vegelation 1o the Site's west being of greater
ggnificance in this regard as it would oppear to fociitate movement between seatierad
vegetation to the north and Hogarth range fo the south [this baing a very lenuous inkage).

The proposed development is considersed unlikely to hove on adverse affect on the
lifecycle of this species such that a viable locol populkdtion would be ploced of sk of
extinction,

i the cose of on endangered population,
whether the oction proposed i likely 1o have an
adverse effect on the He cycle of the species
that consfitutes the endangered population such
that o vioble locol population of the species is
Eealy to be ploced of risk of extinclion,

Mol applicable - the Koolo population in this locolty is not listed as an endangerad
popubation.

in the cose of on endongered ecologlcod
community or crifically endongered ecological
commurity, whether the action proposed:

Not applicable - the Koala is not an endangered ecological community,

M is Bkedy to hove an adverse eftect on the
extent of the ecological community such fhat its
lecal occurence is likely to be ploced af sk of
extinction, or

MA

(i) is ikely o substanfiolly ond odversely modity

the composifion of the ecological community

such that its local ccowrence ik ikely to be
ad of risk of exiinclion,

A

EBRISBANE
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in relation fo the habital of o threatened specias,
population or ecological community:

(i} the extent to which habital i likely o be
removed or modified ot a resull of the aclion
proposed, and

Refer response to Parl [a)

(i} wheiher an area of habilal is Ikely o become
frogmenled o beloted from ofher areas of
habitat as a result of the propesed aclion. and

The proposed works will not affect habitat which moy be providing a stepping stone for this
species’ movemnent in the locality.

(i) the imporfonce of ihe hobital o be removed,
modified, rogmenied or iscloted fo the long-term
survival of the species populafion or ecolegical
community in the locality.

Refer response to Parl (o)

Wheiher the aclion proposed is likely to have an
advene effect on crfical habitat [either directly

or indirecty)

There is no declared crifical habitat in this locality.

Whether the aclion proposed is consislent with
the objectives or aclions of a recovery plan or
fhreat abotermeant plan,

The proposed development is consistent with the threat abatermeant plan for this species.

Whether the oclion proposed constifules or is part
of o threatening process of is likely 1o resull in the
operation of, ncrease the impoct of, o key
threatening process.

The proposed developmant will resull in the loss of a very small area of native vegetation,
and is thus (in a very remote nature) analogous with the Clearing of Native Vegetafion KIP,
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Australian Governmend
Departmeni of the Envirsamend, ¥Wster, Heritsge and the Arts

Protected Matters Search Tool

You are here: Emvironment Home > EPBC Al > Search

EPBC Act Protected Matters Report

This report provides general guidance on matters of national environmental significance and siher matters protected
by the EPBC Act in the area you have selected. Information on the coverage of this report and qualifications on data
supporing this report are contained in the cavesl 81 the end of the report.

15 March 2005 2216

You may wish to print this report for reference befors moving to olher pages or websfes

The Australian Nabura Resouross Allas at Hilp ey emdraamient gov awaliss may provide further anvimenmental
information refevant o your selecied area. Information about the EFBC Act including significance guidelings, forms
and application process dotads can be found al

g e environmien] gov swspbofassassmentsapprovaiaindss himl

Search Typae: Area

Buffer: 5 km

Coordinates: -2B.74554,152 81986, -29.01261,152 B1066, -
28.01281,153.08536, -28.74554,153.08536
—

Report Contents: Summary
Delails
w Matlers.of NES
& Other mallers protecied by the EFBC Act
& Extrm Inlonmabon
Cempal
Acknowledgmenls

T, i udey O il miach W
B e el O B NTRAE

[ L ]
S0P gl SoaEs Fry LI FRAN

Summary

Matters of National Environmental Significance

This part of the repor summanses the malters of national emvironmantal significance thatl may occur in. o may
ralate 1o, the area you nominabed. Further information is available in the detail part of the: repan, which can be
accessed by scrolfing or following the finks below, If you are proposeng to undertake an activity that may have a
significant impact on one o more matiers of nabonal environmanial significance then you should consider the
Administrative Guidelines on Significance - soe

hbip:fhares, emvironmaend, gov. aulepbc/assessmanisapprovalagudelinesdndex. himl.

World Heritage Propertios: None
Hational Heritage Places: Hone
Wetlands of International Significance; Hone
(Rlamsar Sites)

Commonwealth Marine Areas: Hone
Threatened Ecological Communitios: 1

hitp:/fwww.environment.gov.awcgi-bin‘erin‘ert/epbe/epbe_report.pl | 5/03/2009
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Threalened Species, 33
Migratory Specios: 16

Other Matters Protected by the EPBC Act

This part of the report summarises ofther malters prolected under the Act thal may relate to the area you nominated.
Approval may be required for a proposed activity that significantly affects the emvironment on Commenwealth land,
when the acion is outside the Commaomeealih land, or the endronment anywhaere when the action is faken on
Commomaealth land, Approval may also be required for the Commeonwealth or Commonmwealth agencies proposing
io fake an achion thal is Bkaly to have a significant impact on the environmeant anywhare.

The EPBC Act protects the environment on Commanwealth land, the emironment from the actions talken on
Commaonwealth land, and the environment from actions taken by Commonwealth agencies. As herilage values of a
place ara part of the ‘environment’, these aspects of the EPBC Adl protect the Commonwealth Hertage valwes of a
Commonwealth Heritage place and the heritage values of a place on the Register of the National Estate.
Information an the néw hertage aws can be found al hilp e envirosmisnl goy. sehentagelinde hitml,

Please note that the curreni dataset on Commomaealth land is not complate, Furthes informabon on Commonvwealh
fand would need to be obtained from relevant sources including Commonwealth agencies, local agencies, and tand

fEnure maps.

A permit may be required for activities in or on a Commonwealth area that may affiect a member of a lisied
threafenad spaces or ecological community, 8 mamber of a Ested migralory specias, whales and other celactans,
or a mamber of a listed marine species. Information on EPBC Act permit requirements and application fooms can be
found &t ip.Awew environment gov, awepbaipermmilsindex htmi

Commanwealth Lands: 3
Commeonwealth Heritage Places: Hone
Flaces on the BNE: 5
Listed Maring Species. 14
Whales and Other Cetaceans:
Critical Hahitats:
Commonwealth Reserves:

$§%

Extra Information

This part of tha repor provides information thal may also be relevant to the anea you have nominaled
State and Territory Reserves; 5

Othar Commonwealth Resorves: MNone

Regional Forest Agraamants: 1

Details
Matters of National Environmental Significance

Threatened Ecological Communities [ Dialase|
\formition ] Status Type of Prasance

While Boo-Yellow Box-Blakely's Red Gum Grassy Critically Communily may occur within anéea
Woadinnd and Denved Native Grassland Endangersd

Threaiened Spedes [ Datasel Information | Status Typa of Presence

Birds

Apphocivaenrn plirygn Endangened Spacies or species habdal likely to oocur
Repen Honayeaaler within area

Lyelopsata diophihalma corgm Elﬂhw SHPECieS or Ipﬂ'ﬂll'l habatat kely o oocur
Coxen's Fig-Panol within area

Lanibprmis chscoky Endangered Spicies or species habdat likely 1o occur

hitp:/fwww.environment.gov.au/cgi-bin‘erin/ert/epbe/epbe_report.pl 15/03/,2009
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Swift Parrat

Hostaniula pustams
Australian Painted Snipe

Tinmhs malanogagier
Black-breasted Bution-guall

Frogs

Mixophyes Meay
Fleay's Frog

Mixophyes fermfus
Southern Bamed Frog, Glant Barred Frog

Mammals

Chahmiois dwyer
Large-eared Pied Bat, Large Fled Bat

Dazyurtes mpcutaius macinaslus (SE mainfand

oo

Spat-talled Quall, Spotted-tail Quoll, Tiger Cuoll

(southeasiemn mainland population)

Petrogiale emeilial
Brush-lailed Rock-wakaby

HotnroiE mpactpluis frehacliiieg
Long-nosed Fotonoo (SE mainiand)

Paeudomy's ombs
Hastings River Mouse

Pleropus poliocephalus
Grey-headed Flying-fox

Reptiles

CoBrmMpscincing mikcuiais
Three-loed Snake-jooth Skink

Plants

Arfhraxon Wi
Hairy-joinl Grass
Bosision sodwyra
Heart-leaved Bosisioa

Bosisioa fransvisa
Thras-leaved i

Bulbophytirm globidfonme
Miniature Moss-onchid
Chamafrs fwenii

Stream Clamatis

Covpharies cavnmcami
Malrer Jubs

Crymocans foatids

Stirking Cryptocarya, Stinking Laurel
Cryploslyls huanfinrarn

Leafless Tongua-archid

Dersmodium acanifocipdiem
Tharry Pea
Evcalyms claucing

@d Gl
Girarvilici quanincacnia
Hitibgrlis mi T

Al Iongiioba
Coheer Malkwirne

Page 3 of 7

within ares
Spacies of species habital may oocur within
area

Species of apecies habdtat likely o occur
wilhin anea

Endangered Speces or specses habdat likely o occur

within anea

Endangered SWmemwhmr

‘ulnerable

in anea

Species or spechkes habitat may occur within
area

Endangered Species or species habitat may occur within
area

Vulnerable

Vulnerable

Species or spacies habital mey ocour within
area

Species or species habital may ocour within
area

Endanpered Species or species habital loaly 1o ocour

Vulnerable

WVulnarable

Vulnerable

within ares
Roosiimg known to occur within area

Species of specias habital may ocour within
area

Species or spacies habitat likely 10 oot
within ama
Species or spoecies habitat lilkely 10 occuwr
within amea
Species or species habitat likely o ocour
within area

Species or species habitat likely 1o occur
within area

Species or speces habitat likely lo occur
within anea

Endangered Species or species habdal likely 1o occur

Vulnerable

WVulnerable

Vulnerable

Vulnerable

Vulnerable

Vulnerable

Yulnerable

within area

Migration route likely 1o eocur within area
Speces of speces habdnl may occur within
aran

Species or specees habial likely to occur
withiin afaa

Speces or specees habdat likely to oocur
wilhin area
Specias or speckes habital likely o occur
within area

Species or species habitat likely to occur
within area

Species or speches habitat likely to oocur
within area

http://www.environment.gov. au/cgi-binferin/ert/epbelepbe_report.pl | 5032009
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Chvinii Ciodiong
Crriprrenood, Bog Onion, Onion Cedar

Porsrcann alalior
Knatweed
Sophorn frased

Tagrmopmplii rinpriion
Minuie Orched, Ribbon-roat Orchid

TmosHem fnosonmdes
Arrow-haad Vine

Tvkenninonn woallsy

Migratory Species [ Dataset Information |
Migratory Terrestrial Species
Birds

Cyclopsito chopdi fumimia coxer
Coxen's Fig-Pamol

Hilimeirfers MacogEaler
White-bellied Sea-Eagle

Haranaliges COAhICi s
White-throated Needietail

Miogs ovrmadies
Hainbow Bea-ealer

Mengrefun mislancgies
Elack-faced Maonarch

Monarchn frivirginius
Spaciacied Monarch
Afyimarn Craraimasg
Satin Flycalcher
Fhipidurg ruffrons
Rufous Famtail

Xanihomyza phogia
Regenl Honeyeater

Migratory Wetland Specles
Birds

Arctea albia
Great Egret, VWhile Egred

Archaa ibis
Catthe Egrat

Gatimago harowickl
Latham’'s Snipa, Japanesa Snipa

Rosirafula benghalensis 5. fal
Painted Snipa

Migratory Marine Birds

Apus pacificits
Fork-taikad Swift

Ardiea ol
Great Egret, White Egret

Ardfea iis
Cattle Egret

Wulnarabba

Wulnerable

Wulnerabla

Page 4 of 7

Species or species habilat likely to ocowr
within area

Species or specias habitat Bely to ocour
within area
Species or species habital ikely io cocur
within area
Species or species habital ikely lo occur

within area

Specas or species habitatl likely lo ocour
within area

Endangered Species or species habaat likely to occur

Status

Migratory
Migratory
Migratory

Migratory

Migratary
Migratory

Migratary

Migratory
Migratory
Migratory

Migratory

Migratary
Migratary
Migratary

Other Matters Protected by the EPBC Act

Listed Manne Specias [ Dptassl nfarmutian ]

Birds
MARSerards sermipalratio

hitp:fwwow.environment.gov.awcgi-binferinfert/epbe/epbe_report.pl

Stadus

within araa
Type of Presence

Species or speckes habdal likely 1o oocur
within araa

Spacies or species habital Ealy 1o ocos
within anaa

Species or species habital may occur within
anta

Species or species habital may oocur within
araa

Breading may oocur within area

Braading ikaly bo occur within area
Breading ikely b3 occur within area
Breeding may occur within area

Species or species habitatl likely to occur
within area

Species or species habilal may occur within
BIEa
Species or spacias habiat may ocour within
BIEA
Species or spacas habital may occur within
afea

Species or spacies habital may occur within
area
Species or species habital may occur wilhin
araa

Species or spechs habital may occur within
araa

Species or specias habital may cccwr within
area

Type of Presencs

Listed -  Species or speckes habdat may occur within

15/03/2009
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Magpie Goose

Apus pacificuns
Fork-lalled Swift

Arking At
Greal Egred, White Egret

Aol 105
Catle Egret

Crtirngigpo Mo
Latham's Snipe, Japanese Snipe

Hobmpglins Micogasier
White-ballied Sea-Eagle

Harparilius CanniciAleg
White-throaied Nesdliedail

Lathamus disooor
Swnft Parmod

Merogs viralLes
Rainbow Bes-aaber

Manarchn mefanopacs
Biack-faced Monanch

Monarchs frivirpdug
Spectached Monarch

Mg cyarnoues
Satin Flycatcher

Ftipidurn nadirons
Fufous Fantail

Roslralidg benghalangs & lal
FPainted Snipe

Commoneaalth Lands [ Dalasel Infermatsen |
Communscatons, Information Technology and the Arts -

Ausiralian Postal Corporation

Communicatons, information Technology and the Arts -

Tedstra Corporation Limited
Drfrica

Places on the RNE | Datasst Information ]

Page S of 7

overlly  area

Mmaring

area

Listed -  Species or species habilat may oocur within
ouerlly area

AN

area

Lisgted -  Species or species habital may occur within
overlly  area

e

area

Listed -  Species or species habital may occur within

overfly  anea

Maring

area

Lished -  Spechs of species habital may oot within

overfly  area

maring

arga

Listed Species or species habitat likely 1o occur
within araa

Listed -  Species or species habitat may occur within

oy ares

i

area

Listed -  Species or species habilal likely to occur

crerfly within area

.

area

Listed - Species or species habitat may occur within

owarily area

Teasin

area

Ligted -  Breading may occur within area

L]

Broeding Frely (o occur within area

Breeding ikely 1o ocour within area

Braeding may ocour within anea

Species or species habilal may oo within
area

IR

http:fwww.environment.gov.aw'cgi-binerin/ert/epbe/epbe_report.pl 1 5/0372009
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Mote that not all Indigenous sfles may be listed.
Historic

CBC Bank (Former) including Residence and Stablas NSWY
Casing Courthousa NSYY

Casing Post Office Group NSW

Casing Post Office MSW

Cryraaba Staton and Cutbuldings NSW

Extra Information

State and Temitory Reserves [ Dalase! Information |
Bungabbes Mature Raserve, NSW

Hogarth Range Nalure Resansa, MSW

Mallanganee National Park, NSW

Mucklewes Mouwntain Nature Reserme, MSW

Richmond Range Mational Park, MSW

Regional Forest Agreaments [ Dalasal Information |
Mote that all RFA amsas inchueding thosa sfill undar consideration have bean ncluded.

Uppar Morth East NSW RFA, New South Wales

Caveat

The infarmalbion presanted in this report has been provided by a range of dala sources as acknowledged af the end
af the repar

This repodt & designed to assist n idenbififing the localions of places which may be relevant in delermining
obligations under the Emaronmend Profechon and Biodiversty Conservation Act 1922, Il holds mapped locations of
Weld Hertage and Register of Natonal Estate propertes, Wetlands of Inlernational Importance, Commonmwealth and
State/Terrilory reserves, Ested threatened, migratory and maring species and listed hreatened ecological
communities. Mapping of Commonwealth land is not compiele al this stage. Maps have bean collated from a ranga
of sources at varous resalutions.

Mot all spacies listed under the EPBE Act have bean mapped (s8e below) and tharalone a repor is a generad guide
only. Yithere available data supports mapping, the type of presence that can be dalerminad from the data is indicated
in genaral terms. People using this infosmation in making a referral may need to considar the gualfications betow and
may neead 10 seek and considar olher information sources.

For threatensd ecological communities where the distribution is well known, maps ane derived from recovery plans,
State vegelation maps, remote sensing imagery and other sources, Where threatenad ecological community
distributions ara less well known, éaxisting vigiation maps and paint location data are used 1o prodwss indicatie
distribution maps.

For species whers fhe disiributions are well knewn, maps are digiisad from sowrces sech as recovery plans and
detailed habitat sludies. VWhene approprate, cone breeding, foraging and roasting aneas are indicated under “type of
presance”. For species whose distribulions ane less well known, poind locations ang collated from government wildlife
authorities, museums, and non-gosernment organismions; biocimatic distribution modals are generalad and these
validated by expers. In some cases, the disinbution maps ane based solely on axpen knowledge

Only selecied specees covered by the migralory and maning provisions of the Act have bean mapped.

The follcwing specias and scological communities. have nol been mapped and do nol appear in reports produced
from this database:

o (hreptened specias listed 88 culinet of considernsd as vagranis

« s0Me species and ecological communities that have anly recantly been listed

« poma feresital species that overfly the Commornseah maring anes

» migralory species that are very widespread, vagrant. or eoly eecur in small numbers,

The following groups have besn mapped, bul may not cover the complete dstribution of the species:

hitpe/fwww.environment.gov. aw'cgi-bin‘erinfert/epbe/epbe_report.pl 15/0372009
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nan-threatendd seabirds which have anly been mapped for recorded breeding sites;
seals which have only been mapped for breeding siles near the Australian continent,

Such breeding sites may be mmportant for the profection of the Commonwealth Marine envincnment.
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NPWS - Atlas of NSW Wildlife Page | of 1

Search Results

Tour selection: Flora, threatened species, Selected Area - 152 81986,-29.00 381, 153.08536,- 18, 74354
returmed & total of 43 records of 13 speckes,

Report generated on 15703/ 2009 - 21:19 (Data valid to 08503/ 20059)

e
| R e
e

Choose up fo 3 species to map.
* Exotic {non-native) species

Plants Map Scientific Mame Commaon Namse Etlﬁ; Count Info
Cyperaceas
| Cyperus aquatilis Water Nulgross El 1 .
Fabaceae [Faboideae)
Desmodium acanthocladum Thomy Pea v : B
| Sophora fraser Brush Sophora L) 2 .
Fabaceae [Mimosoideas)
7| Archidendron hendersonil  White Lace Flower W i .
Lamiaceas
| Prostanthera palustris Swamp Mint-bush v I |
Lythraceas
Rotala tripartita El 1
Myrtaceas
Eucalyptus glaucina Slaty Red Gum v 15 B
Gossia fragrantissima Sweet Myrtie El + B
| Melaleuca irbyana Weeaping Paperbark El 7 .
Phyllanthacese
Tl Phyllanthus microclsdus Brush Saurapus El . .
Palygalaceas
Polygala linariifalia Native Milkwort El 3
Proteaceas
| Grevillea hillkana White Silky Oak/Yiel Yiel El t B
Rubisceas
Hedyatis galsokdes Sweat False Galium Ei : B

* Exobic {non-native) species
Choose up to 3 specles to map.
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Choose up to ¥ species to map.
* Ewadic (mon-nalive) species
Aves Map Sclentific Mame Comman Nams 5";3""-‘ Caunt Infao
AKE
Acantivizidas
Dasyornis brachyptenss Eastern Bristlebird El 3 .
AcCipitridas
| Lophoictinia isura Square-tailed Kite W . |
Anatdas
| Oxyurs australis Blue-billed Duck v « B
Stictonetts noevosa Freckied Duck v R |
Anseranatidae
Anseranas semipalmata Magpie Goose L) 10 -
Andeinae
Botaunus pocioptilus Australasian Bittarn L | .
lxobrychus Aavicollis Black Bittern v . |
Atrichornithidas
| Atrichomis rufescens Rufous Scrube-bind W 13 .
Cacatuidae
Calyptorhynchus banksii  Red-tailed Black-Cockatoo v B
| Calyplorhynchus lathami  Glossy Black-Cockaton v : B
Ciconlidas
| Ephippiorhiynchus asiaticus  Black-necked Stork El 182 .
Columbidas
| Prilinopus regina Rose-crovwned Fruit-Dove W 7 .
Dicrurida
Manarcha leucatis White-eared Monarch v 1 i
Jacanidse
| Irediparca gallinacea Comb-crested Jacana ) 27 .
Manurdas
| Manura alberti Albert's Lyrehird W 13 .
Phaethontidas
| Phaethon rubricauda Red-tailed Tropichird v . |
Pomatostomides
| Pomatostomus temporalis  Grey-crowned Babbler V i .
temporalis {eastern subspecies)
Psittacidae
| Lathamus discolor Swift Parmod El | .
Radlicas
| Amaurcrmis olivaceus Barsh-hedn W 1 -
Seolopacidas
| Limoss limoss Black-tailed Godwit v . |
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Strigidae
71 Minox strenua
Tumnicidas
1 Turnix misculosa
Tytonidas
| Tyto capensis
| Tyto novaehollandiae
| Tyto tenabricosa

Mammalia Map Scientific Name

Dasyuridpe
| Dasyurus maculatus
| Phascogale tapoatals
Emballonuridas
| Saocolaimus flaviventris
Macropodidas
| Petrogale penicillata
Patauridas
Petaurus australs
71 Petaurus nodfoloensis
Phascolarctidas
1 Phascolarctos cinereus
Pleropodidas
Pteropus poliocephalus

Vaspartilionidas
| Falsistrellus tasmaniensis
| Minioptéres pustralis

| Scoteanax rueppallii
Reptilia Hap Scientific Name
Elapidas
Cacophis harfiettas

71 Hoplocephalus bitorgueatus
| Hoplatephales stephensi

Powerful Owl
Red-backed Butfon-quail

Grass Owl
Masked Owl
Soaty Crwl

Cofmimon Mamms
Spotted-talled Quaoll
Brush-tailed Phascogale

Yeliow-belled Sheathtail-
bat

Brush-tailed Rock-wallaly

Yalloi-belled Gleser
Squirrel Glider

Koala
Grisy-headed Fhying-fox

Easiern False Pipéstralie
Litthe Bentwing-bat
Greater Broad-nosed Bat

Common Name

White-crowned Snake
Pale-headed Snake
Stephens' Banded Snake

* Evolic {non-native)l species
Choose up to 3 species to map.
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BUSHFIRE ATTACK ASSESSMENT REPORT Page | of 1

Created By: Web-based Bushfire Attack Assessor Version 2.0

1. User's Inputs
Local Government Area: Richmond Valley
In Alpine Areas: No
Vegetation: Forests
Effective Slope (degree): 5 (upsiope)
Separation Distance (m): 35

2. Program's Settings

Flame Width (m) : 100

Flame Angle {degres): B3 (determined by the built-in algorithm)
Flame Temperature (K} : 1090

Fame Emissivity: 0,95

Surface Available Fuel Load (t/ha): 20

Overall Fuel Load (t/ha): 25

Fire Danger Index: 80 (Fire Weather Area: Far North Coast)
Relative Humidity (%): 25

Ambient Temperature (K): 308

Heat of Combustion (k)/kg): 18600

Elevation of Receiver (m): 2.81 (determined by the built-in algorithm)

3, Program Outputs

Category of Attack: Medium

Level of Construction Required: Lewel 1

Rate of Fire Spread (km/h): 1.36 (Noble et al., 1980)
Fire Intensity (kW/m): 17564

Transmissivity: 0.79% (Fuss and Hammins, 2002)
Flame Length {m): 11.84 (RFS PBP, 2001)

Radiant Heat Flux (kW/m?): 9.23

Assessment Date; 317372009 Assesced By Wayne Moffitt

hitp/bfaa.rfs.nsw. gov.awblaa. himl 311032009
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1.0 BACKGROUND, SITE PLANNING CONTEXT & PURPOSE OF THIS REPORT

Newton Denny Chapelle is preparing a Development Application for a rurat residential subdivision at
Woodview Ridge to the wesl of Casino. The Site is described as Lot 2 DP572347 and is identified as
“‘Available Rural Residential Land” under the Richmond River Shire Rural Residential Development
Strategy. Stage 1 of the proposed development (the Investigation Area} is confined o the northemn
portions of the Site (FIGURE 1). PLATES 1 - 18 show the Investigation Area's broad characteristics.
FIGURE 2 shows a development overlay.

Searches of the NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service Database (DEC 2005a} (APPENDIX 1), and
Environment Protection & Biodiversity Conservation Act Malters of National Environmental Significance
Dalabase (DEH 2005} {APPENDIX 2) indicate that a range of significant species and features are
known from the wider locality. The Key Habitats and Corridor map for north east New South Wales
(DEC 2005b) indicates that he Site supports neither feature.

FIGURE 3 provides an extract of lhe Richmond Valley bushfire prone land map, which indicates that the
western portions of the Site may be subject lo bushfire threat.

With these matters in mind, PLACE Environmental has been engaged by Newton Denny Chapelle to
prepare an Envirconmental Management Report which:

. Identifies features of ecological significance on the site, and particularty within the area proposed
for development which may affecl the nature or extent of development,

. Suggests means of mitigating development impacls;

. Assesses bushfire hazard potential and makes appropriate recommendations; and

»  Qutlines the melhodology and results of our surveys, and discusses compliance with relevant
environmenla! planning regulations.

LANO1Y Orabeiw Estate 1 PLACE Envircnmental
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2.0 ECOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT

2.1

22

METHCDOLOGY

2.1.1 Review of Existing Data

Before the commencement of field surveys, the following documents and databases were
reviewed {o develop a working list of target species and potential managemenl issues.

NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service Database {APPENDIX 1);

Environment Protection & Biodiversily Conservation Act Matlers of National
Environmental Significance Database {APPENDIX 2);

Draft Richmond Regional Vegetatton Management Plan maps; and

Richmand Valley Shire State of the Environment Report.

2.1.2 Field Surveys

Field surveys were conducted on March 12 2005. Tasks completed included; vegetation
survey, fauna habitat assessment, assessment of the development’s likely impact, and
assessment of opportunities to incorporate ameliorative measures. Further delails are
provided in APPENDIX 3.

THE SITE'S PLANT COMMUNITIES

2.2,1 Historical Patterns of Vegetation and Disturbance

Before seftiement, the Site is likely to have supported a mix of Sclerophyll Woodland
dominated by Forest red gum {Eucafypfus tereticornis), Pink bloodwood (Corymbia
ifermedfa) and Broad-leaved apple (Angophora subvelutina), and Dry Rainforest
containing species such as Hoop pine (Araucaria cunninghamiana), Red cedar (Toona
cifiata) and Figs (Ficus spp).

2.2.2 Remnant Vegetation - Composition, Condition and Status

The Investigation Area's onginal vegetation has been completely cleared and il is now
dominated by open pasture {containing a range of common pasture grasses and pasture
weeds} and paddock trees (many of which appear to be planted) {FIGURE 2}. The large
paddock trees include; Strangling fig (Freus watkinsiana), Small-leaved fig (Ficus obliqua),
Moreton tay fig {Ficus macrophyifa), Small-fruited fig {Ficus hiffi), Jacaranda (Jacaranda
mimosifolia) and Forest red gum (Eucalyptus tereticornss). Hoop pine {Araucaria
cunninghamiana), Red cedar (Toona ciliata), Blackbean {Castanospermum ausirale) and
Silky oak {Greviffea robusta) occur in proximate areas.

LANM Orabeiw Estale 5 PLAGE Enwronmental



With reference to APPENDIX 3, no endangered or vulnerable species were recorded from
the Sile. The overall values of the vegetation are considered low, although the remaining
large lrees {in particular the mature figs) are of local conservation and landscape value.

2.3 THE SITE'S FAUNA HABITATS & CORRIDORS

2.3.1 Background

Before setllement, this area would have supported a mosaic of continuous forest which
aliowed relatively uninhibited interaction between species’ populations. However, almost
all of he original forest has been lost. The ability of animals to persist in such fragmented
landscapes shows a great deal of interspecific variation and is dependent on their
biological attnbutes. While the abundance of some species may not change {and the
abundance of others actually increase), the majority of species either decline in
abundance, forming fragmented (often unviable) distibutions throughout their former
range. The more sensitive species may become locally extinct.

In such fragmented landscapes, comdars become crtical to the long-term survival of
populations within otherwise isolated remnants®. Corridors can take the form of a well-
vegetated continuous area {eg a riparian zone) or small {sufficiently proximate} patches of
habitat which act as stepping stones. Rather than acting as a conduit for the physical
transfer of individuals, effective corrdors facilitate genetic exchange by providing a
continuum of breeding ranges.

2.3.2 Vertebrate Fauna Values

A fauna habitat assessment was completed during the March 2005 site inspection. While a
range of characteristic rural species were recorded, it is acknowiedged lhat the
assessment was limited by lack of full fauna survey. season in which surveys were
conducted and lhe single survey period. However, much is known of the area’s rural fauna
communities, and the likely occuirence of additional species can be predicled with
reasonable accuracy.

The Investigation Area contains an ephemeral waterway and two small dams. The
waterway and dams could support many of the disturbance-adapted rural amphibians
known from the locality (refer Atlas of New South Wales Wildlife records - APPENDIX 1).
The Atlas of New Soulh Wales Wildlife {DEC 2005a) indicates that there are no known
records of endangered or vulnerable amphibians in this locality. Given their known habitat
requiremenis none are considered likely to occur. The Matters of Nalienal Environmental
Significance dalabase (DEH 2005) (APPENDIX 2) indicates that the Giant barred frog and
Fleay's tarred frog are known from the wider locality and/or are provided wilh suitable
habitat?, Surveys indicate Lhat the Site does not provide suitable habiiat for these species
and that they are unlikely to occur.

" For example, they allow recolonisat-on of the remnant following catastrophic events such as bushfire
# [t shoutd be noled that unike the Atlas of New South Wales Wildlife. the Matters of NES database will lisl a sgecies based
an an actual record andior the presence ¢f suilable habitat.
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Habitat quality for terresirial reptiles is strongly influenced by attributes such as Leaf litter,
fallen logs and debris, tree hollows. suitable prey, decorticating bark and habitats of varying
thermal properties {enabling effective thermoregulation). These attributes are mosl
common in undisturbed forest environments. The Site’s highly cleared nature indicates that
many of lhe forest-dependent repliles that would have historically occurred are unlikely to
persist. The Allas of New South Wales Wildlife (DEC 2005a) and Matters of NES database
{DEH 2005) indicate that the White-crowned snake, Bar-sided farest skink and Three-toed
snake-looth skink are known from the wider locality. Based on available habitat none of
these species are likely to occur at the Site.

The Atias of New South Wales Wildlife (DEC 2005a) and Matters of NES Database (DEH
2005) indicate that several wetland/fresh meadow-dependent bird species are known from
the wider locality (Magpie goose, Black-tailed godwit, Brolga, Black necked stork, Bush
hen, Bilterns, Freckled duck, Blue billed duck and Comb-crested jacana). The dams lack
significanl fringing vegetation {eg Cumbungi) which is required by cryptic species such as
the Bitterns and Bush hen. They also lack significant areas of floating Iity pads required by
the Comb-crested jacana. They may be used on rare occasions by the Magpie goose,
Brolga and Black necked stork, although provide marginal habilat compared to the more
extensive floodplain swamps which remain in the locality.

Many of the threatened birds known from the locality are considered to be Eucalypt forest
dependent species? (Powerful owl, Barking owl, Masked owl, Sooty owl, Glossy-black
cockatoo, Regent honeyeater and Grey-crowned babbler). The Site’s hislorical Eucalypt
communites have been completely lost and it is unlikely lhat the Site now provides
significant habilat for these species.

Several rainforest dependent species are known from the locality. including Fruit-doves,
Cozxen's fig parrot, lhe Barred cuckoo shrike, Albert's lyrebird, White-eared monarch and
Marbled frogmouth. The later three species are generally confined to more intact rainforest
and are uniikely to oceur al the Site. The former species are known to disperse widety
through the landscape foraging on fruiting rainforest species and a variety of exotics. The
Site's fig trees could be an important local stepping stone for these species.

Small terrestrial mammals generally occur in greatest diversity and abundance in areas
with a complex vegetation struclure. Historically, the mixed forests of this locality would
have supporled a diverse range of species, including; the Bush rat, Yellow-footed
antechinus, Brown antechinus, Common dunnart, Common planigale, Spotted-tail quoll,
Echidna and Northern brown bandicoot. Loss of the original forest has significantly affecled
the Site's habilat value for this group, and it is likely that only common rural species such
as lhe Echidna and Northern brown bandicoot persist. It is highly unlikely that endangered
or vulnerable species such as the Spotted-tailed quoll or Long-nosed potoroo accur,

Several species of Macropod (including two threatened species} are known from the wider
locality. Based on available hatitat, the Eastern grey kangaroo and Red-necked wallaby
may occur on occasions. The Site's habitats are unsuitable for the more reslricted Parma
wallaby and Brush-lailed rock wallaby.

3 Noiing that they do accasicnally use more open sub-optimal habitats.
4 Particularly in arcas with a dense understorey layer that prowdes shelter from predators and which offers nesfing
opportunities.
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The Common brushtail pessum and Common ningtail possum may persisl around the
cluster of {ig {rees in the Site's southwest. They may also use the Sile's more scatlered
irees for dispersal. The Site no fonger supports habitats suitable for forest-dependent
arboreal mammals such as the Greater glider. Squirrel glider, Feathertail glider or Yellow-
bellied glider. and these species are considered unlikely to ocour.

The Site supports a smalt number of Forest red gums {Eucalyplus tereficornis) (a
recognised Koala feed tree). Although scat surveys failed to find signs of recent Koala
usage. Koalas are likely to persist in the wider locality and may move through the Sile on
rare occasions. State Environmental Planning Policy 44 {Koala Habitat Proteclion} is
discussed in APPENDIX 4.

A range of Microchiropleran bats are known from the locality. All species {including the
vulnerable Lillle benl-wing bat) could forage over the site. The fig trees and dams would be
particular foci of activity. The site does not contain caves, culverts or other sublerranean
features that would be used as roost sites by cave-roosting species. It also lacks trees with
hollows that would be used by tree-hole roosting species.

The Grey-headed flying fox and Black flying fox are reasonably common and widespread
species that will readily use patches of isolated and disturbed habitat. The Sile’s fig frees
could be a forage source for both species. The dams may also be used as watering points.
The site appears unlikely to provide roost habitat.

2.3,3 Corridors

The Key Habitats and Corridors map for north east New South Wales shows that a key
regional and subregional corridor {associated with Moongarne Creek and its tributaries} is
located well to the Sile’s southwest. It appears unlikely that the Sile would make any
significant contribulion to this corridor.

FIGURE 1 shows that the Site and most of the surrounding properties are almost
completely cleared, and that lhey are unlikely to make a significant contribution to the
movement of forest-dependent terreslrial fauna. However, birds and bats are more tolerant
of fragmented environments, and can use scattered patches of vegetation as “stepping
stones™ between more contiguous areas of forest. As discussed in Section 2.3.2 the Site’s
scattered trees (and in particular fig trees) are likely to be significant in \his regard.

LANOT Orabery Eslale 8 PLACE Env.ronmental



3.0 BUSHFIRE HAZARD ASSESSMENT

31 LEGISLATIVE BACKGROUND

On 1 August 2002, the Rural Fires and Environmental Legistation Amendment Act 2002
{Amendment Acl 2002) came into force. It changed the Environmental Planning and Assessment
Act 1879 (EP&A Act) and Rural Fires Act 1997 (RF Act} to improve the protection of life, property
and the environment from bushfire. The Amendment Act 2002 increases the powers of lhe NSW
Rural Fire Service (RFS) in development decisions affecting bushfire prone land and gives legal
effect to the Planning for Bushfire Protection guideline (NSW Rural Fire Service and Cepartment
of Inlrastructure Planning and Natural Resources 2001}.

A key componenl of the new requirements is the Planning for Bushfire Proteclion guideline (NSW
Rural Fire Service and Department of Infrastructure Planning and Natural Resources 2001). This
document links with Auslralian Standard AS 3959 - Construction of Buildings in Bushfire-prone
areas.

3.2 ASSESSMENT REQUIREMENTS

if a new development is to occur on bushfire-prone land, one of two new development
assessment processes applies depending on the type of development proposed. The two types
are:

. 'high risk’ development - development that is more vulnerable to bushfire risk and requires
a Bush Fire Safely Authority from the RFS. This development becomes ‘inlegrated
development' under s91(1} of lhe EP&A Act.

. olher development - development that does not require a BFSA (notably class 1, 2 and 3
buildings).

In accordance with Planning for Bushfire Protection, this document defines bushfire-prone areas
as those areas:

. wilhin or within 100m of high or medium bushfire hazards; or
. within or within 30m of low bushfire hazards;

In a practical sense, areas idenlified as being predominantty grasslands can be readily managed
angd as such are also not to be considered to be bushfire-prone.

33 ASSESSMENT METHODOLGY

All areas in NSW which have been mapped as being of potential bushfire hazard (PBH}) need to
be assessed to determine appropriate setbacks from areas of fire hazard. In accordance with
Planning for Bushfire Profection (2001), Lhe following procedure was adopted to assess the
development level in order to determine whether the development is bushfire-prone and if so,
what setbacks are required:

(a) Determination of vegetation type and class, as follows:

LANDY Orabeiw Zstate 9 PLACE Znvironmental



(  identify all vegetation in each direction from the site for a distance of 140m;

() Consult Planning for Bushfire Protection and determine the appropriate setback for
the assessed land use, vegetalion group and slope range; and

(i) select the predominant vegetation group (1 to 3} as described in Planning for
Bushfire Protection.

{b) Delermine the average slope of the land between the Predominant Yegetation Class and
the site.

{cy  Consult Tables A2.2-2.4 in Planning for Bushfire Protection and determine the appropriate
setback for the assessed land use, vegetation group and slope range.

34 ASSESSMENT RESULTS

3.4.1 Vegetation Groups

The Investigation Area and much of the surrounding lands are dominated by fow closed
pasture grass, which is analogous to Vegetalion Group three. Areas to the west (across
Ellems Bridge Road} support Eucalypt woodland analogous to Vegetation Group 2. The
Site’s vegetation characleristics are shown in PLATES 1 - 18.

3.4.2 Slope Analysis

The slope analysis is based on the Mummulgum 1: 25 000 mapsheet {3440 -11 - N). Siope
categories are shown on FIGURE 2.
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4.0

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT & COMPLIANCE

41 Ecology

The Site's most significant ecological (and landscape amenity) fealures are the large paddock
trees. The lot layout has been configured to conserve all of these trees. Building envelopes and
effluent disposal fields should also be positioned to minimise impact on the crilical root zone
{taken as the canopy drip ling) of these trees. Planning for future stages {ie services and road
alignments) should consider the position of significant trees to the south of this particular stage.
Notes are provided on FIGURE 2.

42 Bushfire

The Site's highly cleared nature negales significant bushfire threat over much of the property, and
there is a simple requirement for maintenance of a 20m managed area around each dwelling.
Taking a cautious approach, a 30m wide no build zone should be provided in the western
portions of Lot 20, and a 10m wide no build zone provided in the west of Lot 21. These measures
will ensure that there is no specific construction requirement (AS3359 - 1999) for any of Lhe lots.

43 Compliance

4.3.1 State Environmental Planning Policy 44 {Koala Habitat Protection)

There is no requirement for a Koala Plan of Management to accompany lhe application.
Further details are provided in APPENDIX 4.

4,3.2 Threatened Species Conservation Act {1995)

Surveys indicate the a range of threatened rainforest birds (Coxen’s fig parrot, Wompoo
fruit-dove, Rose-crowned fruit dove, Barred cuckoo-shrike) and Megachiropteran bals
{Grey-headed flying fox, Black flying fox) may use the Site's fig trees as stepping slones
between more contiguous patches of habitat. The Site’s dams may also provide a watering
poinl for Megachiropteran and Microchiropteran bats (including the Littte bent-wing bat}. All
of these features will be retained within the proposed layout. and remain relatively
accessible (ie there will not be a significant increase in threats to usage). Koalas may also
continue to range across the Site on rare occasions. It is considered unlikely that the
proposed development represents a significant threat to continued use.

In summary, the proposed development is unlikely to have a significant impact on the local
population of any threatened species, population or ecological community, or affecl
idenlified cnfical habitat. There is no requirement for a Species Impact Statement to
accompany the application.
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4.3.3 Environment Protection & Biediversity Conservation Act {1939}
The proposed development is unlikely to have a significant impact on any Matter of

Mational Envirenmental Significance, and there is no requirement to refer the applicalion to
the Department of Environment and Heritage for determination of Conlrolled Action status.

4.3.4 Rural Fires and Environmental Legislation Amendment Act

The Site’s highly cleared nature negates significant bushfire threat, and there is no
requirement for the provision of bushfire asset protection zones.
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NSW National Parks & Wildlife Sen
atlas of nsw wild

NFWS home

Search Results

Your selection: Flora, threatened species, Selected Area - 152.77400,-
29.01000,153.13600,-28.67700

Report generated on 22/04/2005 - 10:22 (Data valid to 17/04/2005)

Choose up to 3 species to map.

Legal Count Ino

Map Scientific Name Common Name Status
Euphorbiaceae
Phyllanthus
r microcladus - 2
Fabaceae (Faboideae)
Desmodium
r acanthocladum Thosiay Fea N 3
r Rhync_:hos':a. v 1
acuminatissima
[~ Sophora fraseri V 2
Myrtaceae
Austromyrtus
r fragrantissima El 1
™ Eucalyptus glaucina  Slaty Red Gum v
[ Melaleuca irbyana El
Polygalaceae
[~ Polygala linariifolia E1l 1
Ranunculaceae
[~ Clematis fawcettii vV 1
Rubiaceae
[T Qldenlandia galioides E1l 1
Tiliaceae
Corchorus E1 1 ﬂ
cunninghamii

Choose up to 3 species to map.

DISCLAIMER: The Atlas of New South Wales Witdlife ¢ontaing data from a number of sour¢es including
Qovernment agencies, non-government organisations and private indlviduals. These data are anly indicative
and cannot be considered a comprehensive inventory, and may contain errors and omissiens. Find cut
more about the Atlas,

[ Atlas of NSW Wildlife Home ]
[ KPWS Hame | Fecdl:ack | Copyngnt | Disclaimer | Privacy ]



Search Results

NSW National Parks & Wildlite Ser

atlas of nsw wild

NPWS home

Your selection: Fauna, all species, Selected Area - 152.77400,-29.01000,153.13600, -

28.67700

Repor generated on 22/04/2005 - 10:16 (Data valid to 17/04/2005)

Aves

Acanthizidae

Accipitridae

[ J K I R N B

LI R R D I D B I B

Aegothelidae

Alcedinidae

Anatidae

-

-

Choose up to 3 species to map.

Map Scientific Name

Acanthiza chrysorrhoa

Acanthiza lineata
Acanthiza pusilla
Acanthiza reguloides
Gerygone mouki

Gerygone olivacea

Sericarnis frontalis

Sericornis
rmagnirostris

Accipiter fasciatus

Accipiter
novaehollandiae

Aquila audax
Aviceda subcristata
Circus approximans
Circus assimilis

Elanus axillaris

Haliagetus [eucogaster

Haliastur sphenurus

Milvus migrans

Aegotheles cristatus

Alcedo azurea

Common Name

Yellow-rumped
Thornhill

Striated Thornbill
Brown Thornbill

Buff-rumped Thornbill

Brown Gerygone

White-throated
Gerygone

White-browed
Scrubwiren

Large-billed
Scrubwren

Brown Goshawk

Grey Goshawk

Wedge-tailed Eagle
Pacific Baza
Swamp Harrier
Spotted Harrier

Black-shouldered Kite

White-bellied Sea-
Eagle

Whistling Kite
Black Kite

Australian Owlet-
nightjar

Azure Kingfisher

Legat
Status
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Count Info
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Anhingidae

Anseranatidae

Apodidae

Ardeidae

Artamidae

Cacatuidae

B E e AR A A S A (N AR A B B

=

-

1
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LI R R R

Anas castanea
Anas gracilis

Anas rhynchotis
Anas superciliosa
Aythya australis
Biziura lobata
Cheneonetta jubata
Cygnus atratus

Dendrocygna arcuata

Dendrocygna eytoni

Malacarhynchus
membranaceus

Oxyura australis
Stictonetta naevosa

Anhinga melanogaster

Anseranas
semipalmata

Hirundapus
¢audacutus

Ardea alba
Ardea ibis

Ardea intermedia
Ardea pacifica

Egretta garzetta

Egretta
novaehollandiae

Ixobrychus flavicollis

Ixobrychus minutus

Artamus leucorynchus

Cracticus nigrogularis
Cracticus torquatus
Gymnaorhina tibicen
Strepera graculina

- Calyptorhynchus

funereus

- Calyptorhynchus

lathami

Chestnut Teal

Grey Teal
Australasian Shoveler
Pacific Black Duck
Hardhead

Musk Duck

Australian Wood Duck
Black Swan

Wandering Whistling-
Duck

Piumed Whistling-
Duck

Pink-eared Duck

Blue-billed Duck
Freckled Duck

Darter

Magpie Goose

White-throated
Needletail

Great Egret

Cattle Egret
Intermediate Egret
White-necked Heron
Little Egret

White-faced Heron

Black Bittern
Littie Bittern

White-breasted
Woodswallow

Pied Butcherbird
(Grey Butcherbird
Australian Magpie
Pied Currawong

Yellow-tailed Black-
Cockatoo

Glossy Bfack-Cockatoo
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[T Eolophus roseicapiilus Galah
Campephagidae

-
-
-
-
-
-
Caprimulgidae
I~
Centropodidae
r
Charadriidae
r
~
r
Ciconiidae
r
Climacteridae
r
r
Columbidae
-
-
-
r
-
r
-
-
-
r
Coraciidae
-
Corvidae
-
-

Cuculidae

Coracina lineata

Coracina maxima

Coracina
novaehollandiae

Coracina papuensis

Coracina tenuirostris
Lalage leucomela

Eurostopodus
mystacalis

Barred Cuckoo-shrike
Ground Cuckop-shrike

Black-faced Cuckoo-
shrike

White-bellied Cuckoo-
shrike

Cicadabird
Varied Triller

White-throated
Nightjar

Centropus phasianinus Pheasant Coucal

Elseyornis melanops
Erythrogonys cinctus
Vanellus miles

Ephippiorhynchus
asiaticus

Climacteris picumnus

Cormobates
leucophaeus

Chalcophaps indica
Cofumba leucomela
Columba livia
Geopelia humeralis
Geopelia placida

Leucosarcia
melanoleuca

Macropygia
amboinensis

Ocyphaps lophotes
Ptilinopus magnificus

Streptopelia chinensis

Eurystomus orientalis

Corvus coronoides

Corvus orru

Black-frontad Dotterel
Red-kneed Dotterel
Masked Lapwing

8lack-necked Stork

Brown Treecreeper

White-throated
Treecreeper

Emerald Dove
White-headed Pigeon
Rock Dove
Bar-shouldered Dove

Peaceful Dove

Wonga Pigeon

Brown Cuckoo-Dove

Crested Pigeon
Wompoo Fruit-Dove
Spotted Turtle-Dove

Dollarbird

Australian Raven

Taorresian Crow

El
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Dicaeidae

.

Dicruridae

DL A A A D B

Estrildidae

L T A

Eupetidae

I

Falconidae
-

r

-
Halcyonidae

-
-

r
Hirundinidae
-

-

Cacomantis
fiabelliformis

Chalcites lucidus

Chalcites minutillus
Eudynamys orientalis

Scythrops
novaehollandiae

Dicagum
hirundinaceum

Dicrurus bracteatus
Grallina cyanoleuca
Monarcha leucotis
Monarcha melanopsis
Manarcha trivirgatus
Myiagra inquieta
Myiagra rubecula
Rhipidura albiscapa
Rhipidura leucophrys

Lonchura
castaneothorax

Lonchura punctulata
Neochmia modesta
Neochmia temporalis

Taeniopygia bichenovii

Cinclosama
punctatum

Psophodes olivaceus

Falco berigora
Falco cenchroides

Falco longipennis

Dacelo novaeguineae

Todiramphus
macleayii

Todiramphus sanctus

Hirundo neoxena

Petrochelidon ariel

Petrochelidorn

Fan-tailed Cuckoo

Shining Bronze-
Cuckoo

Little Bronze-Cuckoo
Pacific Koel

Channel-billed Cuckoo

Mistletoebird

Spangled Drongo
Magpie-lark
White-eared Monarch
Black-faced Monarch
Spectacled Monarch
Restless Flycatcher
Leaden Flycatcher
Grey Fantail

Willie Wagtail

Chestnut-breasted
Mannikin

Nutmeg Mannikin
Plurm-headed Finch
Red-browed Finch
Double-barred Finch

Spotted Quail-thrush

Eastern Whiphbird

Brown Falcon
Nankeen Kestrel

Australian Hobby

Laughing Kookaburra
Forest Kingfisher

Sacred Kingfisher

Welcome Swallow
Fairy Martin
Tree Martin
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Jacanidae

Laridae

Maluridae

-

-
Meliphagidae

T Y7 77T 71T 1T T T

Menuridae

9

Meropidae

Neosittidae
r
Oriolidae
r

-
Orthonychidae

[ Orthonyx temminckii

nigricans

Irediparra gallinacea

Chlidonias hybridus

Chlidonias leucopterus

Malurus cyaneus
Malurus lamberti

Malurus
melanocephalus

Acanthorhynchus
tenuirostris

Entormyzon cyanotis
Lichenostomus
chrysops

Lichmera indistincta

Manorina
melanocephala

Meliphaga lewirtii
Melithreptus
albogularis
Melithreptus lunatus

Myzomela
sanguinolenta

Philemon citreogularis

Philemon corniculatus

Xanthomyza phrygia

Menura alberti

Merops ornatus

Daphoenositta
chrysoptera

Oriolus sagittatus

Sphecotheres vieilloti

Pachycephalidae

Colluricincla
harmonica

Comb-crested Jacana

Whiskered Tern

White-winged Black
Tern

Superb Fairy-wren

Variegated Fairy-wren

Red-backed Fairy-
wren

Eastern Spinebill

Blue-faced
Honeyeater

Yellow-faced
Honeyeater

Brown Honeyeater
Noisy Miner

Lewin's Honeyeater

White-throated
Honeyeater

White~naped
Honeyeater

Scarlet Honeyeater

Little Friarbird
Noisy Friarbird

Regent Honeyeater

Albert's Lyrebird

Rainbow Bee-eater

Varied Sittella

Olive-backed Oriole
Australasian Figbird

Logrunner

Grey Shrike-thrush

El
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Pardalotidae
-

-
Pelecanidae

-

Petroicidae

1711

-
Phaethontidae
r

fFalcunculus frontatus

Pachycephala
pectoralis

Pachycephala
rufiventris

Pardalotus punctatus
Pardalotus striatus

Pelecanus
conspicillatus

Eopsaltria australis
Microeca fascinans
Petroica goodenovii
Tregellasia capito

Phaethon rubricauda

Phalacrocoracidae

-
-
-
r

Pittidae
-
Podargidae
-
Podicipedidae

-

i_

Phalacrocorax carbo

Phalacrocorax
melanoleucos

Phalacrocorax
sulcirostris

Phalacrocorax varius

Pitta versicolor

Podargus strigoides

Poliocephalus
poliocephalus

Tachybaptus
novaehollandiae

Pomatostomidae

-

Psittacidae

[ E T R B B

Pomatostomus
temporalis temporalis

Alisterus scapularis
Glossopsitta concinna
Glossopsitta pusilla
Platycercus adscitus

Platycercus adscitus
eximius
Platycercus elegans

Trichoglossus

Eastern Shrike-tit

Golden Whistler

Rufous Whistler

Spotted Pardalote
Striated Pardalote

Australian Pelican

Eastern Yellow Robin
Jacky Winter
Red-capped Robin
Pale-yellow Robin

Red-tailed Tropicbird

Great Cormorant

Littie Pied Cormorant

Littie Black Cormorant

Pied Cormorant

Noisy Pitta

Tawny Frogmouth

Hoary-headed Grebe

Australasian Grebe

Grey-crowned Babbler
{eastern subsp.)

Australian King-Parrot
Musk Lorikeet

Little Lorikeet

White Cheeked
Roselia

Eastern Rosella
Crimson Rosella

Scaly-breasted

T ©° © 0

11
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Rallidae

I T e S

r

chlorolepidotus

Trichoglossus
haematodus

Amaurornis olivaceus
Fulica atra

Gallinula tenebrosa
Porphyrio porphyrio

Porzana fluminea

Porzana tabuensis

Recurvirostridae

=

Scolopacidae

LR U R U N EN B B

Strigidae

-

T

Sturnidae

L

Sylviidae

B R

-

Himantopus
himantopus

Calidris acuminata

Calidris melanotos
Gallinago hardwickii
Limosa limosa
Numenius mirtutus
Philomachus pugnax
Tringa glareola
Tringa nebularia

Tringa stagnatilis

Ninox boobook
Ninox connivens

Ninox strenua

Acridotheres tristis

Sturnus vulgaris

Acrocephalus australis

Cisticola exilis

Megalurus gramineus

Megalurus timoriensis

Threskiornithidae

-
-
F

Platalea flavipes
Platalea regia
Plegadis falcinellus

Lorikeet

Rainbow Larikeet

Bush-hen
Eurasian Coot
Dusky Moorhen

Purple Swamphen

Australian Spotted
Crake

Spotiess Crake

Black-winged Stilt

Sharp-tailed
Sandpiper

Pectoral Sandpiper
Latham's Snipe
Black-tailed Godwit
Little Curlew

Ruff

Wood Sandpiper
Common Greenshank

Marsh Sandpiper

Southern Boobook
Barking Owl
Powerful Owl

Common Myna

Common Starling

Australian Reed-
Warbler

Golden-headed
Cisticola

Little Grasshird
Tawny Grassbird

Yellow-billed Spoonbill
Royal Spoonbill
Glossy Ibis

™ Threskiornis molucca Australian White Ibis
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Turnicidae

Tytonidae

Threskiornis spinicollis

Turnix maculosa

™ Turnix pyrrhothorax

-

B R

Zosteropidae

-

Turnix varia

Tyto alba

Tyto capensis

Tyto novaehollandiae
Tyto tenebricosa

Zosterops lateralis

Amphibia Map Scientific Name

Hylidae

LI A IR S B B B

-

Litoria caerulea
Litoria dentata

Litoria fallax

Litoria gracilenta
Litoria latopalmata

Litoria lesueuri
Litoria pearsoniana

Litoria peronii
Litoria phyllochroa
Litoria tyleri

Myobatrachidae

-

L I I I B

Crinia signifera
Limnodynastes
ornatus
Limnodynastes peronii

Limnodynastes
tasmaniensis

Mixophyes fasciolatus

Pseudophryne
corfacea

Mammalia Map Scientific Name

Acrobatidae

Canidae

-

Acrobates pygmaeus

Straw-necked 1bis

Red-backed Button-
quail
Red-chested Button-
quail

Painted 8utton-quail

Barn Ow]
Grass Owl
Masked Ow]
Sooty Owl

Silvereye

Common Name

Green Tree Frog

Keferstein's Tree Frog

Eastern Dwarf Tree
Frog

Dainty Tree Frog
Broad-palmed Frog
Lesueur's Frog

Pearson's Green Tree
Frog

Peron's Tree Frog
Green Stream Frog

Tyler's Tree Frog

Common Eastern
Froglet

QOrnate Burrowing
Frog

Striped Marsh Frog
Spotted Marsh Frog
Great Barred Frog

Red-backed Toadlet

Common Name

Feathertail Glider

]

< < < 7w

p

Legal
Status

Legal
Status
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1 71

Dasyuridae

T 11

Felidae

.

Leporidae
-
~
Macropodidae

-

17171

Molossidae

1

Muridae

L

-

Canis lupus

Vulpes vulpes

Antechinus flavipes

Antechinus sp.
Dasyurus maculatus
Phascogale tapoatafa

Sminthopsis murina

Felis catus

Lepus capénsis
Oryctolagus cuniculus

Macropus giganteus

Macropus parma
Macropus rufogriseus

Petrogale penicillata

Nyctinomus australis

Hydromys
chrysogaster

Melomys sp,
Rattus fuscipes

Rattus sp.

Ornithorhynchidae

=

Peramelidae
r~
Petauridae
-

-

-
Phalangeridae

=
=
-

Ornithorhynchus
anatinus

Perameles nasuta

Petaurus australis
Petaurus breviceps

Petaurus norfolcensis

Trichosurus caninus
Trichosurus sp.

Trichosurus vulpecula

Dingo, domestic dog

Fax

Yellow-footed
Antechinus

Unidentified
Antechinus

Spotted-tailed Quoll

Brush-tailed
Phascogale

Common Dunnart

Cat

Brown Hare
Rabbit

Eastern Grey
Kangaroo

Parma Wallaby

Red-necked Wallaby

Brush-tailed Rock-
wallaby

White-striped Freetail-
bat

Water-rat

Unidentified Melomys
Bush Rat
rat

Platypus

Long-nosed Bandicoot

Yellow-bellied Glider
Sugar Glider
Squirrel Glider

Mountain Brushtail
Possum

brushtail possum

Common Brushtail
Possum

< <€ 0™
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Phascolarctidae

Potoroidae

[T Phascolarctos cinereus Koala )

[T Potorous tridactylus

Pseudocheiridae

Pteropodid

[~ Petaurcides volans

Pseudocheirus
peregrinus
ae

- Pteropus

poliocephalus

Tachyglossidae

r Tachyglossus
aculeatus

Vespertilionidae

Reptilia

Agamidae

Boidae

Chelidae

Colubridae

Elapidae

™ Chalinolobus gouldii
[~ Miniopterus australis

™ Nyctophilus gouldi

Map Scientific Name

=

r
r

Hypsilurus spinipes
Physignathus lesueurii

Pogona harbata

Marelia spilota

r variegata

[T Elseya latisternum

Dendrelaphis

r punctulata

Cacophis harriettae

Pseudechis
porphyriacus

Pseudonaja textilis

L L R R

Rhinoplocephalus
nigrescens

Pygopodidae

Scincidae

[~ Lialis burtonis

Anomalopus

r o
verreauxii

Long-nosed Potoroo vV
Greater Glider P
Common Ringtail 5
Possum

Grey-headed Flying- v

fox

Short-beaked Echidna P

Gould's Wattled Bat, P
Little Bentwing-bat
Gould's Long-eared

Bat J

Common Name Legal
Status

Southern Forest P

Dragon
Eastern Water Dragon P
Eastern Bearded

Dragon P
Carpet Python P
Saw-shelled Turtle P
Green Tree Snake P
White-crowned Snake v
Red-bellied Black p

Snake
Eastern Brown Snake P

Small-eyed Snake P

Buiton's Snake-lizard P

Three-clawed Worm-
skink

Count Info

.



'n Cryptoblepharus Cream-striped p 5
virgatus Shinning-skink
[ Eulamprus martini Dark Barsided Skink
I~ Eulamprus tenuis Bar-sided Forest-skink P 2 |§
] . Dark-flecked Garden
T Lamprophaolis delicata Sunskink P 7
: . Yellow-bellied Three-
T Saiphos equalis toed Skink p 3
Typhlopidae
- Ramphotyphlops Proximus Blind Snake P 2
proximus
Ramphotyphlops Brown-snouted Blind
o on P 2
wiedii Snake
Varanidae
™ Varanus varius Lace Monitor P 3

Choose up to 3 species to map.

DISCLAIMER: The Atlas of New South Wales Wildlife contains data from a number of sources including
goverament agencies, non-govéernment ¢rganisations and private individuals. These data are only indicative
and ¢annot be ¢onsidered a comprehensive inventory, and may contain errors and omlssions. Fand out
more about the Atlas.
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APPENDIX 2
EPBC DATA
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Protected Matters Search Tool
You are here: DEH Home > EPBC Act > Search

EPBC Act Protected Matters Report

This report provides general guidance on matters of national environmental significance and other
matters prolected by the EPBC Act in the area you have selected. Information on the coverage of
this report and qualifications on data supporting this report are contained in the caveat at the end of
the report.

22 April 2005 10:08

You may wish to print this report for reference before moving te other pages or websites.

The Australian Natural Resources Atlas at http:/fwww.environment.gov.aufatlas may provide further
environmental information relevant to your selected area. Information about the EPBC Act including
significance guidelines, forms and application process details can be found at

http:/iwww deh.gov aulepbcfassessmentsapprovalsfindex.html

Search Type: Area
Buffer: 10 km

Coordinates: -28.6771,152.7743, -29.0107,152.7743, -29.0107,153.1366, -28.677,153.1366
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Report Contents:

———— — ———————————

Summary

Matters of National Environmental Significance

This part of the report summarises the matters of national environmental significance that may
oceur in, or may relate to, the area you nominated. Further information is available in the detail part
of the report, which can be accessed by scrolling or following the links below. If you are proposing
to undertake an activity that may have a significant impact on one or more matters of national
environmental significance then you should consider the Administrative Guidelines en Significance
- see http:/www.deh.gov. au/epbcfassessmentsapprovalsiguidelines/index.html.

World Heritage Properties: 1
National Heritage Places: None
Wetlands of International Significance: 1
{Ramsar Sites)

Commonwealth Marine Areas: None
Threatened Ecological Communities: None
Threatened Species: 40
Migratory Species: 10

Other Matters Protected by the EPBC Act

This part of the report summarises other matters protected under the Act that may relate to the
area you nominated. Approval may be required for a proposed activity that significantly affects the
environment on Commonwealth land, when the action is outside the Commonwealth land, or the
environment anywhere when the action is taken on Commonwealth land. Approvat may also be
required for the Commonwealth or Commonwealth agencies proposing to take an action that is
likely to have a significant impact on the envirenment anywhere.

The EPBC Act protects the environment on Commonwealth land, the environment from the actions
taken on Commonwealth land, and the environment from actions taken by Commonwealth
agencies. As heritage values of a place are part of the 'environment’, these aspects of the EPBC
Act protect the Commonwealth Heritage values of a Commonwealth Heritage place and the
heritage values of a place on the Register of the National Estate. Information on the new heritage
laws can be found at http:/fwww.deh.gov. au/heritagefindex_html.

Please note that the current dataset on Commonwealth land is not complete. Further information
on Cemmonwealth land would need to be obtained from relevant sources including
Commonwealth agencies, local agencies, and land terure maps.

A permit may be required for activities in or on a Commonwealth area that may affect a member of
a listed threatened species or ecological community, a member of a listed migratory species,
whales and other cetaceans, or a member of a listed marine species. Information on EPBC Act
permit requirements and application forms can be found at

http:/Maww . deh.gov. au/epbc/permits/index.html.

Commenwealth Lands: 4
Commonwealth Heritage Places: None
Places on the RNE: 4

Listed Marine Species: 14


http://www.deh.qov.au/epbc/assessmentsapprovals/quidelines/index.html
http://www.deh.qov.au/heritaqe/index.html
http://www.deh.qov.au/epbc/permits/index.html

Whates and Other Cetaceans: None
Critical Habitats: None

Commonwealth Reserves: None

Extra Information

This part of the report provides information that may also be relevant to the area you have
nominated.

State and Territory Reserves:; 7
Other Commonwealth Reserves: None
Regional Forest Agreements: 1
Details

Matters of National Environmental Significance

World Heritage Properties [ Dataset Information )

Central Eastern Rainforest Reserves (Focal
Peak Group) NSW

Wetiands of International Significance [ Dataset Information ]
(Ramsar Sites)

LITTLE LLANGOTHLIN NATURE RESERY Within same catchment as Ramsar
site

Threatened Species [ Dataset Information | Status Type of Presence

Birds

Cyclopsitta diophthalma coxei Endangered Species or species habitat likely to

Coxen's Fig-Parrot occur within area

Lathamus discolor Endangered Species or species habitat may

Swift Parrot occur within area

Poephifa cinclta cincta Endangered Species or species habitat likely to

Black-throated Finch (southern) occur within area

Rostratula australis Vulnerable Species or species habitat may

Australian Painled Snipe occur within area

Turnix mefanogaster Vulnerable Species or species habitat likely to

Black-breasted Button-guail accur within area

Xanthomyza pfrygia Endangered Species or species habitat likely to

Regent Honeyeater oceur within area

Frogs

Mixophyes fleays * Endangered Species or species habitat likely to

Fleay's Frog occur within area

Mixophyes iteratus * Endangered Species or species habitat likely to

Southern Barred Frog, Giant Barred Frog oceur within area

Mammals

Chalinolobus dwyeri Vulnerable Species or species habitat may



Large-eared Pied Bat, Large Pied Bat

Dasyurus macufatus macufatus (SE mainfand
popufation)

Spot-tailed Quoll, Spotted-tait Quoll, Tiger
Quoll {southeastern mainland population)

Petrogale peniciffata
Brush-tailed Rock-wallaby

Potorous tridactylus fridactylus
Long-nosed Poteroo (SE mainland)

Pseudomys oralis
Hastings River Mouse

Pteropus pofiocephalus
Grey-headed Flying-fox
Reptiles

Coeranoscincus reticufatus *
Three-toed Snake-tooth Skink
Plants

Arthraxon hispidus
Hairy-joint Grass

Austromyrtus fragrantissima

Scale Myrtle, Sweet Myrtle

Bosistoa selwyni
Heart-leaved Bosistoa

Bosistoa transversa
Three-leaved Bosistoa

Buthophyftum globuliforme
Miniature Moss-orchid

Clematis fawcettii *
Stream Clematis

Corchorus cunminghamii
Native Jute

Cryptostylis hunteriana
Leafless Tongue-orchid

(A.G.Floyd 1595)

Desmodium acanthocfadum
Thorny Pea

Eucalyptus glaucina
Slaty Red Gum

Grevilfea quadricauda
Hibbertia marginata

Hicksbeachia pinnatifofia

Monkey Nut, Bopple Nut, Red Bopple, Red
Bopple Nut, Red Nut, Beef Nut, Red Apple
Nut, Red Boppel Nut, Ivory Silky Oak

Endangered

Vulnerable
Vulnerable
Endangered

Vulnerable

Vulnerable

Vulnerable
Endangered
Vulnerable
Vulnerable
Vulnerable
Vulnerable
Endangered
Vulnerable
Endangered
Vulnerable
Vulnerable
Vulnerable
Vulnerable

Vuinerable

occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat may
accur within area

Species or species habitat may
Qccur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
aceur within area

Species or species habitat may
accur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
oceur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
oceur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
oceur within area

Species or species habitat may
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habital likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
oceur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area



Macadamia tetraphylia

Rough-shelled Bush Nul, Macadamia Nut,
Rough-shelled Macadamia, Rough-leaved
Queensland Nut

Marsdenia tongitoba
Clear Milkvine

Ochrosia moorei
Southern Ochrosia

Qwenia cepiodora
Onionwood, Bog Onion, Onion Cedar

Persicaria efatior
Knotweed

Rapanea sp. Richmond River (J.H.Maiden &

J.t Boorman NSW 26751)

Purple-leaf Muttonwaood, Lismore Muttonwood

Sarcochitus hartmannii
Waxy Sarcochilus, Blue Knob Orchid

Sophora fraserf

Syzygium hodgkinsoniae
Smooth-bark Rose Apple, Red Lilly Pilly

Tinospora tinosporoides
Arrow-head Vine

Tylophora woollsii

Migratory Species [ Dataset Information ]
Migratory Terrestrial Species
Birds

Cyclopsitta diophthalma coxeni
Coxen's Fig-Parrot

Haliaeetus leucogaster
White-bellied Sea-Eagle

Hirandapus caudacutus
White-throaled Needletail

Monarcha mefanopsis
Black-faced Monarch

Monarcha trivirgatus
Spectacled Monarch

Myiagra cyanofeuca
Satin Flycatcher

Rhipidura rufifrons
Rufous Fantait

Xanthomyza phrygia
Regent Honeyeater

Migratory Wetland Species
Birds
Gallinago hardwickif

Vulnerable

Vulnerable
Endangered
Vulnerable
Vulnerable

Endangered

Vulnerable
Vulnerable
Vulnerabie
Vulnerable
Endangered

Status

Migratory
Migratory
Migratory
Migratory
Migratory
Migratory
Migratory

Migratory

Migratory

Species or species habitat likely to
oceur wilhin area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habital likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely ta
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
oceur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Type of Presence

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat may
occur within area

Breeding may occur wilhin area
Breeding likely to occur within area
Breeding likely to occur within area

Breeding may occur within area

Species or species habitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat may



Latham's Snipe, Japanese Snipe

Rostratita benghalensis s. fat.
Painted Snipe

Migratory

occur within area

Species or species habitat may
occur wilhin area

Other Matters Protected by the EPBC Act

Listed Marine Species [ Dataset Information ]

Birds

Anseranas semipalinata
Magpie Goose

Apus pacificus
Fork-tailed Swift

Ardea alba
Great Egret, White Egret

Ardea ibis
Cattle Egret

Galfinago hardwicki
Latham's Snipe, Japanese Snipe

Haliagcetus leucogaster
White-bellied Sea-Eagle

Hirundapus caudacutus
White-throated Needletail

Swift Parrot

Merops ornatus
Rainbow Bee-eater

Monarcha melanopsis
Black-faced Monarch

Monarcha trivirgatus
Spectacled Monarch

Myiagra cyanoleuca
Satin Flycatcher

Status

Listed -
overfly
marine
area

Listed -
overfly
marine
area

Lisled -
overfly
marine
area

Listed -
overfly
marine
area

Listed -
overfly
marine
area

Listed

Listed -
overfly
marine
area

Listed -
overdly
marine
area

Listed -
overfly
marine
area

Listed -
overfly
marine
area

Listed -
overfly
marine
area

Listed -
overfly
marine

Type of Presence

Species or species habitat may accur
within area

Species or species habilat may occur
within area

Breeding likely to occur within area

Breeding likely to occur within area

Species or species habitat may occur
within area

Species or species hahitat likely to
occur within area

Species or species habitat may occur
wilhin area

Species or species habitat may occur
within area

Species or species habitat may occur

within area

Breeding may occur within area

Breeding likely to occur within area

Breeding likely to occur within area



arca

Rhipidura rufifrons Listed - Breeding may occur within area
Rufous Fantail overfly

marine

area
Rostratula benghafensis s. fat. Listed - Species or species habitat may occur
Painted Snipe overfly  within area

marine

area

Commonwealth Lands [ Dataset Information |

Communications, Information Technology and
the Arts - Australian Postal Corporation

Communications, Information Technology and
the Arts - Telstra Corporation Limited

Defence
Unknown

Places on the RNE [ Dataset Information ]
Note that not all Indigenous sites may be listed.

Historic
Casino Post Office NSW

Indigenous

Nimbin Rocks Area NSW

Extra Information

State and Territory Reserves [ Dataset Information ]
Bungabbee Nature Reserve, NSW
Bungawalbin National Park, NSW

Hogarth Range Nature Reserve, NSW
Mallanganee National Park, NSW

Mount Pikapene National Park, NSW
Mucklewee Mountain Nature Reserve, NSW
Richmond Range National Park, NSW

Regional Forest Agreements [ Dataset Information )
Note that all RFA areas including those still under consideration have been included.

Upper North East NSW RFA, New South Wales

— o e i m + AR e e

Caveat

The information presented in this report has been provided by a range of data sources as
acknowledged at the end of the report.

This report is designed to assist in identifying the locations of places which may be relevant in
determining obligations under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999.
It holds mapped locations of World Heritage and Register of National Estate properties, Wetlands of



International Importance, Commonwealth and State/Territory reserves, listed threatened, migratory
and marine species and listed threatened ecological communities. Mapping of Commonwealth land
is not complete at (his stage. Maps have been collated from a range of sources at various
resolutions.

Not all species listed under the EPBC Act have been mapped (see below) and therefore a report is
a general guide only. Where available data supports mapping, the type of presence that can be
determined from the data is indicated in general terms. People using this information in making a
referral may need to consider the qualifications below and may need to seek and consider other
information sources.

For threatened ecological communities where the distribution is well known, maps are derived from
recovery plans, State vegetation maps, remote sensing imagery and other sources. Where
threatened ecological community distributions are less well known, existing vegetation maps and
point location data are used to produce indicative distribution maps.

For species where the distributions are well known, maps are digitised from sources such as
recovery pians and detailed habitat studies. Where appropriate, core breeding, foraging and
roosting areas are indicated under "type of presence”. For species whose distributions are less well
known, peint locations are collated from government wildlife authorities, museums, and non-
government organisations; bioclimatic distribution models are generated and these validated by
experts. In some cases, the distribution maps are based solely on expert knowledge.

Only selected species covered by the migratary and marine provisions of the Act have been
mapped.

The following species and ecological communities have not been mapped and do not appear in
reports produced from this database:

» threatened species listed as extinct or considered as vagrants
» sOme species and ecological communities that have only recently been listed
¢ some teriestiial species that overfly the Commonwealth marine area

» migratory species that are very widespread, vagrant, or only aceur in small numbers.

The following groups have been mapped, but may not cover the complete distribution of the
species:

» non-threatened seabirds which have only been mapped for recorded breeding sites:
» seals which have only been mapped for breeding sites near the Australian continent.

Such breeding sites may be impartant for the protection of the Commonwealth Marine environment.
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APPENDIX 3
SITE ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY
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Vegetation Survey
The following tasks were completed during the specific vegetation survey:

Designating plant communities based on the melhadology set out by Walker & Hopkins {1930};

. Assigning vegetation communities to Richmond Regional Vegetation Management Plan forest
types;

«  Conducting searches for significant planls and plant communities (as listed by the EPBC Act and
TSC Act);

«  Compiling a plant species list; and

¢  Assessing the condition of the vegetation refative to its likely original floristic structure and
compasition.

Fauna Survey

A fauna habitat assessment’ was conducted to determine the site's habitat values. Specific searches
were conducted for the following features:

Areas with a dense understorey which are favoured by small terrestrial mammals;
Wetlands, streams and other features of importance for aquatic and semi-aquatic fauna;
Caves, culverts, trees containing large and small hollows and other similar structures. Such
features are used as roost or nest siles by a range of species;
Typically prominent nests of Raptors;
Specific feed tree species (ie Forest red gqum for Koalas) and signs of activity (scats, chewed
seed cones elc);
" Insect and blossom producing habitats; and
»  Rainforest habitats.

5 Habitats occupied by the variaus threatened species are oullingd in the National Parks & Wildlife Service Threatened
Species Profiles and in habitat summaries on the Wildlife Allas. Reference was also made to 3 wide range of standard texis.
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APPENDIX 4
SEPP 44 ASSESSMENT
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1.0 Is the land within a local government area identified in Schedule 1 of the policy?

Yes. The sileis siluated within the Richmond Valley LGA.

2.0 Does the land contain potential Koala habitat?

Yes, the site supports the primary Koala feed tree Forest red gum {Eucalyptus tereficomnis) and is within

an area currently used by Koalas.

3.0 Do Schedule 2 species comprise greater than 15% of species in the upper and lower strata
of the tree component?

Forest red gum comprises significantly less than 15% of species in the upper and lower strata of the

tree component.

4.0 |[s the land core Koala Habitat?

NA

5.0 Is a Plan of Management required?

There is no requirement to prepare a Koala plan of management.
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