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review of PubLic submission -	(As 
summAriseD by DoP)
Threatened Species (See B.1)

Impacts	on	threatened	species.	Assessment	of	significance	
done	for	all	relevant	species.

Flying	fox	camp	not	threatened.

No	impact	on	Moonee	Quassia,	Beadles	Grevillea	and	Scented	
Acronychal	recovery	plan.

Assessments	carried	out	as	requested	by	DOP.

Threatened	species	habitat	addressed.

Endangered Ecological Communities (See B.1)
No	unacceptable	impact	likely	on	EEC’s.

Edge	treatments	carefully	considered	by	means	of	design,	
management	and	buffers	where	necessary.

Vegetation Clearing (See B.1)
The	 proposal	 will	 result	 in	 permanent	 conservation	 of	
80,000m²	of	vegetated	site	and	no	fragmentation.	

The	proposal	clearly	articulates	areas	of	clearing	required	for	
bushfire	protection,	bio-retention,	parklands	and	walking	trails	
and	these	do	not	create	additional	clearing	requirements	of	
conservation	areas.

Trees	will	be	preserved	within	development	precincts.

Wildlife Corridors (See B.1)
The	corridor	is	protected	along	creek	lines	which	in	reality	
is	the	only	functional	area	in	the	long	term	(with	highway	
duplication	and	clearing	to	west	of	highway).

RTA	has	proposed	one	(1)	only	culvert	underpass	under	the	
highway	on	northern	watercourse	and	they	will	“investigate”	
possible	bridge	crossing.	The	proposal	suggests	north	and	
south	underpasses	as	corridors	and	bridges	as	required	for	
canopy	species.

30	threatened	species	will	be	able	to	continue	using	E-W	
corridor	at	creek	underpasses	as	per	RTA	and	then	some.

Key Threatening Processes (See B.1)
These	processes	are	covered	in	detail	in	Section	B.1	which	
discusses	clearing,	weeds,	pest	species,	 loss	of	HBT’s,	feral	
animals	at	length	and	concludes	that	impacts	are	minimal.

Protection of the Site
The	proponents	agree	that	the	bulk	of	the	site	should	be	
protected	(75%	plus	in	the	Preferred	Project	Plan)	and	that	
this	might	be	done	either	by	dedication	or	Community	Title	
management.

Purchase	does	not	seem	to	be	an	option.

Environmental Protection/Biodiversity Act
Tests	carried	out	where	relevant.

Other Ecological Impacts (See B.1)
Edge	effects	incorporated	into	design.

Walkways	provide	controlled	access	to	beach	resource	and	
can	be	managed.	Negative	impacts	exist	at	the	moment	from	
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unauthorised	access.

Adequacy Flora and Fauna Assessment
Assessments	were	carried	out	by	professionals	and	extended	
where	appropriate	to	cover	recommendations	by	DOP	and	
DECC.

Impacts on Moonee Estuary, SEP 14 Wetland and Marine 
Park

No	impacts	expected	on	Marine	Park.

100m	 buffer	 is	 not	 required	 around	 SEP	 14	 wetland,	
endangered	communities	and	Sugar	Mill	Creek.

Stormwater	runoff	is	managed.

Sizing	of	detention	ponds	will	be	carried	out	as	part	of	DA	
process.

Gross	pollution	traps	will	be	included	where	necessary.

Riparian	zones	of	all	creeks	retained	beyond	50m.

Flooding, Climate Change Sea Level Rises
Addressed	in	Section	B5.

Urban Design
Infill	development	not	sprawl.

Not	ribbon	development.

Will	not	destroy	green	space	between	Sapphire	and	Moonee	
Beach.

Single	dwellings	only	in	preferred	plan.

No	evidence	that	rear	lanes	facilitate	crime.

Aboriginal Cultural Heritage
Aboriginal	Land	Council	has	been	consulted.

Planning
Development	is	appropriate	for	existing	zoning.	No	density	
control	in	Moonee	DCP	which	does	not	apply	to	this	site.

Traffic and Access
Similar	car	reliance	to	the	rest	of	coastal	development	in	
Coffs	and	elsewhere.

Highway	access	temporary	and	to	be	negotiated	with	RTA.

Highway	can	cope	with	additional	traffic.

Over Development
The	proposal	is	not	“over	development”.

Coastal	land	is	still	in	demand.

Social Impacts
The	proposed	social	impacts	are	absolute	nonsense	and	not	
based	on	fact	or	evidence	but	on	prejudice.

Ecologically Sustainable Development
The	development	can	employ	sustainable	technologies	in	
excess	of	most	development	in	the	region.

The	 precautionary	 principle	 is	 employed	 regularly	 by	
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opponents	 of	 development	 in	 case	 they	 don’t	 win	 the	
argument	with	facts.

Infrastructure
Council	advise	that	infrastructure	is	available.

S94	contribution	can	be	negotiated	with	Council.

Consultation 
Documentation	 of	 correspondence	 with	 government	
authorities	not	required.

Bushfire
Bushfire	 assessment	 included	 in	 Section	 B6	 and	
appendices.

Visual Amenity
Scenic	amenity	will	not	be	“destroyed”	and	in	fact	will	be	little	
changed	except	for	people	on	the	site	or	at	Green	Point.
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