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Thomas Holmes

From: Lachlan Grange
Sent: Wednesday, 13 February 2019 3:41 PM
To: Gina Metcalfe
Cc: Thomas Holmes
Subject: FW: Greater Macarthur Growth Area 2040 Submission
Attachments: KoalaPriority.png

Hi team, 
 
We have received a formal submission to the planning@planning mailbox (which was used to send the recent email 
to subsribers).  
 
Please see below for consideration. 
 
Lachlan Grange 
Communication Advisor 
Department of Planning and Environment 
Level 23, 320 Pitt Street | Sydney NSW 2000 
T 02 9274 6282   M 0436 653 986 
 

From: DPE Planning Mailbox  
Sent: Wednesday, 13 February 2019 3:40 PM 
To: Lachlan Grange <Lachlan.Grange@planning.nsw.gov.au> 
Subject: FW: Greater Macarthur Growth Area 2040 Submission 
 
 
 

From: GREA . <go_river_@hotmail.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, 13 February 2019 9:04 AM 
To: DPE Planning Mailbox <planning@planning.nsw.gov.au>; Gina Metcalfe <Gina.Metcalfe@planning.nsw.gov.au> 
Subject: Greater Macarthur Growth Area 2040 Submission 
 
 
 

 
Subject: Greater Macarthur Growth Area 2040 Submission 
 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Greater Macarthur 2040, Interim Plan for the Greater 
Macarthur Growth Area. The Georges RIver Environmental Alliance (GREA)  has a stakeholder interest in 
this as it impacts on the future ecological integrity of the natural lands and rivers, including the Georges, 
within the Macarthur region and  its capability to provide liveable communities for its people.  
 
Summary 
We urge that this Macarthur Growth Plan 2040  be re-evaluated and abandoned, on the basis of the 
significant constraints that in a cumulative sense set absolute and unresolved limits on the capacity of this 
region to provide for sustainable and liveable urban communities at the scale of what is proposed. Those 
constraints include the absence of any guarantee of sufficient drinking water supplies, the absence of 
strategies for the  disposal of sewrage and stormwater wastes in hygienic and environmentally 
acceptable ways, the intended decimation of heritage colonial landscapes dating back to  1810  and the loss 
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of endangered forest communities and iconic species (including Koalas). This is increasingly the source of 
outrage amongst conservationists at local, state and international levels. Further this  growth corridor is 
squeezed largely between the 2 iconic major rivers (the Nepean and the Georges) of this region, and 
should be set aside for nature conservation and recreational services, within a "green belt"  for the greater 
urban con-urbations that will eventually spread out to its north, south  and north west. Almost at its heart 
is the historic and vital open water supply canal, protected in a strategic and environmental quality sense 
at present by the current low intensity land use surrounding it. It should remain that way. Further is the 
conflict between urban use and the underground mining of a high value coking coal supply. 
  
Below some concerns about this Plan are elaborated;  
 

 It demonstrates no sound  research, infrastructure provision or planning that indicates there will 
be sufficient raw water supply for potable use to meet the needs of either existing or the 
proposed increasing population of the region. References; (1) 

The existing population of the combined Wollondilly and Campbelltown LGA's is above 205, 515 (Census, 
2016).   
The Plan proposes at total of 58,000 new  homes from Glenfield to Macarthur, which could be a 
conservative population increase of 180,000, which is a very significant increase.  
The current water supply, with no other options, is the Upper Nepean System managed by Water NSW. 
The network of the  dams of that system are also committed to supply other growth areas including that of 
Wollongong and the Illawarra. The two dams most proximate that feed directly into the Macarthur, are 
Cataract and Cordeaux. They are small storages and their capacity has been consistently low, even when 
that of Warragamba Dam is high. The Australian Bureau of Meteorology predicts a dire warning in this 
context of a drying climate trend for south-east Australia which suggests less rather than more or stable 
water supplies of the future. 
We note that that the AECOM "Wilton and Greater Macarthur Priority Growth Areas Report-Utilities 
Services Study" (June 2017) amongst other things, included a letter from Sydney Water (Appendix A, 
15/2/17) that indicated for potable drinking water supply that "Additional storages and associated trunk 
infrastructure" was required to service specific areas of the planned Macarthur Growth Area.  There were 
also disturbing revelations in the main document like "The potable water strategy assumes there is 
sufficient raw water supply that can be drawn on." (p.51) Given the known low capacity of local dams 
(Cataract and Cordeaux) there has not been to our knowledge an explicit assurance from Water NSW that 
the necessary new draw downs can be met and will not have other detrimental effects on the system for 
existing and other communities.  
 

 The Plan does not indicate any certainty that adequate waste water disposal and water sensitive urban 
design principles will be built into the development of new urban sub-divisions.  

The Sydney Water letter (as referenced as an Appendix to the Utilities Services Study referred to above) 
also alludes to  the issue of "creating more liveable or water smart communities and the minimizing of 
impermeable surfaces". There is no guarantee that this will occur. With regard to waste water disposal 
that letter also alludes to the "questionable" capacity of the Malabar system to support growth in the 
Greater Macarthur region. This is important because the downstream consequences of such a failure will 
mean increased sewer overflows all along the Georges River.  We are not aware that any progress has 
been made on wastewater matters since this correspondence. This is a matter of extreme concern, not 
only because urban release should not occur without firm waste water disposal commitments, but also 
because  the community has to right to have input into what will be the solution. 
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 The Plan recognises the hugely valuable metallurgical coal resource beneath, and does not plan 
for its potential employment and income generating capacities, which is arguably of greater 
benefit here than residential development that can be accomodated elsewhere. Reference: (2) 

A number of controversial factors need to be considered here. Firstly the coal resource of the Southern 
Coalfields is some of the highest quality metallurgical coal available in the world, and this is not a resource 
for energy production but for steel making. South 32 has indicated in exploration applications its desire to 
explore and exploit coal that underlies this growth area. Most importantly, it must be considered that 
perhaps the best outcome is that South 32 is urged to relinquish its mining rights under swamps and 
streams of the drinking water catchments to the east, and this may be possible if they are granted the 
right to mine here, where arguably differing geologies and stream valley characteristics  allow that mining 
to do lesser damage. There should be a moratorium on any urban development until such options are fully 
canvassed. 
 

 The Plan recognises and maps sensitive Conservation Lands (see Page 09, DoPE, 2018 Greater 
Macarthur 2040) but we note some very disturbing omissions and shortfalls. References; (3) 

We emphasise that there must not be any urban release areas east of Appin Rd. This area should become 
part of a new Georges River Koala National Park, linked by land overpasses of Appin Rd (including at 
Gilead).  
Given that any Cumberland Plain vegetation communities and Shale Sandstone transition forests are 
'endangered'  and 'critically endangered' and further they support iconic and rare fauna species like the 
Koala and Squirrel glider, all existing stands should be sterilised from any form of urban development. All 
forest remnants should be conserved. The management concept of tradeable biodiversity offsets are 
basically a nonsense in this context, and should only be used in exceptionally unusual cases as a last resort. 
If applied a strong condition of additonality must be applied. Further any lands already otherwise 
conserved, particularly what is already for example in a public reserve, cannot be used for an offset.  
 

 In terms of Koala Habitat and Koala presence this is the only part of the greater Sydney region 
that has a viable disease free Koala population.  It is an absolute disgrace that your agency on 
behalf of the government is planning urban development that will lead to the further demise of a 
Koala population that is arguably of national significance.  References (4) 

There continues to be a Koala crisis nationally with suggestions that this species is headed towards 
extinction. At the very least a Two Rivers Regional Park should be set aside to link habitat in an east-west 
direction, of the Georges with that of the Nepean River. It should embrace the Mt Gilead property to 
protect also its Indigenous and Colonial heritage values, and maintain its netwrok of dams which are 
arguably the oldest agricultural dams in Australia. We belong to the Georges River Koala Network along 
with a significant number of other groups who advocate for this Koala colony protection, along with the 
Total Environment Centre, and the International Fund for Animal Welfare. We have attached a map that 
notes the significance of this region's Koala Corridors as promoted by the World Wildlife Fund. We also 
support the submissions to this process made by the Total Environmental Centre, Save Gilead, Keep 
Sydney Beautiful and the NPA (Macarthur branch) in regards to Koala habitat. 
 

 It is disturbing this Plan shows no respect for the opportunity provided by all river and creeklines 
for far wider bands of protected open space and bushland corridors beyond the minimal riparian 
corridor widths that  currently are required by law.  
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 If ridgelines too are added to this, as a basic planning approach, the combined ecosystem benefits are 
enormous. Water is sanctified and kept in the landscape as natural ponds, dams, creeks and rivers with 
aesthetic and cooling benefits. The stream surrounding vegetation is a filtering buffer for water quality 
protection and a connecting corridor for wildlife movement and low key passive recreation. If vegetation is 
fragmented, degraded or sparse, this provides a great opportunity for rehabilitation and to achieve 
additionality. It is deeply disturbing that even in map (DoPEpage09) not only the course of the creeklines, 
but also the regionally significant rivers, the Nepean  and the Georges, have been faded out to nothing. It is 
disturbing that 'employment lands' appear up to the bank of the Nepean in some places. It is disturbing 
that the upper canal is not recognised as a further ribbon like opportunity to develop a green vegetated 
corridor for wildlife movement and in recognition of its immense water supply and heritage value.   
 

 The proposed 'greenfield' Macarthur Urban Release area will fail to meet any benchmark of 
Sustainability and in fact is a retrograde step: Air Quality, Tree Canopy and Public Transport. 
References; (5) 

Air quality in south-west Sydney is continually reported as poor, with Campbelltown already pinpointed as 
a trouble spot. There is no justification for more urban development to its south  which will increase traffic 
volumes and exacerbate vehicle emissions. 
The emerging trend of smaller lot size and larger dwellings is inconsistent with the planting of canopy trees 
on private lots. The standard subdivision style being pursued by developers in pursuit of low cost housing 
options is already blanketing the landscape in a sea of closely settled rooves surrounded by paving and 
bitumen, with minimal open space provisions. There is no evidence that  Objective 30 of the Greater 
Sydney Commission with regard to Tree Canopy coverage to ameliorate Climate Impacts and the Heat 
Island effect will be achieved. There is an emerging community view, that we would argue is convincing, 
that hot and horrible slums of the future are being created, and the enactment of this Plan will further 
enable this.  

We are struck by the irony that whilst the Glenfield to Macarthur renewal corridor recognises the 
importance of configuring development and redevelopment closely around the rail link and the nodes of 
train stations, the new land release areas to the south of Campbelltown do not. It is a huge contradiction 
the proposed new housing estates are not close to existing railway stations on the southern rail line at all, 
and will require private vehicle and bus transfers to that line. That is not a sustainable transport solution. It 
is not justified when urban development opportunities along the Glenfield-Leppington (SW) Rail Line has 
not yet been maximised. The development of the new Airport at Badgery's Creek is remote, and new 
residential and employment precincts and infrastructure needs to focus on this, and the southern 
Macarthur region, remotely to the east,  needs to be left alone. 

 
Conclusion 
Finally in conclusion we would like to re-iterate the importance of taking a step back and re-evaluating this 
proposal with greater consideration of the contextural factors as listed above and any new knowledge or 
concerns that are emerging. In the meantime  we would like the DoPE to advise the Minister and local 
Councils that they too at this stage need to implement a 'slow-down' in urban release and DA approvals 
until this consultation process is complete and determined. We will illustrate by way of example what can 
erode the level of public trust in the governance process: The Minister, Anthony Roberts showed 
great enthusiasm for the release of 2,000 homesites at the Mt Gilead estate on ABC News of 19/11/18. 
That came ahead of any approval of the "Greater Macarthur 2040 An interim plan for the Greater 
Macarthur Growth Area". It also came before the public announcement of the completion and/or 
approval of any environmental assessments for such estates and the announcement of water 
infrastructure to service it. There are 2 D/A's currently for assessment by Campbelltown City Council, both 
in our opinion fail dismally in terms of merit. They are 734/2018 DA-SW and 2687/2018 DA-SW, and look 
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suspiciously like the incremental and disorderly precusor of a city development by stealth without the 
provision of basic infrastructure. This is precisely what the Strategic Planning Process for 2040 should be 
aiming to prevent. 
 
Regards 
Sharyn Cullis 
Secretary, Georges River Environmental Alliance. 
c/- 14 Marine Dve Oatley.2223 
 
 
 
 
 
References. 
(1) 
 
https://profile.id.com.au/wollondilly/population 
https://www.google.com.au/search?q=population+of+campbelltown+nsw&ie=UTF-8&oe=UTF-8&hl=en-
au&client=safari 
 
https://www.waternsw.com.au/supply/Greater-Sydney/schematic 

 

Water supply system schematic - WaterNSW 
Warragamba system. The Warragamba system supplies water to 
more than 3.4 million people living in greater Sydney. Water from 
the Coxs and Wollondilly rivers flows to Warragamba Dam, one of 
the world's largest domestic water supplies. 

www.waternsw.com.au 

http://www.bom.gov.au/state-of-the-climate/australias-changing-climate.shtml 

State of the Climate 2018: Bureau of Meteorology 
Australia's weather and climate are changing in response to a warming global climate. Australia has 
warmed just over 1 °C since 1910, with most warming since 1950. This warming has seen an increase in 
the frequency of extreme heat events and increased the severity of drought conditions during ... 

www.bom.gov.au 

(2)  
https://www.smh.com.au/environment/sustainability/government-tests-interest-in-sydney-s-first-mining-licence-
since-1993-20180813-p4zx7a.html 
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The linked image cannot be displayed.  The file may have been moved, renamed, or deleted. Verify that the link points to the correct file and location.

 

NSW government seeks interest for 
first mining licence since 1993 - 
smh.com.au 
A spokeswoman for the NSW Environment Protection 
Authority said that "in all cases of non-compliance, 
action was taken that was appropriate to the nature 
of the breach". 

www.smh.com.au 

 
 
 
 
(3) https://www.smh.com.au/environment/conservation/scam-developer-to-use-parkland-to-offset-koala-habitat-
destruction-20181028-p50cfz.html 

The linked image cannot be displayed.  The file may have been moved, renamed, or deleted. Verify that the link points to the correct file and location.

 

'Scam': Developer to use parkland to 
offset koala habitat destruction - 
smh.com.au 
Cate Faehrmann, the Greens environment 
spokeswoman, said the offset agreement was "a 
complete scam". “The truth is that biodiversity 
offsetting is simply a smokescreen introduced by the 
Liberals ... 

www.smh.com.au 

(4) 
https://www.macarthuradvertiser.com.au/story/5731444/wildlife-experts-slam-governments-koala-habitat-plan/ 

 

Wildlife experts slam government’s 
koala habitat plan | Campbelltown-
Macarthur Advertiser 
A state government plan to buy pockets of private 
land to save koala habitats has come under fire from 
one of the region’s most prominent wildlife 
advocates. Campbelltown animal rescuer Ricardo 
Lonza has slammed the new koala strategy for failing 
to extend into the Macarthur region. The $20 ... 

www.macarthuradvertiser.com.au 
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https://www.theleader.com.au/story/5681392/outcry-over-koala-deaths-on-heathcote-road/ 

 

Six koalas killed on Heathcote Road 
in last year sparks call for action | St 
George & Sutherland Shire Leader 
Wildlife group advocates say six koalas have been 
killed on Heathcote Road in the last year, including 
two within a week just last month. The mounting toll, 
blamed on “a terrible coincidence of ... 

www.theleader.com.au 

(5) 
https://www.smh.com.au/politics/nsw/the-sydney-suburbs-at-risk-from-worsening-air-quality-20190207-
p50w7v.html 

The linked image cannot be displayed.  The file may have been moved, renamed, or deleted. Verify that the link points to the correct file and location.

 

The Sydney suburbs at risk from 
worsening air quality 
Hundreds of thousands of people in parts of Sydney 
have been exposed to potentially dangerous levels of 
air pollution, a study has found. The air quality report 
found air pollution has increased ... 

www.smh.com.au 

https://www.wollondillyadvertiser.com.au/story/5891509/column-a-hot-address-sadly/ 

 

COLUMN: A hot address. Sadly. 
Our region is hot. And more development will only 
make it hotter, writes columnist Jeff McGill. 

www.wollondillyadvertiser.com.au 

https://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/Plans-for-your-area/Priority-Growth-Areas-and-Precincts/South-West-Growth-
Area/Leppington 

Leppington - Department of Planning and Environment 
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Priority Growth Area. Leppington is located in the South West Priority Growth Area.. Precinct plan. 
Following extensive consultation, the draft plan for stage 1 was finalised in November 2015 and new 
planning controls were introduced to enable urban development. 

www.planning.nsw.gov.au 

 


