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1. Brief description of the proposed activity 

Proposal name and brief 
description 

Point Plomer Precinct Revitalisation 
The Point Plomer Precinct Revitalisation would preserve the 
low-key coastal experience whilst protecting the site from 
further deterioration. 

Location of activity  Point Plomer campground is located within Limeburners 
Creek National Park on the mid north coast of New South 
Wales, as shown in Figure 1 on the next page. 

Name of NPWS park or 
reserve 

Limeburners Creek National Park 

Description of any 
unreserved land  

This Review of Environmental Factors (REF) is only 
applicable to lands acquired under Part 11 of the National 
Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (NPW Act). 

NPWS area Hastings–Macleay Area 

Council  Port Macquarie-Hastings Council 

NSW State electorate Port Macquarie electorate 

Estimate capital cost of 
project* 

$1.3 million 

Estimated duration of 
project 

6 months 

Proposed 
commencement date 

Early 2023 

Proposed completion 
date 

Mid–late 2023 

* Publication of the REF is required for proposals with a capital investment value of >$5 million and which 
commence after 1 July 2022. 
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Figure 1 Location of the activity 
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2. Proponent’s details 
Contact name National Parks and Wildlife Service 

Position  

Street address 22 Blackbutt Road 
Port Macquarie NSW 2444 

Postal address  
(if different to above) 

 

Contact numbers 
(both office and 
mobile numbers) 

Office: 02 6588 5555 

Email npws.hastingsmacleay@environment.nsw.gov.au 

NPWS/Environment and Heritage Group (EHG) proponents 

Area Manager or 
Unit Manager  
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3. Permissibility and assessment pathway 

3.1 Permissibility under NSW legislation 
The following sections outline how the activity is permissible under applicable NSW 
legislation.  

3.1.1 NPW Act and NPW Regulation 
 Objects of the Act (s 2A) 

Under the NPW Act, the Minister has the responsibility for the care, control and management 
of all national parks and may arrange for the carrying out of such works as is considered 
necessary for the effective management and maintenance of the area. The proposed activity 
would assist in the management of Limeburners Creek National Park, specifically regarding 
s 2A(b) the conservation of objects, places or features (including biological diversity) of 
cultural value within the landscape, including: 

i places, objects and features of significance to Aboriginal people 
ii places of social value to the people of New South Wales. 

 Management principles 
The purpose of reserving land as a national park is to identify, protect and conserve areas 
containing outstanding or representative ecosystems, natural or cultural features or 
landscapes or phenomena that provide opportunities for public appreciation and inspiration 
and sustainable visitor or tourist use and enjoyment, so as to enable those areas to be 
managed in accordance with Division 2 s 30E(2) of the NPW Act. The proposal is 
permissible under s 30E as it facilitates the management principles of (2): 

b. the conservation of places, objects, features and landscapes of cultural value 
d. the promotion of public appreciation and understanding of the national park’s natural 

and cultural values 
e. provision for sustainable visitor or tourist use and enjoyment that is compatible with 

the conservation of the national park’s natural and cultural values. 

 Title and relevant sections of plan of management or statement of management intent  
The Point Plomer Precinct Revitalisation project would be undertaken in line with Section 4.3 
of the Limeburners Creek National Park Plan of Management (PoM) whereby the park will 
be managed to ensure that it is appropriate and consistent with the NPW Act, including use 
for ‘recreation in a natural setting’. 
The proposal is, however, not in line with the policies of Section 4.3.2 of the PoM, in that 
Point Plomer ‘will provide a maximum of 53 sites, will not be extended beyond its current 
area, and will not continue to be upgraded beyond the level identified in this plan’. 
Resulting from increasing visitation pressure on the carrying capacity of Point Plomer and a 
subsequent deterioration of the condition of the campground, the PoM is currently under 
review by NPWS. The review aims to accommodate the necessary changes to undertake 
the required improvements to the Point Plomer precinct. Following public consultation, it is 
anticipated that amendments to the PoM would be adopted by the Minister for Environment 
and Heritage prior to commencement of the proposed activity. 
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 Title and relevant section of any applicable conservation action plan (CAP) for an asset of 
intergenerational significance (AIS) and the relevant AIS site number. 
NA 

 Leasing, licensing and easement provisions (Part 12) 
NA 

 (for internal NPWS/EHG projects only) NPWS/EHG management powers and 
responsibilities (s 8 and s 12)  
Section 8 (3) of the NPW Act requires that the Secretary shall: (b) arrange for the carrying 
out of such works as the Secretary considers necessary for or in connection with the 
management and maintenance of a national park. 
Section 12 of the NPW Act sets out the objectives for management powers and functions of 
internal NPWS projects including: 

f. the provision of facilities and opportunities for sustainable visitor or tourist use and 
enjoyment on land reserved under this Act. 

The approval of the proposal is appropriate under the scope of power for NPWS as it would 
enhance the provision of facilities and opportunities for use of the park, consistent with the 
objectives of the NPW Act in the conservation of objects, places or features of cultural value 
in national parks. 

3.1.2 Wilderness Act 1987 (for activities in wilderness areas) 
NA 

3.1.3 Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016  
The purpose of the Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016 (BC Act) is to maintain a healthy, 
productive and resilient environment for the greatest wellbeing of the community, now and 
into the future, consistent with the principles of ecologically sustainable development. 
The Point Plomer Precinct Revitalisation would ensure that Limeburners Creek National 
Park can adequately support the increased level of visitation and protect the park from ad 
hoc expansion of camping areas and damage to the surrounding environment. The proposal 
is consistent with the purposes of the BC Act (s 1.3): 

g. to regulate human interactions with wildlife by applying a risk-based approach 
h. to support conservation and threat abatement action to slow the rate of biodiversity 

loss and conserve threatened species and ecological communities in nature. 

3.1.4 Rural Fires Act 1997 
The proposal would have no significant impact on protecting life, property and infrastructure 
or protection of the environment in regard to the Rural Fires Act 1997. 
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3.2 Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979  

3.2.1 Assessment pathway 
It is confirmed that a REF is the applicable assessment pathway if each of the following 
apply. 

 The activity may be undertaken without development consent under the provisions of 
s 2.73(1)(a) of State Environmental Planning Policy (Transport and Infrastructure) 2021 (the 
Transport & Infrastructure SEPP) as it is 

 on land reserved under the NPW Act or acquired under Part 11 of the NPW Act 
AND 

 for a purpose authorised under the NPW Act. 
This REF has examined and taken into account to the fullest extent possible all matters 
affecting or likely to affect the environment by reason of the proposed activity. This has 
included consideration (where relevant) of conservation agreements and plans of 
management under the NPW Act, the BC Act, wilderness areas, areas of outstanding 
biodiversity value, impacts on threatened species and ecological communities and their 
habitats and other protected fauna and native plants. 

 The activity is not designated development under Schedule 3 of the Environmental 
Planning and Assessment Regulation 2021 (EP&A Regulation). 

 The activity is not state significant infrastructure under Schedule 3(7) of State 
Environmental Planning Policy (Planning Systems) 2021. 

 The activity is not designated development under the s 2.7(2) of the State Environmental 
Planning Policy (Resilience and Hazards) 2021 (the Resilience & Hazards SEPP), as: 

 it is not on land mapped as littoral rainforest or coastal wetland, OR 
 it is on land mapped as littoral rainforest or coastal wetland, AND that land is 

reserved (not acquired) under the NPW Act, AND the activity is consistent with the 
adopted plan of management (s 2.7(6) of the Resilience & Hazards SEPP), OR 

 it is on land mapped as littoral rainforest or coastal wetland, AND the activity is 
routine maintenance with adverse effects restricted to the minimum possible (s 2.7(4) of 
the Transport & Infrastructure SEPP), OR 

 it is coastal protection works by a public authority and is either identified in a coastal 
management program, or is beach nourishment, temporary placement of sandbags or 
routine maintenance and repair of existing coastal protection works (s 2.16(2)(a) of the 
Resilience & Hazards SEPP). 

 The activity is not declared to be exempt development under an environmental planning 
instrument or fails to fully meet the requirements for exempt development. 

3.2.2 Strategic plans 
Is the activity proposed on land covered by a local strategic planning statement, regional 
strategic plan or district strategic plan made under Division 3.1 of the EP&A Act? 

 No 
 Yes 

NA 
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3.3 Other relevant NSW legislation 

3.3.1 Coal Mine Subsidence Compensation Act 2017 
The activity does not involve the erection or alteration of an improvement within a mine 
subsidence district. 

3.3.2 Fisheries Management Act 1994 
The activity would not affect fish, fish habitat, fish passage or marine vegetation, including 
threatened species. 

3.3.3 Heritage Act 1977  
Searches have been undertaken of the NSW State Heritage Inventory and Schedule 5: 
Environmental heritage of the Port Macquarie-Hastings Local Environmental Plan 2011. 
No listed heritage items have been recorded within or near the proposed works area. 

3.3.4 Marine Estate Management Act 2014 
The activity does not affect or directly adjoin a marine park or aquatic reserve. 

3.4 Does Commonwealth legislation apply? 

3.4.1 Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 
1999  

The Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) applies, as 
the activity is on land that contains the following, or the activity may affect nationally listed 
threatened species and ecological communities, or listed migratory species. 
The EPBC Act provides an assessment and approvals system for actions that impact on 
matters of national environmental significance (MNES) and actions that have a significant 
impact on Commonwealth land. The approval of the Minister for the Australian Government 
Department of the Environment is required if an action is likely to have a significant impact 
on or involve: world heritage properties, national heritage places, wetlands of international 
importance, nationally threatened species and ecological communities, migratory species, 
Commonwealth marine areas, the Great Barrier Reef Marine Park, nuclear action, or a water 
resource, in relation to coal seam gas development and large coalmining development. 
Under the EPBC Act, any action that has a significant impact on an MNES on Commonwealth 
land triggers the Act, and therefore requires a Commonwealth environmental impact 
assessment. There are no significant impacts on MNES on or near the proposed works and 
therefore the EPBC Act is not triggered by this proposal. 
A search of the Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water 
(DCCEEW) Australian Heritage Database has been undertaken which identified one (1) 
Indigenous Place within or near the proposed activity. Impacts to Aboriginal cultural heritage 
have been assessed in the supporting Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment (ACHA) 
document. 
Evaluations of species and communities listed under the EPBC Act have been incorporated 
into Section 9.7 of this REF and the threatened species assessment in Appendix A. An 
EPBC Act Protected Matters Report is included in Appendix B. 
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3.5 Consistency with NPWS policy 
Policy name How proposal is consistent  

Vehicle Access Policy The proposal is consistent with the objectives of the Vehicle Access 
Policy in that the precinct revitalisation would: 
• not cause unacceptable impacts on the environment and cultural 

heritage 
• be designed with sensitivity to the landscape 
• be appropriate and necessary to meet park management needs. 

Tree Risk 
Management Policy 

Trimming of tree branches may be necessary to minimise risk of injury 
from falling limbs. In accordance with the NPWS duty of care, tree risk 
management would be based on a systematic identification of hazards 
and realistic association of risks. Revegetation of the precinct would 
incorporate a redesign of the patterns of visitor use, and species selected 
would include low-risk properties. 

Visitor Accommodation 
Policy 

The proposal is consistent with the objectives of the Visitor 
Accommodation Policy in that the precinct revitalisation would: 

• be consistent with relevant park management policies 
• ensure natural and cultural values are protected 
• minimise environmental impacts at the site and in the surrounding 

area 
• take measures to mitigate impacts on other park users 
• be appropriately low-key and suitable for the location 
• create opportunities to enhance visitor understanding, enjoyment 

and appreciation of park values. 

Visitor Safety policy Point Plomer campground is open to the public. The works would be 
assessed and managed through the risk management system of the 
Department of Planning and Environment (the department). 
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3.6 Summary of licences and approvals 

3.6.1 Approval under the NPW Act  
Brief description of the type of approval sought 

Internal NPWS approval or authorisation, including expenditure 

3.6.2 Other approvals 
NA 

3.6.3 Publication triggers 

Table 1 Triggers for publication of the REF 

Permit or approval Applicable? 

Fisheries Management Act 1994, ss 144, 201, 205 or 219 No 

Heritage Act 1977, s 57 (commonly known as a ‘section 60’) No 

NPW Act, s 90 (AHIP) Yes 

Protection of the Environment Operations Act 1997, ss 47–49 or 122 No 

This Review of Environment Factors: Point Plomer Precinct Revitalisation must be published 
on the NPWS website as the activity requires an Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit (AHIP) 
under s 90 of the NPW Act, as identified in subs 171(4) of the EP&A Regulation. An AHIP is 
required and has been prepared as a supporting document. 
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4. Consultation – general 

4.1 Consultation required under the Transport & 
Infrastructure SEPP 

Consultation with the following authorities is required, as the proposal will affect the items 
ticked below. 

4.1.1 Local council (ss 2.10, 2.11, 2.12 and 2.14) 
 local council infrastructure or services (such as stormwater, sewer, roads and footpaths) 
 heritage items listed under the local environmental plan (LEP) 
 flood patterns on flood-liable land 
 land within the mapped coastal vulnerability area and the activity is inconsistent with a 

certified coastal management program for the land. 
At the commencement of the Transport & Infrastructure SEPP, no Coastal Vulnerability Area 
Map was adopted and therefore no coastal vulnerability area has been identified. 

4.1.2 National park or other C1-zoned land (ss 2.15(2)(a) and 
2.15(2)(b)) 

 land zoned C1 (formerly E1) or on/adjacent to land reserved or acquired under the NPW 
Act 
Outcomes of consultation with NPWS: As the proponent, NPWS is in support of the 
proposed activity. 

4.1.3 Roads or maritime (s 2.15(2)(c) or Schedule 3)  
Is the activity: 

 a fixed or floating structure in navigable waters 
 traffic-generating development on main roads? 

4.1.4 Siding Spring Observatory (s 2.15(2)(d)) 
 increase the amount of artificial light in the dark night sky within 200 km of the Siding 

Spring Observatory 

4.1.5 Defence communications buffer (s 2.15(2)(e)) 
 located within the buffer around the defence communications facility near Morundah as 

mapped under the Lockhart, Narrandera or Urana LEPs 

4.1.6 Mine subsidence area (s 2.15(2)(f)) 
 land in a mine subsidence district within the meaning of the Coal Mine Subsidence 

Compensation Act 2017 
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4.2 Consultation requirements under NPW Act for 
leases and licences 

If the activity requires a lease or licence under s 151 or s 151H of the NPW Act, indicate if it 
requires:  

 public consultation under s 151F  
 referral to the National Parks and Wildlife Advisory Council or another advisory 

committee under s 151G. 

4.3 Targeted consultation 

4.3.1 Adjacent landowners 
Directly adjacent to the Point Plomer campground and day use area is a Crown lease in 
perpetuity that is the site of a number of houses and holiday cabins which are owned and 
operated by local residents. These private properties rely on the access road and would be 
temporarily impacted by the proposed activity. 
A consultation period was provided to the community and adjacent landowners. Comments 
and feedback were received online through the NPWS website and have been considered in 
the design of the proposal. 

4.3.2 Wider community consultation and/or notification of works 
The proposed activity would temporarily adversely impact community and tourist access to 
both the campground and day use areas. Notification would be provided to affected 
community members prior to works taking place, and would include: 

• details of the proposal 
• the duration of works and working hours 
• any changed traffic or access arrangements 
• how to lodge a complaint or obtain more information 
• a contact name and details. 
Notification would be a minimum of 7 calendar days prior to the commencement of works 
and would include temporary signage in place for the duration of the activity. Notification 
would also be placed on the NPWS website containing the above information. 

4.3.3 Interest groups and/or notification  
An ACHA report has been prepared to assess potential impacts of the activity on Aboriginal 
cultural heritage. The report included consultation with associated Registered Aboriginal 
Parties and the local Aboriginal community. The outcomes of the ACHA and Aboriginal 
consultation determined that an AHIP would be required prior to the commencement of the 
activity. 
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5. Consultation – Aboriginal communities 

5.1 Native title notification requirements 
1. Is the land subject to an Indigenous land use agreement (ILUA)?  

 No 
 Yes  

2. Has native title been extinguished? 
 No or unclear 
 Yes 

3. Has there been a determination of native title applicable to the land or is there a native 
title claim pending (check the National Native Title Tribunal website)? 

 No 
 Yes 

4. If native title is not confirmed as extinguished, is the activity occurring on land reserved 
as park on or before 23 December 1996 AND is an activity in accordance with the 
purpose of reservation AND  
a. is either a ‘public work’ as per Subdivision 24J of the Native Title Act 1993 (Cth) (e.g. 

a building or other structure that is fixed to the landscape, a road or bridge, a well or 
a bore, or involves major earthworks)  
OR  

b. involves the grant of a lease? 
 No 
 Yes 

5. If native title is not confirmed as extinguished and the circumstances of Question 4 do 
not otherwise apply, is the activity either:  
a. a facility for service to the public (as defined in Subdivision 24K of the Native Title Act 

1993) 
OR 

b. a low-level activity (as defined in Subdivision 24L of the Native Title Act 1993)? 
 No 
 Yes 

The activity is considered a low-level activity (as defined in Subdivision 24L of the Native 
Title Act 1993): 
(1)(a) the Act takes place before, and does not continue after, an approved determination of 

native title is made in relation to the land or waters, if the determination is that native 
title exists. 
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5.2 Parks under other joint management 
arrangements 

Is the park’s management subject to another joint management arrangement such as a 
memorandum of understanding? 

 No 
 Yes 

5.3 Other parks 
NA 



Review of Environmental Factors: Point Plomer Precinct Revitalisation 

14 

6. Proposed activity (or activities) 

6.1 Location of activity 
Description of 
location 

Limeburners Creek National Park covers 9,123 ha of coastal land 
between the town of Port Macquarie and the village of Crescent Head 
on the mid north coast of New South Wales. Access to the park is via 
Kempsey and then Crescent Head 12 km to the north of the park. The 
campground exists on the Point Plomer headland and currently 
provides 90 campsites as well as facilities including picnic tables, a 
boat ramp, car parks, showers and toilets. 
The national park has an extensive history of recreational use, with 
Port Macquarie-Hastings Council providing a camping area at Point 
Plomer to accommodate the informal recreational use of visitors. 

Site commonly 
known as  
If applicable 

Point Plomer campground 

Park name 
Lands reserved 
under NPW Act  

Limeburners Creek National Park 

Other tenures 
Include lands 
acquired under 
Part 11 of the 
NPW Act 

 

Lot/DP  
If available 

Lot 24 DP 1212039 and Lot 113 DP 754451 

Street address 
If available 

Point Plomer campground, Limeburners Creek NSW 2444 

Site reference Easting: Northing: MGA zone: 
497217 6535666 56J 
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6.2 Description of the proposed activity 

6.2.1 The proposed activity: pre-construction, construction, 
operation and remediation 

NPWS proposes to manage the revitalisation of the Point Plomer campground precinct to 
preserve the unique feel of the campground whilst making it more sustainable into the future. 
The project has been prompted by increased visitation, which has placed pressure on the 
carrying capacity of Point Plomer. The proposed works would improve usability, drainage 
and access to the campground. 
The following works are proposed for the activity. 

Pre-construction 

• A site survey of the site has been undertaken, which did not identify any threatened flora 
or fauna either within or immediately adjacent to the campground precinct 

• Environmental safeguards including the installation of sediment fencing and sediment 
traps would be installed to prevent sediment moving off-site through drainage lines. 
Additional erosion and sediment controls are to be installed where required, consistent 
with the NPWS Erosion and sediment control on unsealed roads field guide 

• Day use facilities would be assessed by NPWS and redeveloped or upgraded if deemed 
necessary for the management of risks to public safety, park values, and enhancing 
visitor experience 

Construction 

• Construction of a new entry road to the campground off Point Plomer Road would be 
undertaken through realignment approximately 30 m south of its existing position and 
would require clearing of native vegetation. The adjustment to the road is intended to 
mitigate the current pedestrian–vehicle conflict and dust saturation of adjacent 
campsites during periods of low rain 

• The new road layout would facilitate modification of some existing campsites, improving 
size and usability 

• Two (2) box culverts designed as a dual culvert system would be installed to restore the 
natural flow of water from the east of Point Plomer road into the wetlands located to the 
west of the road 

• A new layover bay and check-in office building would be constructed at the top of the 
new entry road 

• Concrete dish/catch drains would be installed on the northern and southern areas of the 
campground to facilitate improved stormwater drainage 

• A new parking area and pathway would be installed on the north-west portion of the 
campground to improve infrastructure for visitors, which would include new bollards to 
prevent cars driving onto the beach 

• The swale at the eastern portion of the campground would be filled with clean fill to level 
the camping sites and improve visitor experience. A low berm would be installed on the 
top side of the area to direct water away from the campsites 

• 3 m of vegetation would be installed to create a buffer to the adjoining private property 
on the south-eastern side of campground to provide privacy for campers and residents, 
marking a clear divide between the 2 properties  



Review of Environmental Factors: Point Plomer Precinct Revitalisation 

16 

• Each campsite would be numbered with corner markers, similar to pavers, which would 
delineate boundaries between the sites 

• Bollards across the site would be removed and relocated to improve access and the 
visual amenity of the campground 

• Trees would be planted across the campground to facilitate a natural screening between 
each campsite, and between campsites and the day use areas. Trees selected would 
include a diverse combination of local native species 

Operation 

• The campground is expected to be used year-round, reaching maximum capacity during 
peak school holiday periods. The check-in office would be in constant use during work 
hours and throughout the calendar year 

Remediation 

• Following the construction of the new entry road, revegetation works would commence 
within the campground to remediate flora impacted during construction 

• Once completed, inspection and maintenance of the works would be integrated in 
accordance with NPWS’s existing maintenance policies to maintain the quality of the 
environment during operation 

6.2.2 The activity footprint (size of the area of impact) 
The operation of the campground would be limited to a maximum of 90 campsites, whilst 
current design plans indicate up to 85 sites. The preliminary design plans propose a variety 
of camping options, including a walk-in group site, drive-through sites, double sites, and the 
standard single sites as shown in the design plans attached in Appendix C. 
The estimated activity footprint is approximately 4.7 ha and would remain within the current 
perimeter of the campground boundaries, with the exception of relocating the entrance road 
approximately 30 m south of its existing position. The culvert works would be contained to 
the existing road reserve. 

6.2.3 Proposed construction methods, materials and equipment 
A substantial amount of filling would take place on the existing campsites and internal road 
to level the campground and avoid excavation. The swale on the eastern end of the 
campground would require appropriate drainage installation and the importation of clean fill 
to level the site. Clean fill would typically be imported to the site via truck and dog prior to 
being placed in position by small plant. Machinery would be used where required to improve 
trafficable surfaces. 
New stormwater drainage would incorporate concrete dish/catch drains comprising 900 mm 
wide by 140 mm deep drains. 
Revegetation would occur using a diverse combination of local native plants and trees. 

6.2.4 Receival, storage and on-site management for materials used 
in construction 

Materials and equipment used would be stored temporarily on site within pre-existing cleared 
areas in the campground. The campground would be closed during construction; however, 
access would be maintained to the inholding during this time. Larger materials and plant may 
be stored adjacent to the existing garbage disposal area behind temporary fencing, or in the 
existing NPWS compound. 



Review of Environmental Factors: Point Plomer Precinct Revitalisation 

17 

Stockpiled road base and clean fill would be protected from run-off using sediment traps and 
sediment fencing. Existing material components are to be reused where practicable or 
removed from the park as directed by NPWS staff. Where concrete components are unable 
to be reused, items would be recycled into crushed rubble that can be used for alternative 
purposes. 

6.2.5 Earthworks or site clearing including extent of vegetation to 
be removed 

The campground has been extensively disturbed by the construction of existing 
infrastructure. By importing clean fill and filling low-lying areas and campsites, significantly 
reduced and minimal earthworks will be required. 
The new access road would require approximately 0.2 ha of site clearing and levelling. 
Vegetation removal would be limited to the minimum required and larger trees would be 
preferentially avoided by rerouting the road where practicable. 
The culvert works would have minimal impacts on native vegetation and would be contained 
within the road reserve.  

6.2.6 Environmental safeguards and mitigation measures 
Areas to be revegetated are clearly allocated within the existing activity plans to offset the 
clearing required for the construction of the new entry road. The impacts of the new road 
construction are considered minimal as mitigation would occur through the replacement and 
planting of 5,000 native trees within and near the campground. 
Moving the day visitors car park would benefit the condition of the present location, which 
has been over-utilised and degraded until now.  
The following environmental safeguards and mitigation measures have been developed for 
the proposed activity: 

• the proposed works area has been surveyed and inspected for natural, cultural and 
heritage values by suitably qualified persons prior to this REF being conducted 

• compliance with the specifications of this REF and any associated approval conditions 
would be periodically audited during the construction period 

• signage informing the public of the project with key contacts would be erected for the 
duration of the project prior to construction 

• temporary exclusion fencing would be installed where required to assist in the 
management of any emergent safety issues 

• any equipment and materials required for the works would be suitably cleaned prior to 
introduction to the site 

• all project staff and supervisors to be briefed on the relevant provisions of the REF and 
its conditions prior to works commencing 

• works would be conducted during periods of low visitation so that impacts to the 
community are minimised 

• contractor controls would include vehicle washdown to prevent weed and pathogen 
spread, and keeping all machinery in good working order to ensure no oil spillage 

• spill kits for the containment of fuel and oil would be available on site 
• all litter and waste would be removed from site upon completion of works 
• use of sediment fences and sediment traps would be implemented where necessary. All 

sediment control measures would be installed in line with the NPWS Erosion and 
sediment control on unsealed roads field guide 
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• peripheral disturbance to adjoining vegetation would be minimised 
• revegetation of exposed surfaces would be encouraged by maintaining suitable grades 

and covering exposed soil surfaces with weed-free mulch or matting to protect soils 
• stockpiles would be located on previously disturbed areas, away from areas that receive 

concentrated run-off, and would be maintained with appropriate sediment control for the 
duration of works 

• every attempt would be made to ensure that gravel, sand, and mulch materials are 
weed free. Monitoring post-works would be undertaken to deal with any weed incursions 
should they occur 

• works would not be undertaken at night 
• works would be undertaken in the shortest timeframe practicable to minimise impacts to 

the inholding and access to the site by the community 
• any soil disturbance and run-off would be mitigated by erosion control measures set up 

during construction 
• an NPWS officer qualified in site identification would be present during vegetation 

clearing to determine if any objects of Aboriginal cultural significance are identified. If 
any Aboriginal cultural heritage items or artefacts are identified, works are to cease 
immediately, and contact made with the Local Aboriginal Land Council (LALC) and the 
department. Works would not recommence until appropriate procedures have been 
followed as per the department’s Community Consultation Guidelines and clearance 
provided by both the LALC and the department 

• all recommendations provided in the Ecological Assessment for Point Plomer 
Campground Upgrade, attached in Appendix B, would be followed, including: 
○ general clearing measures 
○ sedimentation and erosion controls 
○ supplementary plantings 
○ weed control. 

6.2.7 Sustainability measures – including choice of materials and 
water/energy efficiency 

The following sustainability measures would be followed for the proposed activity: Labour 
and materials would be sourced from local suppliers where practicable. 

6.2.8 Construction timetable and staging and hours of operation 
Works are proposed to commence in early 2023 and would be completed over a period of 
6 months. Works would be undertaken during the hours outlined below to minimise impacts 
to visitors and tourists: 
Monday – Friday: 7 am to 5 pm 
No work on Saturdays, Sundays or public holidays to reduce disturbance to the inholding 
Work outside the hours listed above would be restricted to: 

• low impact construction activities 
• emergency work to avoid the loss of life/property 
• works timed to reduce disruption to essential services. 
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7. Reasons for the activity and 
consideration of alternatives 

7.1 Objectives and reasons for the proposal 
The precinct plan has been developed with the following objectives and to cater for the 
challenges of now and for the next 20 years: 

• preserve the laid-back low-key coastal camping experience and visual amenity 
• improve drainage across the site 
• provide clear delineation between camping and day use areas 
• provide bookable camping sites 
• provide a variety of camping options 
• improve road layout and campsite levelling 
• provide greater capacity for car parking 
• improve drainage impeded by Point Plomer Road. 
The proposal would deter the ad hoc expansion of camping areas by meeting the increasing 
visitation demands, which would concurrently reduce damage to the surrounding bushland 
and contribute to a reduction in the general degradation of recreational areas in the national 
park. 

7.2 Consideration of alternatives 

Option 1: Install drainage infrastructure only 
The campground is well known for its poor drainage capacity and resultant erosion of soils. 
Upgrades to drainage infrastructure are necessary and urgent for the maintenance of 
campsites and the preservation of the environmental integrity of the area. This option would 
be effective in remediating one aspect of the campground’s existing issues. Installing 
drainage infrastructure only would not work without site levelling, as water would not be 
directed off the campsites and into the drainage infrastructure. 

Option 2: Campsite levelling 
The campground is well known for having uneven campsites that are poorly delineated. 
Levelling the campsite alone would not solve the current issues regarding poor drainage. 
This option would not solve stormwater run-off and would fail to meet the objectives of the 
PoM and the recreational values of the park. 

Option 3: Do nothing 
The ‘do nothing’ approach is not consistent with the management principles of a national 
park under the NPW Act and NPW Regulation, or the NPWS policies identified in Section 3.5 
of this REF. The do nothing approach would perpetuate the negative impacts associated 
with poor drainage and water-bogging, dust creation and erosion of the entry road, 
deteriorating facilities, and conflict regarding carparking and camping, and would also 
impede effective park management. 
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7.3 Justification for preferred option 
The proposed Point Plomer Precinct Revitalisation in Limeburners Creek National Park has 
been determined to be the preferred option based on the following: 

• the continued use of the existing campground design and infrastructure is not suitable 
for the current carrying capacity of the campground and requires improving to maintain 
the safety, accessibility and longevity of the site 

• many campsites are currently uneven and subject to degradation, and without 
revitalisation may fall into a greater condition of disrepair, with permanent consequences 
for visitation rates and ecological rehabilitation 

• the proposed option utilises areas of existing disturbance and can minimise required 
clearing of flora communities. 
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8. Description of the existing environment 

8.1 Overview of the project area 
Point Plomer precinct is located in Limeburners Creek National Park on the mid north coast, 
north of the town of Port Macquarie, and is situated next to the Point Plomer headland. The 
precinct is managed by NPWS; however, an adjacent Crown lease in perpetuity is excluded 
from the national park, containing a number of houses and holiday cabins. The campground, 
day use area, and adjacent holiday cabins are the closest sensitive receivers to the 
proposed activity. 
The closest meteorological station is the Port Macquarie Airport site approximately 16.5 km 
south-west of Point Plomer. The site is detailed as follows: 
Site name: Port Macquarie Airport AWS (Comparison) 
Site number: 060139 
Latitude: 31.43° S  Longitude: 152.87° E 
Elevation: 4 m 
Commenced: 1995  Status: Closed 17 Mar 2022 
Mean maximum and minimum temperatures, and mean rainfall statistics for the area are 
detailed below for the years 1995–2022. 

 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Annual 

Mean 
max. 
temp 
(°C) 

27.9 27.6 26.5 24.4 21.7 19.4 19.0 20.4 22.7 24.1 25.4 26.8 23.8 

Mean 
min. 
temp 
(°C) 

18.6 18.5 17.2 13.9 10.4 8.2 6.4 6.6 9.3 12.1 15.1 17.0 12.8 

Mean 
rainfall 
(mm) 

147.8 175.1 197.0 131.0 103.1 135.4 61.9 58.8 57.2 76.6 142.9 121.6 1,408.4 

8.2 Natural values  

8.2.1 Geology, geomorphology and topography 
The headlands of the park are remnants of the Devonian Touchwood Formation and are 
composed of partly metamorphosed greywacke with argillite and cherty bands most likely 
deposited in shallow to moderately deep marine environments. Karst features, including a 
natural arch and sea cave, are present in a limestone outcrop at Big Hill. 
The geology proximate to the activity includes Carboniferous sedimentary rocks including 
feldspar-rich sandstone, siltstone, mudstone and conglomerate units. The western edge of 
the campground comprises Cenozoic undifferentiated sediments/sedimentary rocks 
comprising unconsolidated mud, silt, sand and gravel of an uncertain age and origin. 
The surface geology of the Point Plomer campground is predominantly marine-deposited 
and aeolian-reworked coastal sand dunes of the Holocene age. Quaternary geology of the 
area is shown in Figure 2. 
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Figure 2 Quaternary geology 
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8.2.2 Soil types and properties (including contamination) 
Soils within the park are composed of fine sands, silts and clays. These were originally 
deposited by the ancestral Hastings River as its mouth migrated from the area of Crescent 
Head to Port Macquarie. Soil distribution within the campground comprises podzols with 
coloured B horizons (Uc2.21) rather than the pans that occur consistently in undisturbed 
sites, with some variation in soil material thickness and relationships. Disturbed areas can 
have subsoil materials exposed at the surface or have the soil buried by drifts of loose pale 
sand (ns2) or loose yellow sand (ns4). Soils along Plomer Road and in the vicinity of the 
proposed road realignment have limited variability of soil type. Some range in the depth and 
relationships of soil materials, with rainforest vegetation occurring in more protected and 
more fertile areas. Soils in this area are deep (<300 cm), rapidly drained podzols (Uc2.21; 
Uc5.11). 
Soil profiles, as classified under the Australia Soil Classification, proximate to the proposed 
activity are predominately rudosols, while the western edge comprises podosols. Soil profiles 
occurring across the site have previously been disturbed and altered from past land uses, 
including sand mining. The soil profiles occurring in proximity to the activity are shown in 
Figure 3. 
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Figure 3 Soil profiles 
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8.2.3 Watercourses, waterbodies and wetlands (including their 
catchment values) 

The majority of Limeburners Creek National Park consists of low-lying swampy land that is 
less than 10 m above sea level. Eight (8) wetlands have been identified within the park 
under the Resilience & Hazards SEPP. The park is drained by Limeburners Creek, which is 
subject to tidal influences from the Hastings River. The tides determine the water levels in 
Saltwater Lake, which is approximately 2.8 km west of the activity site, and the surrounding 
wetlands. The Limeburners Creek–Saltwater Lake system is typically saline but becomes 
fresh for long periods following heavy rain. The northern boundary of the park is a flood 
mitigation channel that drains the wetlands to the north of the park. 
Limeburners Creek National Park is predominantly located within the Hastings River 
Catchment; however, the Point Plomer campground and access road is located outside the 
catchment area. 
Watercourses and waterbodies occurring throughout the park are shown in Figure 4. 
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Figure 4 Watercourses and waterbodies 
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8.2.4 Coasts and estuaries 
Barries Beach is located to the north of Point Plomer campground and extends for 3 km up 
to Big Hill. The beach receives slight protection from an offshore reef. Much of the beach is 
well-exposed and has a rip-dominated double bar system, while the southern corner is 
backed by the Point Plomer camping area. Back Beach occurs to the south of Point Plomer 
where a cultural camp is located. 
Under the Resilience & Hazards SEPP, the Point Plomer precinct is identified as a Coastal 
Environment Area and a Coastal Use Area. 

8.2.5 Biodiversity  

Terrestrial biodiversity  
Approximately 70% of the park is swamp, which supports areas of sclerophyll forest and 
woodland dominated by broad-leaved paperbark (Melaleuca quinquenervia) and swamp oak 
(Casuarina glauca), swamp shrubland dominated by heath banksia (Banksia ericifolia), wet 
heath dominated by grass trees (Xanthorrhoea fulva), tea tree (Leptospermum spp.) or fern-
leaved banksia (Banksia oblongifolia), and sedges. Generally, the western side of the park is 
drier than the centre and eastern sections, with eucalypt species dominating. 
Vegetation within the study area is in various condition states. The campground and 
associated infrastructure are highly disturbed, having been cleared in the past, while 
adjacent forest is generally intact. Vegetation occurring on site has been identified as: 
swamp sclerophyll forest – PCT No.1064: Paperbark swamp forest of the coastal lowlands of 
the NSW North Coast Bioregion and Sydney Basin Bioregion. 
A site inspection of the swamp sclerophyll forest within and to the south of the activity does 
not qualify as an endangered ecological community (EEC). It meets some of the floristic 
criteria of the EEC Swamp Sclerophyll on Coastal Floodplains; however, it occurs on 
Quaternary dune sands and not on a coastal floodplain or alluvial soils. 
Littoral rainforests comprising Far North Sands Tuckeroo-Banksia Littoral Rainforest is 
mapped in close proximity to the activity site; however, a site inspection did not identify this 
community, and it is not identified as such by the Coastal Wetlands and Littoral Rainforests 
Area Map under the Resilience & Hazards SEPP. 
The dominant plant communities occurring in proximity to the proposed activity are shown in 
Figure 5. 
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Figure 5 Vegetation communities 
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Areas of outstanding biodiversity value or critical habitat 
The proposed activity would not directly or indirectly impact an area of outstanding 
biodiversity value or critical habitat, as none are mapped as occurring within or proximate to 
the activity site. 

Environmental assets of intergenerational significance  
At the time of this REF, no mapped assets of intergenerational significance (AIS) occur 
within or proximate to the proposed activity. 

Threatened ecological communities  
A site inspection by a qualified ecologist has determined that the communities in proximity to 
the proposal do not qualify as threatened ecological communities (TECs) under the EPBC 
Act or EECs under the BC Act. 

Threatened species and populations 
The variety of soils and drainage of the national park is reflected in a broad variety of 
vegetation communities, including littoral and subtropical rainforest, mangrove forest and 
woodland, wet and dry sclerophyll forests and woodland, shrublands, swamplands, coastal 
heathland, saltmarsh and dune grasses. The park protects important habitat for a range of 
threatened flora and fauna species. 

Flora 

Four (4) threatened flora species have been recorded in a 10 x 10 km area of the proposed 
activity and are listed in Table 2, while threatened flora occurring within the activity footprint 
are shown in Figure 6. 

Table 2 Threatened flora species 

Species name BC Act status EPBC Act status 

White-flowered wax plant (Cynanchum elegans) Endangered Endangered 

Silverbush (Sophora tomentosa) Endangered – 

Native guava (Rhodomyrtus psidioides) Critically endangered Critically endangered 

Scented acronychia (Acronychia littoralis) Endangered Endangered 

No threatened flora species were identified on site during the field survey. 
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Figure 6 Threatened flora records 
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Fauna 

A BioNet search (Appendix D) identified 40 threatened fauna species occurring in a 
10 x 10 km area of the activity site, while those occurring in close proximity to the proposal 
are shown in Figure 7. The following 14 species have been identified as potential 
occurrences within the proposed activity area: 

• wallum froglet (Crinia tinnula) 
• fork-tailed swift (Apus pacificus) 
• white-throated needletail (Hirundapus 

caudacutus) 
• powerful owl (Ninox strenua) 
• masked owl (Tyto novaehollandiae) 
• koala (Phascolarctos cinereus) 
• squirrel glider (Petaurus norfolcensis) 
• grey-headed flying-fox (Pteropus 

poliocephalus) 

• common blossom-bat (Syconycteris 
australis) 

• little bent-winged bat (Miniopterus australis) 
• large bent-winged bat (Miniopterus orianae 

oceanensis) 
• eastern coastal free-tailed bat (Micronomus 

norfolkensis) 
• greater broad-nosed bat (Scoteanax 

rueppellii) 
• yellow-bellied sheathtail-bat (Saccolaimus 

flaviventris) 

No threatened fauna species were observed during the site survey. 
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Figure 7 Threatened fauna records 
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8.3 Cultural values 

8.3.1 Aboriginal cultural heritage 
Limeburners Creek National Park contains a number of outstanding Aboriginal sites. The 
known period of occupation and use by Aboriginal peoples in the area is some 5,000–6,000 
years. A number of Aboriginal sites occur near the Point Plomer area, including middens, 
artefact scatters, grinding grooves, rock engraving and shelter, a fish trap and other isolated 
artefacts. 
A search of the Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System (AHIMS) was 
conducted on 13 May 2022 and is attached in the AHCA report. The report identified 5 
Aboriginal sites and no Aboriginal places in or near the proposed activity. 
Three (3) Aboriginal sites occur within the footprint of the proposed activity and have been 
assessed in the ACHA report. Impacts to the Stone Artefact Site would be avoided by the 
proposed works, while 2 middens would be partially impacted by the proposal. Potential 
impacts to the middens have been minimised by excluding ground surface disturbances, 
with fill being used instead to build up the ground surface. The ACHA has determined it is 
unlikely that Aboriginal objects would extend into the adjacent remnant swamp sclerophyll 
forest to the south of the existing access road. 
Precautionary safeguards are provided in Section 9 to ensure that any potential impacts are 
mitigated. 

8.3.2 Historic heritage values 
Limeburners Creek National Park derives its unusual name from the activities of some of the 
first Europeans in the area in the early days of the Port Macquarie penal settlement, when 
lime for building mortar was in great demand. Lime was produced in the area by burning 
enormous quantities of oyster shells gathered from oyster beds and coastal deposits, including 
Aboriginal middens. Following lime production, the next major European activity in the area 
was gold mining, although there is little evidence that much gold was won from the area. 

8.4 Social values  

8.4.1 Recreation values 
The park provides opportunities for a limited range of outdoor recreation, including camping, 
fishing, swimming, surfing, canoeing, cycling and walking. Visitation to Point Plomer is 
growing on average 5–10% year on year, with 2020 alone experiencing a jump of 20%. 
Additionally, the Hastings–Macleay strip of coast experiences extremely high search rates 
for campgrounds on the coast. 
Many visitors are day-trippers who seek Point Plomer as a location for picnicking, fishing and 
surfing. The current day use area is not visually defined and is thus often used by campers. 
The revitalisation of the campground would clearly accommodate both camping and day use 
by allocating adequate space for the necessary infrastructure. 

8.4.2 Scenic and visually significant areas 
The seasonal popularity of Point Plomer is closely linked to the scenic quality of the 
campground and the accessibility of 2 popular beaches for safe swimming, surfing and 
recreational fishing. The proposed design aims to maximise the scenic amenity of the 
campground through improved shade trees, rehabilitation areas and the relocation of parking 
areas. 
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8.4.3 Education and scientific values 
Limeburners Creek National Park provides for scientific study of coastal processes, wetland 
systems and vegetation succession. It provides outstanding opportunities for environmental 
education and field studies, particularly in relation to geomorphology, vegetation, bird life and 
past Aboriginal culture. 

8.4.4 Interests of external stakeholders  
There are a number of private holiday cabins on the Crown lease adjoining the Point Plomer 
camping area, which rely on the access road to the campground. Works involving the access 
road, new layover area, site office and campground access would directly impact the private 
property adjacent to the activity site. 
Adjoining land uses of the park are predominantly tea tree plantations, cattle grazing and 
small-scale agriculture. The region supports localised and small-business tourism. Barries 
Bay is used for commercial mullet hauling primarily during the autumn months of March to 
May, as well as recreational fishing by visitors and Indigenous groups. Generally, the 
interests of external stakeholders would not be significantly impacted by the proposal; 
however, should works occur during peak commercial fishing seasons, NPWS would liaise 
with commercial fishing operators to facilitate access. 

8.5 Matters of national environmental significance 
The project would not significantly impact on any MNES under the EPBC Act (see Appendix 
A), hence a referral to DCCEEW is not required. 
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9. Impact assessment 

9.1 Physical and chemical impacts during all stages of the activity 

Is the proposed 
activity likely to… 

A
pp

lic
ab

le
?*

 

Impact level  
(negligible; or 
low, medium or 
high adverse; or 
positive; or NA) 

Reasons  
(describe the type, nature and extent of impact, 
taking into account the receiving environment & 
proposed safeguards which will limit the impact) 

Safeguards/mitigation measures 

1. impact on soil quality 
or land stability?  

 Low adverse 
Positive 

The clearing of the proposed new access road 
would result in small disturbances to soil integrity, 
as the operation of machinery may involve 
compaction and limited areas of upper-level soil 
churn. Minor run-off and erosion may result from 
the clearing. 
Generally, the proposal would improve drainage 
throughout the site and improve land stability by 
reducing the impacts of stormwater run-off. 

• An erosion and sedimentation control plan must be 
supplied prior to commencing works 

• Erosion and sediment control measures in 
accordance with the NPWS Erosion and sediment 
control on unsealed roads field guide are to be 
implemented and maintained to: 
o prevent sediment moving off site and sediment 

laden water entering the coastal wetlands to the 
west 

o reduce water velocity and capture sediment on 
site 

o divert clean water appropriately around the site 
2. affect a waterbody, 
watercourse, wetland or 
natural drainage system 
– either physically or 
chemically (e.g. due to 
run-off or pollution)?  

 Low adverse 
Positive 

During the activity there is potential for deposition 
of soil, and fill entering the coastal wetlands to the 
west of the campground resulting in sedimentation. 
The activity is located approximately 350 m north-
east of the Hastings River Catchment; however, the 
works are not expected to adversely impact the 
catchment in the long term. 
The works would improve the stormwater drainage 
of the campground, thus eliminating uncontrolled 
run-off impacting the nearby wetlands. 

• Sedimentation and erosion, and waste management 
safeguards would be effectively implemented to 
minimise associated water quality impacts 

• All equipment would be maintained in good working 
condition and operated according to manufacturer’s 
specifications 

• Refuelling of plant and equipment is to occur a 
minimum of 40 m from drainage lines 

• Stockpiles are not to be located within 10 m of a 
drainage line, and would be located in previously 
disturbed areas, away from areas that receive 
concentrated run-off 
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Is the proposed 
activity likely to… 

A
pp

lic
ab

le
?*

 

Impact level  
(negligible; or 
low, medium or 
high adverse; or 
positive; or NA) 

Reasons  
(describe the type, nature and extent of impact, 
taking into account the receiving environment & 
proposed safeguards which will limit the impact) 

Safeguards/mitigation measures 

• Sediment fencing and sediment traps would be used 
to protect drainage lines during the works. Road 
drainage structures would be used to divert road 
run-off away from sensitive areas 

• No work is to be undertaken during, or immediately 
following, periods of high rainfall 

3. change flood or tidal 
regimes, or be affected 
by flooding?  

 Negligible There would be no changes to flood or tidal 
regimes, nor is the activity predicted to be impacted 
by flooding events. A small section of the proposed 
access road and parts of Point Plomer Road occur 
within flood prone land. 

• Erosion and sediment controls as per the NPWS 
Erosion and sediment control on unsealed roads 
field guide 

• Culverts placed on Point Plomer Road would 
facilitate flow to alleviate water impacts during high-
flow periods 

4. affect or be affected 
by coastal processes 
and coastal hazards, 
including those under 
climate change 
projections (e.g. sea 
level rise)? 

 Negligible The works are located within a mapped Coastal 
Environment Area; however, there would be no 
changes to coastal processes, including those 
under climate change projections. 

• No significant earthworks would occur 
• Erosion and sediment controls as per the NPWS 

Erosion and sediment control on unsealed roads 
field guide 

5. involve the use, 
storage or transport of 
hazardous substances, 
or use or generate 
chemicals which may 
build up residues in the 
environment? 

 Negligible Machinery involved in the works may accidentally 
spill fluids hazardous to the environment. 

• Store oils and fuels in a suitably bunded, covered, 
and secure area with sufficient capacity to contain at 
least 110% of the volume of the largest container 

• Spills and leaks are to be contained within the 
worksite and site clean-up to occur 

• Spill kits to be available on site and/or in 
construction vehicles 

6. involve the generation 
or disposal of gaseous, 
liquid or solid wastes or 
emissions? 

 Negligible Soil, rock and other material excavated during the 
road construction would be stockpiled near to the 
works area and reused where practicable. No 
hazardous waste is anticipated to be generated. 

• Waste would be managed in accordance with 
relevant NSW legislation and government policies 
including using the waste hierarchy principles 

• Characterise and manage waste in accordance with 
the NSW EPA’s Waste Classification Guidelines 
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Is the proposed 
activity likely to… 

A
pp

lic
ab

le
?*

 

Impact level  
(negligible; or 
low, medium or 
high adverse; or 
positive; or NA) 

Reasons  
(describe the type, nature and extent of impact, 
taking into account the receiving environment & 
proposed safeguards which will limit the impact) 

Safeguards/mitigation measures 

• Waste generated during construction would be 
collected and disposed of at a suitably licensed 
waste facility 

• Where feasible, recyclable material is to be 
segregated to maximise recycling opportunities 

7. involve the emission 
of dust, odours, noise, 
vibration or radiation? 

 Low adverse Some noise and dust would be produced by plant 
and machinery. 
The works are adjacent to private property and 
holiday cabins. 

• The campground would be closed during 
importation of fill required to level the sites 

• Erosion and sedimentation control measures are to 
be implemented and maintained in accordance with 
the NPWS Erosion and sedimentation control on 
unsealed roads field guide 

• Works would not occur during periods of high wind. 
Dust generating works would be undertaken when 
the wind is blowing away from sensitive receivers, 
e.g. the adjacent holiday cabins 

• Water carts are to be utilised during dust generating 
activities to minimise dust spreading 

• No additives are to be used in conjunction with 
water spraying due to the proximity of the works 
area to coastal wetlands and littoral rainforests 

• Construction works generating high levels of noise 
would be restricted to the following working hours: 
o Monday to Friday 7am to 5pm 
o no work on Saturdays, Sundays or public 

holidays 
• Work outside the hours listed above would be 

restricted to: 
o low impact construction activities 
o emergency work to avoid the loss of 

lives/property 
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Is the proposed 
activity likely to… 

A
pp

lic
ab

le
?*

 

Impact level  
(negligible; or 
low, medium or 
high adverse; or 
positive; or NA) 

Reasons  
(describe the type, nature and extent of impact, 
taking into account the receiving environment & 
proposed safeguards which will limit the impact) 

Safeguards/mitigation measures 

o works timed to reduce disruption to essential 
services 

o limit the use of ‘beeper’ style reversing systems, 
and configure the works site to maximise forward 
movements 
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9.2 Biodiversity impacts during all stages of the activity  
Is the proposed 
activity likely to… 

A
pp

lic
ab

le
?*

 

Impact level  
(negligible; or 
low, medium or 
high adverse; or 
positive; or NA) 

Reasons  
(describe the type, nature and extent of impact, 
taking into account the receiving environment & 
proposed safeguards which will limit the impact) 

Safeguards/mitigation measures 

1. affect any declared 
area of outstanding 
biodiversity value or 
critical habitat or 
environmental asset of 
intergenerational 
significance? 

 NA NA  

2. result in the clearing 
or modification of 
vegetation, including 
ecological communities 
and plant community 
types of conservation 
significance?  

 Low adverse 
Positive 

Some vegetation would be removed or modified 
during the activity, particularly through the 
realignment of the access road. 
The remnant swamp sclerophyll forest does not 
meet the criteria of a TEC and impacts are 
considered negligible. 
The proposal would improve camping facilities for 
visitors and contribute to protecting the park from 
ad hoc expansion of camping areas and damage to 
the surrounding environment resulting from illegal 
camping. 

• Vegetation removal would be limited to the minimum 
required 

• Larger trees would be preferentially avoided through 
sensitive routing of the new entrance road 

• A suitably experienced NPWS officer or ecologist 
would assist in the identification of hollow-bearing 
trees, dead trees and dead wood to be avoided 

• Parking and storage of materials would be restricted 
to existing cleared areas 

3. endanger, displace or 
disturb terrestrial or 
aquatic fauna, including 
fauna of conservation 
significance, or create a 
barrier to their 
movement?  

 Low adverse No terrestrial fauna or fauna of conservation 
significance was observed during the site surveys. 
No barrier to movement would be created as a 
result of the activity as the majority of the works 
would occur in previously disturbed areas. 
Identified fauna of conservation significance are 
considered highly mobile and capable of crossing 
human-modified habitat. 

• A suitably experienced NPWS officer or ecologist 
would assist with animal welfare management 

• Timber removed for the road alignment would be 
reintroduced as habitat for fauna where practicable 
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Is the proposed 
activity likely to… 

A
pp

lic
ab

le
?*

 

Impact level  
(negligible; or 
low, medium or 
high adverse; or 
positive; or NA) 

Reasons  
(describe the type, nature and extent of impact, 
taking into account the receiving environment & 
proposed safeguards which will limit the impact) 

Safeguards/mitigation measures 

4. result in the removal 
of protected flora or 
plants or fungi of 
conservation 
significance?  

 Low adverse Some vegetation would be removed or modified 
during the activity. The vegetation within the 
adjacent coastal swamp sclerophyll forest does not 
meet the criteria of conservation significance. 

• Removal of vegetation for the realignment of the 
access road would take a line of best fit that is 
verified by a suitably qualified NPWS officer. 

• Threatened species identified would be flagged and 
a buffer zone created to protect plants or fungi of 
conservation significance 

6. contribute to a key 
threatening process to 
biodiversity or ecological 
integrity? 

 Low adverse There is potential for indirect impacts during works 
that could contribute to a key threatening process; 
for example, the introduction and establishment of 
weeds or the introduction of diseases and 
pathogens. 
Removal of native vegetation is required. 
Human induced activities as a result of energy use 
would occur; however, would not be sufficient to 
significantly contribute to anthropogenic climate 
change. 

• Hygiene protocols would be required to reduce the 
risk of spreading weeds, diseases and pathogens 

• Vegetation removal would be limited to the minimum 
necessary 

• No removal of hollow-bearing trees or significant 
dead wood would occur 

• Minimise the use of machinery and plant where 
practicable. Turn off machinery when not in use and 
reduce throttle speed of machines 

7. introduce weeds, 
pathogens, pest animals 
or genetically modified 
organisms into an area?  

 Low adverse There is a risk of the introduction of diseases such 
as phytophthora, myrtle rust, and chytrid via 
contaminated tools, plant, vehicles, shoes and 
clothing, both in construction and remediation 
stages. 
There is low weed cover throughout the site, hence 
the risk of introducing weeds through machinery. 
The works are generally confined to the existing 
campground footprint and would not significantly 
contribute to improving access for pest animals. 

• All equipment, tools, vehicles and footwear to be 
washed down/sterilised before transport to site 

• The area would be monitored for weeds post-
construction to ensure establishment would not 
occur 
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9.3 Community impacts during all stages of the activity 
Is the proposed 
activity likely to… 

A
pp

lic
ab

le
?*

 

Impact level  
(negligible; or 
low, medium or 
high adverse; or 
positive; or NA) 

Reasons  
(describe the type, nature and extent of impact, 
taking into account the receiving environment & 
proposed safeguards which will limit the impact) 

Safeguards/mitigation measures 

1. affect community 
services or 
infrastructure? 

 Low adverse 
Positive 

Construction of the proposed activity would 
temporarily impede access to the Point Plomer 
campground, adjacent private properties including 
the holiday cabins, and the beach 4WD access for 
the duration of the works. 
Once complete, the proposal would improve access 
to community services and infrastructure. 

• Consultation would occur with adjacent stakeholders 
prior to commencement of the activity to establish 
communication lines 

• During construction, appropriate signage would be 
displayed indicating the nature and duration of the 
works, including contact phone numbers 

• Construction areas would be fenced off to the public 
• A Traffic Management Plan (TMP) may require 

implementation to facilitate the flow of traffic to the 
inholding 

• Existing access for adjoining landowners is to be 
maintained at all times during the works unless 
otherwise agreed to by the affected property owner 

2. affect sites important 
to the local or broader 
community for their 
recreational or other 
values or access to 
these sites? 

 Low adverse 
Positive 

The proposal would temporarily reduce the number 
of camping sites available for public bookings. It 
would also temporarily impact the recreational 
values and impede access to the site. 
Once complete, the proposal would improve the 
condition of the campground, access road and 
overall amenity of the precinct.  

• Consultation would occur with adjacent stakeholders 
prior to commencement of the activity to establish 
communication lines 

• Notification is to be given to affected community 
members and adjacent landowners prior to the 
works commencing. Notification is to include: 
o details of the proposal 
o the duration of works and working hours 
o any changed traffic or access arrangements 
o how to obtain more information 
o contact name and details 

• During construction, appropriate signage would be 
displayed indicating the nature and duration of the 
works and remain in place for the duration of the 
works 
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Is the proposed 
activity likely to… 

A
pp

lic
ab

le
?*

 

Impact level  
(negligible; or 
low, medium or 
high adverse; or 
positive; or NA) 

Reasons  
(describe the type, nature and extent of impact, 
taking into account the receiving environment & 
proposed safeguards which will limit the impact) 

Safeguards/mitigation measures 

• Construction areas would be fenced off to the public 
• All complaints are to be recorded on a complaints 

register and attended to promptly 
• No work with the potential to impact sensitive noise 

receivers would occur outside standard hours 
3. affect economic 
factors, including 
employment, industry 
and property value? 

 Positive The proposed works would have a significant 
positive impact on economic factors as it would 
improve the overall amenity and usability of the 
Point Plomer precinct for a projected timeline of 20 
years. Adjacent private landholders would benefit 
greatly from an improved access road to the area. 
The proposal would also benefit the community 
through employment of local contractors to 
undertake the works.  

NA 

4. have an impact on the 
safety of the 
community? 

 Low adverse 
Positive 

There is potential for personal injury during 
construction (e.g. from construction site activity).  
Given the nature of the works in a publicly 
accessible campground, there is potential for 
personal injury to visitors and tourists to the area.  

• Regard to public safety would always be 
maintained, and works site access restricted for the 
public 

• The contractor would be responsible for the 
preparation and implementation of any Safe Work 
Method Statements in accordance with the Work 
Health and Safety Act 2011 

• All works areas would be fenced off for the duration 
of the works 

• Temporary signage would be installed to advise the 
community of the nature and duration of the activity 

5. cause a bushfire risk?   Negligible There would be limited ignition risk as works would 
primarily occur in previously cleared areas. 

• Appropriate fire extinguishing equipment would be 
located on the construction site during construction 
if deemed necessary 

• Machinery would be limited during periods of Very 
High and above fire danger ratings, and during Total 
Fire Bans 
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Is the proposed 
activity likely to… 

A
pp

lic
ab

le
?*

 

Impact level  
(negligible; or 
low, medium or 
high adverse; or 
positive; or NA) 

Reasons  
(describe the type, nature and extent of impact, 
taking into account the receiving environment & 
proposed safeguards which will limit the impact) 

Safeguards/mitigation measures 

6. affect the visual or 
scenic landscape?  

 Low adverse 
Positive 

The visual or scenic landscape would be 
temporarily impacted during construction. 
The site would be rehabilitated on completion. 
Additionally, the layout of day visitor carparks would 
remove carparks that currently interfere with the 
iconic view across to the surfing break. 

• The use of screening on temporary fencing would 
help reduce the visual impacts on the scenic 
landscape during construction 

• Ensure post construction vegetation rehabilitation 
works are completed using a diverse combination of 
local native plants and trees 
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9.4 Natural resource impacts during all stages of the activity 
Is the proposed 
activity likely to… 

A
pp

lic
ab

le
?*

 

Impact level  
(negligible; or 
low, medium or 
high adverse; or 
positive; or NA) 

Reasons  
(describe the type, nature and extent of impact, 
taking into account the receiving environment & 
proposed safeguards which will limit the impact) 

Safeguards/mitigation measures 

1. result in the 
degradation of the park 
or any other area 
reserved for 
conservation purposes?  

 Positive The proposal would deter the ad hoc expansion of 
camping areas by meeting the increasing visitation 
demands, which would concurrently reduce 
damage to the surrounding bushland and contribute 
to a reduction in the general degradation of 
recreational areas in the national park. 

NA 

2. affect the use of, or 
the community’s ability 
to use, natural 
resources?  

 NA NA  

3. involve the use, 
wastage, destruction or 
depletion of natural 
resources including 
water, fuels, timber or 
extractive materials?  

 Negligible Waste would be generated during construction and 
from existing materials (e.g. bollards) that cannot 
be reused. Materials would be recycled where 
possible or reused, including the crushing of 
concrete components for reuse for alternative 
purposes. 
Natural resources (fossil fuels) would be used to 
power machinery used during the construction 
stages of the activity. 

• Prior to work commencing, a Safe Work Method 
Statement would be undertaken to ensure any risks 
associated with the disposal of waste would be 
mitigated by ensuring the sites are left clean and 
tidy at the end of each day 

• All waste that is not recycled would be disposed of 
at a suitably licensed waste facility 

• Machinery use to be kept at a minimum 
• Use electric machinery rather than diesel/petrol 

machinery where practicable 
4. provide for the 
sustainable and efficient 
use of water and 
energy? † 

 Negligible Water and electricity would be used during 
construction. 

• Electric machinery would be used instead of diesel 
machinery where practicable and switched off when 
not in use 
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9.5 Aboriginal cultural heritage impacts during all stages of the activity 
Is the proposed 
activity likely to… 

A
pp

lic
ab

le
?*

 

Impact level  
(negligible; or 
low, medium or 
high adverse; or 
positive; or NA) 

Reasons  
(describe the type, nature and extent of impact, 
taking into account the receiving environment & 
proposed safeguards which will limit the impact) 

Safeguards/mitigation measures 

1. disturb the ground 
surface or any 
vegetation likely to 
contain culturally 
modified trees? 

 Low adverse The proposed works would require minor 
excavation and removal of vegetation for the 
realignment of the access road. 
The ACHA report of the area suggests it is unlikely 
that Aboriginal artefacts would extend into the 
adjacent swamp to the south of the existing entry 
road. 
New bollards being installed have the potential to 
impact on the ground surface; however, they are 
being installed in a highly modified site. 
The potential for undiscovered Aboriginal items to 
be identified does exist. Following the mitigation 
measures would ensure any potential impacts are 
negated. 
Road works and campsite levelling is 
predominantly undertaken by importing clean fill to 
the site and compacting the surface. 

• A NPWS officer qualified in Aboriginal site and 
object identification would be on site during 
excavation works to inspect soil and ground 
disturbance for Aboriginal objects 

• Works would proceed with caution, and if any 
Aboriginal objects are located during the proposed 
works, the Due Diligence Code of Practice for the 
Protection of Aboriginal Objects in NSW would be 
followed 

• If suspected human remains are discovered and/or 
harmed, in, on or under the land within the activity 
footprint, the following actions must be undertaken: 
o the remains must not be harmed/further harmed 
o immediately cease all works at that location 
o secure the area to avoid further harm to the 

remains 
o notify the NSW Police and the Environment Line 

(Heritage NSW) on 131 555 as soon as 
practicable and provide any details of the 
remains and their location 

o do not recommence any work at that location 
unless authorised in writing by Heritage NSW 

• Due to the presence of known Aboriginal sites within 
the activity footprint, an AHIP has been applied for 
in addition to the construction safeguards that have 
been designed to minimise ground disturbance 

• The activity has been designed to minimise potential 
impacts to Aboriginal sites, including the exclusion 
of ground surface disturbances, with fill being used 
instead to build up the ground surface 
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Is the proposed 
activity likely to… 

A
pp

lic
ab

le
?*

 

Impact level  
(negligible; or 
low, medium or 
high adverse; or 
positive; or NA) 

Reasons  
(describe the type, nature and extent of impact, 
taking into account the receiving environment & 
proposed safeguards which will limit the impact) 

Safeguards/mitigation measures 

2. affect or occur near 
known Aboriginal 
objects, Aboriginal 
places or an Aboriginal 
cultural asset of 
intergenerational 
significance?  
If so, can impacts be 
avoided? How?  

 Low adverse The proposed works would occur near known 
Aboriginal sites, as documented in the supporting 
ACHA report. Impacts to 2 known Aboriginal 
cultural heritage items are not able to be avoided 
by the proposed works. 

• An AHIP has been applied for to undertake the 
proposal 

• As above 

3. affect areas: 
• within 200 m of 

waters 
• within a sand dune 

system 
• on a ridge top, ridge 

line or headland 
• within 200 m below 

or above a cliff face 
• in or within 20 m of a 

cave, rock shelter or 
a cave mouth? 

If so, can impacts be 
avoided? How?  

 Low adverse Point Plomer is located on a sand dune system, the 
proposed works are unable to avoid potential 
impacts to the system. 
Previous auger investigations across the 
campground positively identified the location of one 
Aboriginal midden in the vicinity of the campground. 

• As above 

4. affect wild resources 
which are used or 
valued by the Aboriginal 
community or affect 
access to these 
resources? 

 NA NA  

5. affect access to 
culturally important 
locations?  

 Negligible The proposed activity would not adversely impact 
access to culturally important locations. 
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9.6 Other cultural heritage impacts during all stages of the activity 
Is the proposed 
activity likely to… 

A
pp

lic
ab

le
?*

 

Impact level  
(negligible; or 
low, medium or 
high adverse; or 
positive; or NA) 

Reasons  
(describe the type, nature and extent of impact, 
taking into account the receiving environment & 
proposed safeguards which will limit the impact) 

Safeguards/mitigation measures 

1. affect or occur near 
places, buildings or 
landscapes of heritage 
significance?  

 NA NA  

2. impact on relics or 
moveable heritage 
items, or an area with a 
high likelihood of 
containing relics?  

 NA NA  

3. impact on vegetation 
of cultural landscape 
value (e.g. gardens and 
settings, introduced 
exotic species, or 
evidence of broader 
remnant land uses)? 

 NA NA  
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9.7 Impacts on matters of national environmental significance under the EPBC Act 
during all stages of the activity 

Is the proposal likely 
to affect MNES, 
including: 

A
pp

lic
ab

le
?*

 

Impact level  
(negligible; or 
low, medium or 
high adverse; or 
positive; or NA) 

Reasons  
(describe the type, nature and extent of impact, 
taking into account the receiving environment & 
proposed safeguards which will limit the impact) 

Safeguards/mitigation measures 

1. listed threatened 
species or ecological 
communities)? 

 Negligible The proposal would see very minor modification of 
potential habitat for several threatened fauna 
species. The impacts comprise a minor level of 
vegetation removal for the new access road. 

• As detailed in Section 9.2 

2. listed migratory 
species?  

 Negligible The proposal would see nil impact on the potential 
habitat of such species. Breeding, foraging, 
dispersal, etc. processes would remain as current; 
and no barrier to movement, entanglement or strike 
risk would be created. 

• As detailed in Section 9.2 

3. the ecology of 
Ramsar wetlands? 

 NA NA  

4. world heritage values 
of World Heritage 
properties?  

 NA NA  

5. the national heritage 
values of national 
heritage places? 

 NA NA  
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9.8 Cumulative impacts during all stages of the activity 
When considered with 
other projects, is the 
proposed activity likely 
to affect… 

A
pp

lic
ab

le
?*

 

Impact level  
(negligible; or 
low, medium or 
high adverse; or 
positive; or NA) 

Reasons  
(describe the type, nature and extent of impact, 
taking into account the receiving environment & 
proposed safeguards which will limit the impact) 

Safeguards/mitigation measures 

1. natural landscape or 
biodiversity values 
through cumulative 
impacts?  

 Positive The activity would contribute to natural landscapes 
and biodiversity values by reducing the cumulative 
pressure on the carrying capacity of the 
campground, which results in subsequent 
deterioration of the condition of the adjacent 
environment. 

NA 

2. cultural (Aboriginal, 
shared and historic 
heritage) values through 
cumulative impacts?  

 NA NA  

3. social (amenity, 
recreation, education) 
values through 
cumulative impacts? 

 Positive The activity would contribute to the amenity, social 
and recreational values of the precinct by 
preserving the existing laid-back low-key coastal 
camping experience and visual amenity as well as 
addressing both existing and forecast management 
challenges. 

NA 

4. the community 
through cumulative 
impacts on any other 
part of environment (e.g. 
due to traffic, waste 
generation or perceived 
over-development) 

 Negligible The proposed activity is not likely to affect the 
community through cumulatively impacts on any 
other part of the environment. 

NA 
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10. Proposals requiring additional 
information 

10.1 Lease or licence proposals under s 151 NPW Act 
No lease or licensing requirements are attached to the Point Plomer Precinct Revitalisation 
project. Any and all future commercial business or ecotourism proposals would be 
addressed separately in accordance with the NPWS Park Policy – Parks Eco Pass program 
for commercial tour operators. 

10.2 Telecommunications facilities 
The Point Plomer Precinct Revitalisation project has no telecommunications facility 
component so assessment under section 153D of the NPW Act is not required. 

10.3 Activities within the Sydney Drinking Water 
Catchment 

The Point Plomer Precinct Revitalisation project does not fall within the Sydney Drinking 
Water Catchment so further assessment is not required. 

10.4 Activities in River Murray riverine land 
The Point Plomer Precinct Revitalisation project is not located within lands defined as 
Murray riverine land so further assessment is not required. 
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11. Summary of impacts and conclusions 
Environmental factor Consideration Significance of 

impact* 

(a) the environmental impact on 
the community 

Social, economic and cultural impacts as 
described in Sections 9.3, 9.5 and 9.6  

Not significant 

(b) the transformation of the 
locality 

Human and non-human environment as 
described in Sections 9.1, 9.2 and 9.4 

Not significant 

(c) the environmental impact on 
the ecosystems of the locality 

Amount of clearing, loss of ecological 
integrity, habitat connectivity/ fragmentation 
and changes to hydrology (both surface and 
groundwater) as described in Sections 9.1, 
9.2 and 9.4 and for nationally listed TECs, 
in Section 9.7 

Not significant 

(d) reduction of the aesthetic, 
recreational, scientific or other 
environmental quality or value 
of the locality 

Visual, recreational, scientific and other 
impacts as described in Section 9.3 

Not significant 

(e) the effects on any locality, 
place or building that has: 

(i) aesthetic, anthropological, 
archaeological, 
architectural, cultural, 
historical, scientific or 
social significance, or 

(ii) other special value for 
present or future 
generations 

Impacts to Aboriginal and historic heritage 
associated with a locality (including 
intangible cultural significance), 
architectural heritage, social/community 
values and identity, scenic values and 
others, as described in Sections 9.3, 9.5 
and 9.6 and for MNES heritage places, in 
Section 9.7 

Not significant 

(f) the impact on the habitat of 
protected animals, within the 
meaning of the BC Act  

Impacts to all native terrestrial species, 
including but not limited to threatened 
species, and their habitat requirements, as 
described in Section 9.2 

Not significant 

(g) the endangering of a 
species of animal, plant or other 
form of life, whether living on 
land, in water or in the air 

Impacts to all listed terrestrial and aquatic 
species, and whether the proposal 
increases the impact of key threatening 
processes, as described in Section 9.2 

Not significant 

(h) long-term effects on the 
environment 

Long-term residual impacts to ecological, 
social and economic values as described in 
all parts of Section 9 

Not significant 

(i) degradation of the quality of 
the environment 

Ongoing residual impacts to ecological, 
social and economic values as described in 
Section 9.4 

Not significant 

(j) risk to the safety of the 
environment 

Impacts to public and work health and 
safety, from contamination, bushfires, sea 
level rise, flood, storm surge, wind speeds, 
extreme heat, rockfall and landslip, and 
other risks likely to increase due to climate 
change as described in Sections 9.1, 9.3 
and 9.4 

Not significant 
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Environmental factor Consideration Significance of 
impact* 

(k) reduction in the range of 
beneficial uses of the 
environment 

Impacts to natural resources, community 
resources and existing uses as described in 
Sections 9.3 and 9.4 

Not significant 

(l) pollution of the environment Impacts due to air pollution (including 
odours and greenhouse gases); water 
pollution (water quality health); soil 
contamination; noise and vibration 
(including consideration of sensitive 
receptors); or light pollution, as described in 
Sections 9.1 and 9.3 

Not significant 

(m) environmental problems 
associated with the disposal of 
waste 

Transportation, disposal and contamination 
impacts as described in Section 9.3 

Not significant 

(n) increased demands on 
natural or other resources that 
are, or are likely to become, in 
short supply 

Impacts to land, soil, water, gravel, minerals 
and energy supply as described in Section 
9.4 

Not significant 

(o) the cumulative 
environmental effect with other 
existing or likely future activities 

The negative synergisms with existing 
development or future activities as 
considered in Section 9.8 

Not significant 

(p) the impact on coastal 
processes and coastal hazards, 
including those under projected 
climate change conditions 

Impacts arising from the proposed activity 
on coastal processes, and impacts on the 
proposed activity from those coastal 
processes and hazards, both current and 
future, as considered in Section 9.1 

Not significant 

(q) applicable local strategic 
planning statements, regional 
strategic plans or district 
strategic plans made under the 
EP&A Act, Division 3.1 

Inconsistency with the objectives, policies 
and actions identified in local, district and 
regional plans, as considered in Subsection 
3.2.2 

Not significant 

(r) other relevant environmental 
factors 

Any other factors relevant in assessing 
impacts on the environment to the fullest 
extent, such as native title 

Not significant 

In conclusion indicate if: 

• There is likely to be a significant effect on the environment and an environmental impact 
statement is required 

 No 
 Yes 

• There is likely to be a significant effect on threatened species, populations, ecological 
communities or their habitats and a species impact statement is required 

 No 
 Yes 

• The activity is likely to have a significant impact on MNES listed under the EPBC Act 

 No 
 Yes 
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• The activity will require certification to the Building Code of Australia, Disability (Access 
to Premises – Buildings) Standards 2010 or Australian Standards in accordance with the 
NPWS Construction Assessment Procedures 

 No 
 Yes 
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12. Supporting documentation 
Please provide details of documentation included with this application.  

Document title Author Date 

1. Threatened species tests of significance WolfPeak August 22 

2. Ecological assessment for Point Plomer campground 
upgrade 

WolfPeak August 22 

3. Plomer campground sites and access road upgrade 
design plans 

Local Government 
Engineering Services 

October 22 

4. BioNet search results WolfPeak August 22 

5. Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment report Everick Heritage August 22 

13. Fees for external proponents 
Proponents external to NPWS are required to pay an initial fee of $220 (a final fee is also 
required before determination of the REF). 

 $220 payment/cheque for initial fee is enclosed 
 A waiver of fees is requested for the following reasons: 

14. Declarations 
As the person responsible for the preparation of the REF, I certify that, to the best of my 
knowledge, this REF is in accordance with the EP&A Act, the EP&A Regulation and the 
guidelines approved under section 170 of the EP&A Regulation, and the information it 
contains is neither false nor misleading.  

Signature  
Name (printed)  
Position  
Date  

By endorsing the REF, the proponent confirms that the information in the REF is 
accurate and adequate to ensure that all potential impacts of the activity can be 
identified.  

Signature  

Name (printed)  

Position  

Date  

Seal (if signing under seal): 
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Next steps  
Submit the signed REF to the relevant NPWS Area Office, requesting determination of 
the REF and advice on when approval for the works may be forthcoming.  

15. More information 
• Aboriginal cultural heritage 
• Coal Mine Subsidence Compensation Act 2017 
• Construction assessment procedures 
• Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 
• Environmental Planning and Assessment Regulation 2021 
• Erosion and sediment control on unsealed roads field guide 
• Indigenous land-use agreements 
• National Native Title Tribunal 
• National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 
• National Parks and Wildlife Regulation 2019 
• Parks Eco Pass program for commercial tour operators 
• Protection of the Environment Operations Act 1997 
• Threatened species test of significance 
• Transport & Infrastructure SEPP 

https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/topics/heritage/about-heritage/aboriginal-cultural-heritage
https://legislation.nsw.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/act-2017-037
https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/topics/parks-reserves-and-protected-areas/development-guidelines/construction-assessment-procedures
https://legislation.nsw.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/act-1979-203
https://legislation.nsw.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/sl-2021-0759
https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/research-and-publications/publications-search/erosion-and-sediment-control-on-unsealed-roads
https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/topics/parks-reserves-and-protected-areas/park-management/aboriginal-joint-management/how-aboriginal-joint-management-works/indigenous-land-use-agreements
http://www.nntt.gov.au/Pages/Home-Page.aspx
https://legislation.nsw.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/act-1974-080
https://legislation.nsw.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/sl-2019-0408
https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/topics/parks-reserves-and-protected-areas/commercial-activities-in-parks/licences-for-commercial-operators
https://legislation.nsw.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/act-1997-156
https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/topics/animals-and-plants/biodiversity-offsets-scheme/about-the-biodiversity-offsets-scheme/when-does-bos-apply/test-of-significance
https://legislation.nsw.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/epi-2021-0732
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Appendix A: Threatened species tests of 
significance 

Species and communities listed under the Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 2016 

A.1 Assessment pathway 
Under the Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016 (BC Act) and Biodiversity Conservation 
Regulation 2017 (BC Regulation), Part 5 developments under the Environmental Planning 
and Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act) are not required to enter into the Biodiversity Offsets 
Scheme (BOS) as this is an optional assessment pathway. 
Given that assessment under the BOS is not required for Part 5 proposals, a test of 
significance has been carried out to assess the potential impacts of the proposal on 
threatened species and ecological communities. 

A.2 Test of significance 
The test of significance is prescribed in Part 7, Division 1, s 7.2 of the BC Act. The purpose 
of the test of significance is to determine whether a proposed development or activity is likely 
to significantly affect threatened species or ecological communities, or their habitats. 
If it is determined that a development or activity will have a significant effect, a Biodiversity 
Development Assessment Report will be required if the proponent so elects, or if not, a 
Species Impact Statement must be prepared. 
The test of significance has been prepared in consideration of the Threatened Species Test 
of Significance Guidelines. 

A.2.1 Entities to be assessed 
Potential occurrence assessments have determined that the following species are 
considered to be potentially occurring in the study area and are subject to the test of 
significance: 

• wallum froglet (Crinia tinnula) 
• fork-tailed swift (Apus pacificus) 
• white-throated needletail (Hirundapus 

caudacutus) 
• powerful owl (Ninox strenua) 
• masked owl (Tyto novaehollandiae) 
• koala (Phascolarctos cinereus) 
• squirrel glider (Petaurus norfolcensis) 
• grey-headed flying-fox (Pteropus 

poliocephalus) 

• common blossom-bat (Syconycteris 
australis) 

• little bent-winged bat (Miniopterus australis) 
• large bent-winged bat (Miniopterus orianae 

oceanensis) 
• eastern coastal free-tailed bat (Micronomus 

norfolkensis) 
• greater broad-nosed bat (Scoteanax 

rueppellii) 
• yellow-bellied sheathtail-bat (Saccolaimus 

flaviventris) 
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A.2.2 Responses 
a. in the case of a threatened species, whether the proposed development or activity is 

likely to have an adverse effect on the life cycle of the species such that a viable local 
population of the species is likely to be placed at risk of extinction 

The proposal is to revitalise the Point Plomer precinct as per the plans attached in Appendix D, 
and would involve clearing approximately 0.2 ha of remnant swamp sclerophyll forest. Several low-
lying parts of the campground containing introduced grassland are proposed to be filled. In 
addition, several planted shrubs are proposed to be removed/transplanted; however, 
approximately 5,000 new trees would be planted within the study area and adjacent lands. 
There are several koala food trees across the site and these would be retained. No hollow logs or 
hollow-bearing trees would be affected; thus impacts on the subject species would be minimal. The 
0.2 ha of remnant swamp sclerophyll forest is considered suitable foraging habitat for several listed 
threatened species including the wallum froglet, squirrel glider, grey-headed flying-fox and 
common blossom-bat; however, the clearing is a small patch of the much larger extent of suitable 
habitat adjacent to the site (Limeburners Creek National Park). The entire subject site is 
considered a very small area of fly-over or foraging habitat for the fork-tailed swift, white-throated 
needletail, powerful owl, masked owl, little bent-winged bat, large bent-winged bat, eastern coastal 
free-tail bat, greater broad-nosed bat and yellow-bellied sheathtail-bat. 
There would also be some minor indirect impacts during construction, such as increased noise and 
human presence that may temporarily discourage some species from foraging on the site. 
In the context of the above and the small extent of the proposed impacts, the works would not 
place a viable population of the subject species at risk of extinction. 
b. in the case of an endangered ecological community or critically endangered ecological 

community, whether the proposed development or activity: 
i is likely to have an adverse effect on the extent of the ecological community such 

that its local occurrence is likely to be placed at risk of extinction, or 
ii is likely to substantially and adversely modify the composition of the ecological 

community such that its local occurrence is likely to be placed at risk of 
extinction 

The remnant swamp sclerophyll forest is not considered to qualify as an endangered ecological 
community (EEC), as the soils comprise Quaternary dune sands. 
c. in relation to the habitat of a threatened species or ecological community: 

i the extent to which habitat is likely to be removed or modified as a result of the 
proposed development or activity 

ii whether an area of habitat is likely to become fragmented or isolated from other 
areas of habitat as a result of the proposed development or activity 

iii the importance of the habitat to be removed, modified, fragmented or isolated to 
the long-term survival of the species or ecological community in the locality 

Habitat proposed to be modified comprises approximately 0.2 ha of remnant swamp sclerophyll 
forest, areas of introduced grassland, and native plantings with marginal habitat value as part of a 
much larger extent of habitat within Limeburners Creek National Park. 
The habitat within the site represents a small portion of the habitat available to the subject species 
in the site and study area and is unlikely to be of any particular importance to threatened species. 
The site offers potential habitat for several threatened fauna species; however, given the extent of 
modification and limitations of the site habitats, these species would be reliant on adjacent and 
nearby habitats to fulfil their lifecycle requirements and the site would not be of any key 
importance. 
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d. whether the proposed development or activity is likely to have an adverse effect on any 
declared area of outstanding biodiversity value (either directly or indirectly) 

The proposed development would not directly or indirectly affect an area of outstanding biodiversity 
value. 
e. whether the proposed development or activity is or is part of a key threatening process 

or is likely to increase the impact of a key threatening process 
A key threatening process (KTP) is defined as a process that threatens, or may have the capability 
to threaten, the survival or evolutionary development of species, populations or ecological 
communities. 
The following table lists the relevant KTPs under the BC Act and whether the proposed activity is 
recognised as likely to affect each process. 

KTP Extent/manner which proposal 
affects KTP 

Mitigatable? 

Anthropogenic climate change Use of fossil fuels in plant and 
machinery 

No alternatives available 

Clearing of native vegetation The proposal would involve 
clearing of approximately 0.2 ha 
of remnant swamp sclerophyll 
forest 

No, however, vegetation removal 
would be minimised as much as 
practicable 

Infection of frogs by amphibian 
chytrid causing the disease 
chytridiomycosis 

Potential spread of amphibian 
chytrid fungus to local frog 
populations 

Yes – chytrid hygiene protocols 
to be followed 

Infection of native plants by 
Phytophthora cinnamomi 

Potential spread of Phytophthora 
cinnamomic to local native plants 

Yes – Phytophthora hygiene 
protocols to be followed 

Introduction and establishment of 
exotic rust fungi of the order 
Pucciniales pathogenic on plants 
of the family Myrtaceae 

Potential spread of myrtle rust to 
local Myrtaceae plants 

Yes – myrtle rust hygiene 
protocols to be followed 

Invasion and establishment of 
exotic vines and scramblers Currently present. Risk of spread 

in disturbance areas 

Yes – weed control 
recommended to reduce potential 
for spread 

Invasion of native plant 
communities by bitou bush and 
boneseed 

Bitou bush is currently present in 
low numbers within the study 
area. The proposal would not 
increase the occurrence of this 
weed 

Yes – weed control 
recommended to reduce potential 
for spread 

Invasion, establishment and 
spread of lantana (Lantana 
camara L. sens. lat) 

Currently present. Risk of spread 
in disturbance areas 

Yes – weed control 
recommended to reduce potential 
for spread 

Invasion of native plant 
communities by exotic perennial 
grasses 

Thinning vegetation would 
increase light and potentially lead 
to weed invasion 

Yes – sites to be monitored for 
weed establishment and 
controlled where necessary 

Loss of hollow-bearing trees The proposal would not remove 
any hollow-bearing trees or larger 
trees 

Yes – larger trees would be 
preferentially avoided through 
sensitive routing of the new 
entrance road 

Removal of dead wood and dead 
trees 

The proposal has some potential 
to impact on dead wood 

Yes – any timber would be 
placed into adjacent remnant 
swamp sclerophyll forest 
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Species and communities listed under the Fisheries Management 
Act 1994 
Not applicable 

Species and communities listed under the Environment Protection 
and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 

A.3 Assessment summary 
The provisions of the Commonwealth Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 
1999 (EPBC Act) require determination of whether the proposal has, will or is likely to have a 
significant impact on a matter of national environmental significance (MNES). These matters are 
listed and addressed in summary as follows: 

Category Relevance Significant impact likely? 

World Heritage Properties The site is not listed as a World 
Heritage Area 

NA 

National Heritage Places The site is not listed as a National 
Heritage Place 

NA 

Wetlands of International 
Importance (Ramsar) 

The site does not contain 
important wetlands 

NA 

Great Barrier Reef Marine Park The proposal does not impact the 
Great Barrier Reef Marine Park 

NA 

Commonwealth Marine Area The site is not within a 
Commonwealth Marine Area 

NA 

Listed TECs Coastal Swamp Sclerophyll 
Forests of South-eastern 
Australia. The remnant swamp 
sclerophyll forest impacted by the 
proposed new entrance road 
broadly aligns with this EPBC Act 
TEC. The impact of the TEC is 
approximately 0.2 ha and is 
therefore negligible. 
No other TECs are present 

No 

Listed threatened species The grey-headed flying-fox 
(vulnerable) and white-throated 
needletail (vulnerable) are 
considered potential occurrences 
in the study area 

No threatened species are likely 
to be significantly impacted by 
the proposal, as detailed below 

Listed migratory species Several migratory birds are 
considered potential occurrences 
in the study area 

No migratory species are likely to 
be significantly impacted by the 
proposal, as detailed below 

Nuclear actions The proposal is not a nuclear 
action 

N/A 

A water resource, in relation to 
coal seam gas development 
and large coalmining 
development 

The proposal is not a mining 
development 

N/A 
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A.4 Protected species assessments 
The following EPBC Act threatened species are considered to potentially occur within the reserve: 

Species EPBC Act status 

Koala (Phascolarctos cinereus) Endangered 

Grey-headed flying-fox (Pteropus poliocephalus) Vulnerable 

White-throated needletail (Hirundapus caudacutus) Vulnerable 

Assessment of significance – koala: important population assessment 
An important population is one that is necessary for a species’ long-term recovery and survival. 
This includes such populations as: 

• key populations either for breeding or dispersal 
• populations that are necessary for maintaining genetic diversity 
• populations that are near the limit of the species’ range. 
The koala population potentially utilising the development site is not considered to represent an 
important population of this species. There is one record of koala within 1 km of the site and there 
is potential for a low-density population to utilise suitable habitat and koala feed trees in the site; 
however, no feed trees are to be removed. 

Significant impact criteria 

An action is likely to have a significant impact on a species if there is a real chance or possibility 
that it will: 

Significant impact criteria Details  

• lead to a long-term decrease 
in the size of an important 
population of a species 

The proposal impacts a small area of swamp sclerophyll forest; 
however, no koala feed trees are proposed to be removed. As such, 
the proposal would not have any detectable impacts on this species. 

• reduce the area of 
occupancy of an important 
population 

The proposal would thus not lead to a long-term decrease in the size 
of an important population. 

• fragment an existing 
important population into 2 or 
more populations 

The proposed development would not impact on an important 
population of koala. A small area of habitat is proposed to be 
impacted, though no koala feed trees would be removed. The subject 
site is small relative to the area of occupancy, which is measured in 
terms of several hectares. Consequently, the proposal would not 
reduce the area of occupancy of the important population. 

• adversely affect habitat 
critical to the survival of a 
species 

Despite the proposal involving a new entrance road, vehicle 
movements would be similar to existing conditions and therefore the 
proposal would not increase the current level of fragmentation or 
create barriers to movement. The koala is also a relatively mobile 
species, capable of crossing human-modified habitat. The proposal 
would therefore offer no barrier to movement; thus, it would not 
fragment an existing important population. 

• disrupt the breeding cycle of 
an important population 

The vegetation on site is not considered critical habitat for the koala. 
Post-development, the site and other habitats in the locality would 
retain the potential to support this species, hence helping support the 
viability of the local population. 
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Significant impact criteria Details  

• modify, destroy, remove or 
isolate or decrease the 
availability or quality of 
habitat to the extent that the 
species is likely to decline 

The habitat in the site does not contain an important population of this 
species and does not represent potential breeding habitat. The works 
would not be capable of disrupting the breeding cycle of the koala. 

• result in invasive species, 
that are harmful (by 
competition, modification of 
habitat, or predation) to a 
vulnerable species, 
becoming established in the 
vulnerable species’ habitat 

The degree of possible vegetation loss imposed by the proposed 
development is not significant enough to affect a local population of the 
koala to the point that it could cause a decline of the species. 

• introduce a disease that may 
cause a species to decline 

No new disease that affects the koala is likely to be introduced as a 
direct result of the proposal. 

• interfere substantially with 
the recovery of the species 

The works would be unlikely to interfere with the recovery of this species. 
No threats to this species will be introduced as a result of the proposal.  

Resulting impact No significant impact 

The above assessment has determined that the proposal is not likely to have a significant impact 
on the subject threatened flora or fauna species. Referral to the Department of Climate Change, 
Energy, the Environment and Water (DCCEEW) is not required for this species. 

Assessment of significance – grey-headed flying-fox: important population 
assessment 
An important population is one that is necessary for a species’ long-term recovery and survival. 
This includes such populations as: 

• key populations either for breeding or dispersal 
• populations that are necessary for maintaining genetic diversity 
• populations that are near the limit of the species’ range. 
The grey-headed flying-fox population potentially utilising the development site is not considered to 
represent an important population of this species. No breeding colonies are located in the study 
area. The development site is also not located within the limit of this species’ range. 

Significant impact criteria 

An action is likely to have a significant impact on a species if there is a real chance or possibility 
that it will: 

Significant impact criteria Details  
• lead to a long-term decrease 

in the size of an important 
population of a species 

The proposal involves the removal of a few trees that provide a very 
small component of available forage habitat for the species. As such, 
the proposal would not have any detectable impacts on this species. 

• reduce the area of 
occupancy of an important 
population 

The study area is not a known roost for the grey-headed flying-fox and 
better quality alternative foraging habitat in the locality is evidently 
extensive. The proposal would thus not lead to a long-term decrease in 
the size of an important population. 

• fragment an existing 
important population into 2 or 
more populations 

The foraging habitat in the subject site is insignificant relative to the 
area of occupancy, which is measured in terms of hundreds of 
thousands of hectares. Consequently, the proposal would not reduce 
the area of occupancy of the important population. 
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Significant impact criteria Details  
• adversely affect habitat 

critical to the survival of a 
species 

The grey-headed flying-fox is highly mobile and known to be capable 
of crossing human-modified habitat. The proposal would offer no 
barrier to movement; thus, it will not fragment an existing important 
population. 

• disrupt the breeding cycle of 
an important population 

The vegetation on site is not considered critical habitat for the grey-
headed flying-fox. Post-development, the site and other habitats in the 
locality would retain the potential to support this species, hence 
helping support the viability of the local population. 

• modify, destroy, remove or 
isolate or decrease the 
availability or quality of 
habitat to the extent that the 
species is likely to decline 

The habitat in the site does not contain an important population of this 
species and does not represent potential breeding habitat. The works 
would not be capable of disrupting the breeding cycle of the grey-
headed flying-fox. 

• result in invasive species, 
that are harmful (by 
competition, modification of 
habitat, or predation) to a 
vulnerable species, 
becoming established in the 
vulnerable species’ habitat 

The degree of possible vegetation loss imposed by the proposed 
development is not significant enough to affect a local population of the 
grey-headed flying-fox to the point that it could cause a decline of the 
species. 

• introduce a disease that may 
cause a species to decline 

No new disease that affects the grey-headed flying-fox is likely to be 
introduced as a direct result of the proposal. 

• interfere substantially with 
the recovery of the species 

The works would be unlikely to interfere with the recovery of this 
species. No threats to this species will be introduced as a result of the 
proposal.  

Resulting impact No significant impact 

The above assessment has determined that the proposal is not likely to have a significant impact 
on the grey-headed flying-fox. Referral to DCCEEW is not required for this species. 

Assessment of significance – white-throated needletail: important population 
assessment 

Significant impact criteria 

An action is likely to have a significant impact on a species if there is a real chance or possibility 
that it will: 

Significant impact criteria Details  
• lead to a long-term decrease 

in the size of an important 
population of a species 

This species was not detected on site during surveys however, the site 
and wider area offers potentially suitable habitat. The white-throated 
needletail is an aerial forager, and the works would be unlikely to 
negatively impact this species. The works would therefore be unlikely 
to lead to a decrease of an important population.  

• reduce the area of 
occupancy of an important 
population 

The modification of habitat on site would not reduce the area of 
occupancy of this species given it is highly mobile and forages over 
large expanses of habitat.  

• fragment an existing 
important population into 2 or 
more populations 

The white-throated needletail is predominately an aerial species and 
highly mobile. The proposal would offer no barrier to movement; thus, 
it would not fragment an existing important population. 
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Significant impact criteria Details  
• adversely affect habitat 

critical to the survival of a 
species 

The vegetation on site is not considered critical habitat for the white-
throated needletail. Post-development, the remainder of the site and 
other habitats in the locality would retain the potential to support this 
species, hence helping support the viability of the local population. 

• disrupt the breeding cycle of 
an important population 

The white-throated needletail is a migratory species and does not 
breed in Australia. The removal of this habitat would hence not be 
capable of disrupting the breeding cycle of the species. 

• modify, destroy, remove or 
isolate or decrease the 
availability or quality of 
habitat to the extent that the 
species is likely to decline 

The degree of possible vegetation loss imposed by the works is not 
significant enough to affect a local population of the white-throated 
needletail to the point that it could cause a decline of the species. 

• result in invasive species, 
that are harmful (by 
competition, modification of 
habitat, or predation) to a 
Vulnerable species, 
becoming established in the 
Vulnerable species’ habitat 

No new species that affects the white-throated needletail is likely to be 
introduced as a direct result of the proposal. 

• introduce a disease that may 
cause a species to decline 

No disease that poses a potential risk to this species is likely to be 
introduced to the site. 

• interfere substantially with 
the recovery of the species 

The works would be unlikely to interfere with the recovery of this 
species. No threats to this species will be introduced as a result of the 
proposal.  

Resulting impact No significant impact 

The above assessment has determined that the proposal is not likely to have a significant impact 
on the white-throated needletail. Referral to DCCEEW is not required for this species. 

A.5 Threatened ecological communities 
The southern portion of the proposed activity is considered to qualify as the nationally listed 
threatened ecological community (TEC) – Coastal Swamp Sclerophyll Forest of New South Wales 
and South East Queensland. The following significance assessment has been conducted to 
determine the impacts to this TEC. 

Significance assessment – Coastal Swamp Sclerophyll Forest of New South Wales 
and South East Queensland 
An action is likely to have a significant impact on an ecological community if there is a real chance 
or possibility that it will: 

Significant impact criteria Details  
• reduce the extent of an 

ecological community 
The proposal involves the removal of 0.2 ha of swamp sclerophyll 
forest. This is however, considered to be a very small extent of the 
TEC, particularly in the context of large areas of this TEC in adjacent 
Limeburners Creek National Park. 

• fragment or increase 
fragmentation of an 
ecological community, for 
example by clearing 
vegetation for roads or 
transmission lines 

The proposal would cause some fragmentation in a very small extent 
of this TEC. 
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Significant impact criteria Details  
• adversely affect habitat 

critical to the survival of an 
ecological community 

The proposal does not affect any habitat critical to the survival of the 
community. 

• modify or destroy abiotic 
(non-living) factors (such as 
water, nutrients, or soil) 
necessary for an ecological 
community’s survival, 
including reduction of 
groundwater levels, or 
substantial alteration of 
surface water drainage 
patterns 

The proposal has the potential to impact hydrology and stormwater 
patterns in the study area, and ameliorative measures will be required 
to ensure this does not occur. There may be minor sedimentation as a 
result of construction works upslope from the community; however, this 
would be minimal provided adequate controls are established, and will 
cease post-construction. 

• cause a substantial change 
in the species composition of 
an occurrence of an 
ecological community, 
including causing a decline 
or loss of functionally 
important species, for 
example through regular 
burning or flora or fauna 
harvesting 

The proposal has minor potential to lead to the further spread of exotic 
weeds in the TEC during the construction phase; however, it is not 
expected that this would lead to a decline or loss of functionally 
important species. 

• cause a substantial reduction 
in the quality or integrity of an 
occurrence of an ecological 
community, including, but not 
limited to: 
o assisting invasive 

species, that are harmful 
to the listed ecological 
community, to become 
established, or 

o causing regular 
mobilisation of fertilisers, 
herbicides or other 
chemicals or pollutants 
into the ecological 
community which kill or 
inhibit the growth of 
species in the ecological 
community 

The disturbed edges of the community have existing weed issues. 
Weed control and ongoing maintenance of the community is 
recommended to reduce the potential for invasions and further spread 
of existing weeds. 
Erosion and sedimentation controls would be established to reduce 
any sediment laden run-off during construction. 

• interfere with the recovery of 
an ecological community 

Given the minor extent of vegetation removal required and mitigation 
measures proposed, the works are unlikely to interfere with the 
recovery of the community. 

Conclusion Unlikely to result in a significant impact 

A.6 Migratory species 
Only one migratory species is considered to be a potential occurrence in the study area – the 
white-throated needletail (Hirundapus caudacutus). 
An assessment of significance of the proposal on the white-throated needletail is provided in 
Section A.4. 
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Appendix B: Ecological assessment for Point Plomer 
campground upgrade 
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Appendix C: Point Plomer campground overall upgrade plan 
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Appendix D: BioNet search results 
Common name Scientific name BC Act EPBC Act Records 

Flora 

White-flowered wax plant Cynanchum elegans E1 E 4 

Silverbush Sophora tomentosa E1 – 1 

Native guava Rhodomyrtus psidioides E4A CE 4 

Scented Acronychia Acronychia littoralis E1 E 1 

Amphibians 

Wallum froglet Crinia tinnula V – 16 

Birds 

Blue-billed duck Oxyura australis V – 2 

Wompoo fruit-dove Ptilinopus magnificus V – 1 

White-throated needletail Hirundapus caudacutus – V,C,J,K 2 

Masked booby Sula dactylatra V J,K 1 

Black-necked stork Ephippiorhynchus asiaticus E1 – 3 

White-bellied sea-eagle Haliaeetus leucogaster V – 13 

Square-tailed kite Lophoictinia isura V,3 – 1 

Eastern osprey Pandion cristatus V,3 – 15 

Sooty oystercatcher Haematopus fuliginosus V – 15 

Pied oystercatcher Haematopus longirostris E1 – 8 

Sanderling Calidris alba V C,J,K 3 

Broad-billed sandpiper Limicola falcinellus V C,J,K 1 

Eastern curlew Numenius madagascariensis – CE,C,J,K 1 

Little tern Sternula albifrons E1 C,J,K 5 

Glossy black-cockatoo Calyptorhynchus lathami V,2 – 3 

Swift parrot Lathamus discolor E1,3 CE 1 

Eastern ground parrot Pezoporus wallicus V,3 – 49 

Powerful owl Ninox strenua V,3 – 2 

Eastern grass owl Tyto longimembris V,3 – 3 

Masked owl Tyto novaehollandiae V,3 – 1 

Brown treecreeper  
(eastern subspecies) 

Climacteris picumnus victoriae V – 2 

Regent honeyeater Anthochaera phrygia E4A CE 2 

Varied sittella Daphoenositta chrysoptera V – 1 

Barred cuckoo-shrike Coracina lineata V – 1 

Olive whistler Pachycephala olivacea V – 5 
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Common name Scientific name BC Act EPBC Act Records 

Mammals 
Spotted-tailed quoll Dasyurus maculatus V E 8 
Brush-tailed phascogale Phascogale tapoatafa V – 4 
Koala Phascolarctos cinereus E1 E 15 
Squirrel glider Petaurus norfolcensis V – 5 
Long-nosed potoroo Potorous tridactylus V V 1 
Grey-headed flying-fox Pteropus poliocephalus V V 7 
Common blossom-bat Syconycteris australis V – 5 
Southern myotis Myotis macropus V – 1 
Little bent-winged bat Miniopterus australis V – 5 
Large bent-winged bat Miniopterus orianae oceanensis V – 2 
Eastern chestnut mouse Pseudomys gracilicaudatus V – 41 
Australian fur-seal Arctocephalus pusillus doriferus V – 1 
Reptiles 
Loggerhead turtle Caretta E1 E 2 
Insects 
Laced fritillary  Argynnis hyperbius E1 CE 2 

Key: CE = critically endangered, E = endangered, V = vulnerable, M = migratory, C = China–Australia Migratory Bird 
Agreement, J = Japan–Australia Migratory Bird Agreement, K = Republic of Korea–Australia Migratory Bird 
Agreement. 

Ecological community BC Act EPBC Act 
Coastal Saltmarsh in the New South Wales North Coast, Sydney 
Basin and South East Corner Bioregions 

Endangered – 

Coastal Swamp Oak (Casuarina glauca) Forest of New South Wales 
and South East Queensland ecological community 

– Endangered 

Freshwater Wetlands on Coastal Floodplains of the New South Wales 
North Coast, Sydney Basin and South East Corner Bioregions 

Endangered – 

Littoral Rainforest and Coastal Vine Thickets of Eastern Australia – Critically 
endangered 

Littoral Rainforest in the New South Wales North Coast, Sydney Basin 
and South East Corner Bioregions 

Endangered – 

Lowland Rainforest in the NSW North Coast and Sydney Basin 
Bioregions 

Endangered – 

Lowland Rainforest of Subtropical Australia – Critically 
endangered 

Lowland Rainforest on Floodplain in the New South Wales North 
Coast Bioregion 

Endangered – 

Subtropical Coastal Floodplain Forest of the New South Wales North 
Coast Bioregion 

Endangered – 

Swamp Oak Floodplain Forest of the New South Wales North Coast, 
Sydney Basin and South East Corner Bioregions 

Endangered – 

Swamp Sclerophyll Forest on Coastal Floodplains of the New South 
Wales North Coast, Sydney Basin and South East Corner Bioregions 

Endangered – 

Themeda grassland on seacliffs and coastal headlands in the NSW 
North Coast, Sydney Basin and South East Corner Bioregions 

Endangered – 
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