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STEP Inc  
Community-based Environmental Conservation since 1978 
 

 
14 December 2017 
 
Greater Sydney Commission, 
Draft North District Plan 
PO Box 257, 
Parramatta NSW 2124 
 
Dear Commissioner 
 
Submission on Revised Draft North District Plan 
 
STEP Inc is a local community-based environmental group, with a membership of over 400 in the 
Hornsby/Ku-ring-gai area. Our group has considerable experience in environmental issues and 
regenerating and preserving natural bushland and native vegetation.  
 
We	wish	to	comment	on	some	environmental	aspects	of	the	Revised	Draft	District	Plan	(DPlan)	that	concern	
the	members	of	STEP.	
 
Error in the report? 
 
We are surprised by the information in Figure 1 of the Summary on pages 7 and 8 of the DPlan. 
Suddenly Lane Cove and Garigal National Parks have lost their status as National Parks. They are 
shown to be “Major Urban Parkland and Reserve” while Ku-ring-gai Chase National Park is shown 
to be a “Protected Natural Area”. What does this description mean in terms of its protection status? 
This not a term used in any current policies and legislation. We note that the description in other 
parts of the DPlan is correct. 
 
These two National Parks contain unique biodiversity and physical landscapes as well as being 
major areas of passive recreation for the people of Sydney. Their ecological integrity is under 
extreme pressure because of their proximity to suburbia. Visitors to these parks are confronted with 
degradation from weed invasion, stormwater pollution and illegal bike tracks and there will be 
further natural pressures such as climate change. More funding is needed for the restoration of 
these parks and their management in the face of increased visitor numbers. Any proposal to 
incorporate these parks in the Green Grid must be implemented only after detailed consideration of 
measures that will prevent destruction of the ecological values of the Lane Cove and Garigal 
National Parks. 
 
Inclusion of Epping in the North District 
 
Currently Epping is excluded from the North District. The Epping precinct should be included 
because the area has historically been part of Hornsby Council and its location is part of the Lane 
Cove River catchment. 
 
Medium Density Housing 
 
In our previous submission we expressed concern about the guidelines for the location of medium 
density housing. It is good to see the recommendation that councils now will determine the location 
of medium density housing. However, on page 36 there is reference to medium density housing 
being placed in areas near regional transport where “more intensive urban renewal is not suitable 
due to challenging topography or other characteristics”. Medium density housing still requires 
removal of trees and excavation for underground parking that will severely damage sensitive soils 
and vegetation corridors. Some areas must remain exempt from development. An example of 



 

 

inappropriate development is the plans for 55 Coonara Ave next to Cumberland State Forest, an 
area containing critically endangered ecological communities such as Blue Gum High Forest and is 
habitat for endangered species. 
  
Green Infrastructure Framework 
 
We note that a Green Infrastructure Framework is being developed by the Government Architect. It 
is not possible to comment on some aspects of the DPlan knowing that more information is still to 
come. The North District Plan should be amended to take into account the contents of the 
Framework together with submissions made on these later reports. 
 
Priority N19, Protecting and improving waterways 
 
On page 88 the DPlan rightly points out the damage that has been done to waterways by urban 
development; “Urban development, the clearing of vegetation and more impermeable surfaces have 
resulted in elevated run-off, reduced water quality and loss of habitat “ The DPlan then goes on the 
state “Growth and new investment provides an opportunity to improve the necessary health and 
quality of the District’s waterways, foreshores and riparian corridors, through improving public 
access to and along the foreshores; providing connected green space around the foreshores; 
conserving cultural heritage; protecting flora and fauna, and urban bushland; and recovering and 
reinstating more natural conditions in highly modified waterways.” 
 
The focus should be on the last item, recovering and reinstating natural conditions in waterways.  
The other actions could risk further damage. Additional public access with facilities like car parks 
and roads will lead to additional erosion especially in areas subject to future danage from storm 
surge such as the Roseville marina area. Connected green space around foreshores and riparian 
zones should only be located in areas away from sensitive bushland and steep slopes. 
 
Priority N16, Protecting and enhancing bushland and biodiversity 
 
STEP strongly supports the statements made about strengthening protection of bushland in urban 
areas including remnant bushland. However we are concerned about the statement that the 
‘Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016 provides a framework and tools to avoid, minimise and offset 
impacts on biodiversity through the planning and development assessment process.” The Act relies 
heavily on the use of offsets that will lead to a net loss of bushland. When a development is 
approved that will involve the destruction of bushland, funding will be provided by the developer for 
another area of bushland to be restored or improved to offset the lost bushland. The fundamental 
problem is that the original area will still be lost. The total area of existing bushland will be reduced. 
On top of this loss the offset funding does not have to go towards restoration of the same type of 
vegetation community and it can apply to an area within a 100 km radius.  A radius of 100 km is 
likely to be outside the greater Sydney region. Local biodiversity will not be protected. 

Green Canopy Priorities N17, N18 and N19 
 
STEP strongly supports the principles laid out in the DPlan in relation to the protection and 
enhancement of urban tree canopy and scenic and cultural landscapes and better managing rural 
areas. The Greater Sydney Commission should have appeal and enforcement powers to ensure 
that these priorities are achieved.  
 
Priority N18, Better managing rural areas 
 
We strongly agree with the planning priority "Environmental, social and economic values in rural 
areas are maintained and protected and the corresponding strategies".  Aged care and retirement 
facilities should be excluded from rural areas as they are no different to urban development 
 
Yours sincerely 

 
Jill Green 
President 
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