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MONA VALE NSW 2103

Attention: Mr. Lindsay Dyce

Qur reference: F .« 384

Your referénce:

Dear Sir:

INGLESIDE /WARRIEWOOD LAND RELEASE
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION STUDIES
FINAL FAUNA CONSERVATION STUDY 8/8/94

Please find enclosed comments of the National Parks and Wildlife Service on the
above.

If you require further information, please contact Senior Ranger Tom Bagnat at
Garigal National Park - Tel: 451.3479.

Yours faithfully,

s

&?\Robert Conroy
District Manager
for the Director-General
10th October, 1994
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COMMENTS - FAUNA SURVEY

The report states that: the limited budget allocation
 prevented the researchers from conducting a comprehensive
field survey and site sampling (which may be true).
However, due to the limited surveying, there are a lot
of questions about the possibility of schedule 12 species
(NPW Act 1974) occurring in certain areas within the
study area. Therefore prior to any development, extensive
environmental assessment will have to be conducted.

I refer to comments made by the National Parks and
Wildlife Service and reiterate the following points:

* There is a lot of extrapolation and assumptions in
the survey;

* Wildlife corridors have not been adequately
identified;

* Choosing one sample area per vegetation group is
inadequate because this assumes uniformity and does
not take into consideration microclimatic or
topographic changes in each vegetation area;

* There is no qualitative or quantitative assessment of
habitat quality, again it is based on assumption;

* Core areas of habitat which may have higher
conservation values, within each vegetation type
have not been identified.

In general, the researchers have - based their
classification system on the vegetation communities. They
have assumed that all woodland areas are of high
conservation value while all open or disturbed areas have
a low conservation value.

The classifications fail to take into account other
factors such as: microclimatic changes, aspect, slope,
topography, exposure, age-class diversity of vegetation,
location and any external pressures.

For example; open and disturbed areas have been
Classified as class (a), however it is possible that the
Green and Golden Bell Frog (Litoria aurea) may occur in
water bodies. If this is correct, then the water body
areas may have to be classified as class (d) or (e) as it
would obviously be a core habitat area.

Within each vegetation community, including the modified
areas, there™wiTl" -be "some  areas <that —are —et  higher
conservation value due to habitat quality. Therefore
within each community there will be a range of
classifications that can be applied.




The classifications given to each area should be used as
a guide and further research needs to be conducted prior

to any development.

In addition several sections of the tender brief have not
been addressed, for example:

* There is poor replication of the survey sites;

* There is insufficient information to make
classifications credible;

* There is no management strategy for the protection
and enhancement of wildlife corridors or restoration
of habitat areas.

In conclusion the present study is not of sufficient
standard to make informed planning decisions and
recommendations. The report needs to be supplemented by
further studies.

ADDTIONAIL. COMMENTS PER SECTION OF THE STUDY
Section 3.4. Fauna Habitat Class (D) Areas

The Rocky Heath area has been classified as Class (d),
however it is possible that several schedule 12 species
(NPW Act 1974) occur. Therefore these areas should be
researched further before a definite classification is
given.

The Tall Open Forest has been identified as a potential
wildlife corridor along an escarpment, shouldn’t this be
classified as class (e) to maintain aesthetic values and
provide habitat protection?

Other management options for the Casuarina Wetland may
include:

* requirement for property owners to plant native
plants;

* limited clearing regulations on properties, so that
natural bushland areas are maintained.

Section 3.5. Fauna Habitat Class (E) Areas

Wildlife corridors of Woodland, Swamp Mahogany, Closed
Forest and Open Forest vegetation types could be expanded
through the <class (d) areas. Council could place
conditions on the development consents requiring property
owners tc plant native species that are endemic to these
areas.

Consideration ought to be given to employing bush
reggneration contractors to rehabilitate the «critical
habitat areas. The contractor could also help educate the




and Assessment Act (1979), - The National Parks and
Wildlife Act (1974) and the Endangered Fauna (interim)
Protection Act (1993) must be complied with.

Section 5.6. Indigenous Vegetation

Exotic species that are prolific
should be disencouraged in al

seeders or spread easily
1l areas, and especially

class (d) and areas adjacent to class (e). This could
be enforced through the development approval consents.

Section 5.7. Local Residents & Bushland Management

Local residents could be encoura

ged to participate in the

council bush regeneration programs

Section 6.0. Additional Studies

There needs to be further studie

S in areas where schedule

12 species many occur. The entire area needs further
study to identify core habitat areas within each

vegetation community and
classification system applied.

Council should recommend that

perhaps revise the

pProperty owners plant

native trees to provide habitat areas for fauna, these

can act as wildlife corridors.

aw/fauna.doc26/9/94disc4
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SUBMISSION OM VISUAL IMPACT STUDY -
CROPOSED 1NGLESIDE/WARRIEWGOD LAND RELEAZE }
The lugieside Residents Association would like Lo submit shee
following comments on Lhe visnal impact study prepared Lor \
Fitlwater Council by Environmental Fartnervhip B0

We feal that while in general terms the study has identified
areas thab are unsuitable for ubran development and classified
obhers as bo Lheir sulbability we: have difficullies with =zoms of
the methodology and detail of the study .

A5 Jecal residents we find it almost impusasible to reconcile
the bhoundaricez on the maps wilh characteristics of the area
are el s Skl More iaformation on  fieldwork.

Lo )
determined

pspecially relating to how the boundaries: were
would be helpful to our understanding and would facilitate

furlher input from us.

2 Wa conzider Lhe planning guidelines as set cut. in figure 7.1 to
be Loo open ended. We understand thal the studieg carr!

out e Lhis proposed developent we e Lo provide
inEouialion e enable Council Lo Jotermine Lhe apropriale
size and [orm of Lthe development. Moct: =lLalemsnbs L the
guidelines however  oeem Lo be almed al  @uiding Whe

o0 Dprdlibr sl il Aoneiheedl ol Ereglbaag o ae

deve lopmern b
seliling

semeanll e e e spea:  such  was, Lo exanple
aprropriate housing density Liceetls for edch area.
Siliyn e Byt Bttt o e Blein e T o LLGRE L sugpested Lhat
guidelione number D (site clearing) reveais o fallupe n s
par-l of Lhe cousuliants to appr e
characteristics o8 nmuch of Inglesids sepelalion.
o bdsularly i ardas of rocky neath. the ringen (e eEm. @l
1:2 or 3 metr<a iz simpedy ool workabiie.

{5

‘iate Lhe tundamental

cebaining sledps ol ;
Lt Uhie assometion Bhat sach apreae will an sther acrounds bLe
et e cunLatel el Fap  lavese Bladhs stloss, thier Ldea of
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expressing anount of existing vegetation to be retained as
function of block gsize would be more realistic.

that although tLhe consultants have providec
the Cinished report does not have sufficier
valus as a planning tosl for Lhe determination of Lhe nature and
character of the proposed development.. We reguest thalt an
improved document. be produced in the future.

By and large we feel
a general dirvect jon,

L} 2
lavid Hoskins

Secretary




