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review of PubLic submissions - (As 
summAriseD by eLton consuLtinG)

ecoLoGy
Flora & Fauna

Retreat	and	decline,	habitat	destruction,	weed	infestation,	
native	plantings,	threats	to	biodiversity,	sand	fly	nuisance.	
Addressed	in	Section	B1.

Threatened Species
Habitat	 reduction,	 large	 number	 of	 threatened	 species.	
Addressed	in	Section	B1.

Forest Area
All	forest	should	be	protected.	Addressed	in	Section	B1.	

Much	forest	retained,	all	EEC’s	retained.

Ecological Impact
Generally	anti-development.	Addressed	in	Section	B1.	

Most	of	the	site	conserved	in	perpetuity	including	virtually	
all	EEC’s	and	substantial	areas	of	dry	forest.

Wildlife Corridor
Maintains	the	uninformed	and	erroneous	notion	of	east-west	
corridor.	Addressed	in	Section	B1.	Corridors	only	achievable	
along	 creek	 lines	 due	 to	 highway	 and	 clearing	 west	 of	
highway.

Protection of the Site
Desired	complete	conservation	without	any	recognition	
of	means	of	doing	so.	Addressed	in	Section	B1.	Most	of	
the	site	is	able	to	be	conserved	in	exchange	for	modest	
development.

Environmental Values
Statements	do	not	reflect	reality.	Addressed	in	Section	B1.

Key Threatening Processes
Addressed	in	Section	B1.

Threat of Domestic Pets
Addressed	in	Section	B1.

Environmental protection and Biodiversity Conservation 
Act 1999

Management	by	community	not	proved.	Addressed	in	Section	
B1.	Proponent	is	not	averse	to	dedication	and	management	
by	State	Authority	or	Council.

conservAtion mAnAGement
Ongoing Management

Addressed	in	Section	B1	as	above.
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See	Section	B1.	Management	by	State,	conservation	area	
dedicated.

Protection of Area
Fencing	proposed,	water	treatment	proposed,	tree	retention	
proposed.	See	Section	B1.

environmentAL Assessment rePort
Adequacy

Most	of	the	claims	made	here	are	untrue.	These	issues	relate	
to	assessment	and	are	addressed	in	B1	and	elsewhere	in	
report.

ProPoseD DeveLoPment
Location

Assertions	are	incorrect.	The	development	area	was	selected	
based	completely	on	environmental	values.	It	is	not	pristine	
forest,	not	affected	by	flooding,	does	not	require	additional	
buffers.

Design
Lot	sizes	have	been	increased.

Native	plantings	and	tree	retention	proposed.

Walkways	to	be	designed	with	government	authorities.	See	
Section	B1.

consuLtAtion Process
Public Consultation

This	process	was	provided	by	experts	in	the	field.	There	is	no	
obligation	for	group	discussion.	Comments	not	“dismissed”,	
timing	and	location	were	impacted	by	factors	beyond	our	
control,	there	is	no	point	of	common	ground	between	“no	
development”	advocates	and	proponents.

stormwAter mAnAGement
Stormwater	 management	 addressed	 in	 C5	 and	
appendices.

PLAnninG
A	 variety	 of	 conflicting	 opinions	 were	 raised.	These	 are	
addressed	in	previous	Environmental	Assessment	Report.

fLooDinG, coAstAL Processes
Addressed	in	B5	and	previous	reportage.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•



Response to Department of Planning - Post Exhibition
  Part E - Appendix

K - resPonse to community (informAtion DAy)

K

cLimAte cHAnGe
Vegetation	retention	recommended	Wider	policy	issue.

See	Section	B5.

PubLic Access
Addressed	in	EA,	B1	and	C2	and	will	be	designed	with	state	
authorities	prior	to	DA.

trAffic AnD Access
See	RTA	upgrade.

No	ratepayer	cost.	Addressed	in	B2.

AboriGinAL cuLture
Consultation	ongoing	and	will	continue.

noise
Road	noise	will	be	assessed	with	DA	and	in	context	of	more	
detailed	RTA	proposal.
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