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SUBMISSION RE DRAFT DISTRICT PLANS 
 
This submission is to accompany a submission already sent by this Branch. These comments relate to the Greater 
Sydney Region Plan. 
 

a) Objective 25 – The coast and waterways are protected and healthier 
 
Reference is made in “Securing water supplies for Greater Sydney” (p.130) to the 2017 Metropolitan Water Plan. 
This Plan is light on detail and makes no mention of the need to maintain the integrity of our existing drinking water 
catchment Special Areas. The continuation of intensive underground coal mining in our Metropolitan Catchment 
Special Area is compromising and jeopardising this integrity. More and more evidence is becoming available that the 
upland swamps, which are the key to the hydrology of the river systems that supply the dams, are being irreversibly 
damaged. Also, alarmingly, the entire catchment is being progressively dewatered as groundwater levels plummet 
after mining. This evidence is being ignored as the mining continues to be approved. 
As the entire Macarthur region, the Illawarra and parts of southern Sydney rely solely on this catchment Special Area 
for their water supply, it is a folly for government to be promoting population growth while at the same time 
allowing the security of water supply to be threatened. 
 
Water re-use schemes such as that at Pitt Town should be mandated for all new sub-divisions. We understand that 
these local schemes work well, make sense and are well-accepted by residents. 
 

b) Objective 29 – Environmental, social and economic values in rural areas are maintained and protected   
 

We are pleased to note the statement here that - urban development is not consistent with the values of the 
Metropolitan Rural Area (p.139). (Unfortunately, much unsympathetic urban development is already happening in 
Wollondilly Shire that is changing the face of the areas around the existing towns and villages.)  
It’s not encouraging however, to read on the same page that - From time to time, there may be a need for additional 
land for urban development to accommodate Greater Sydney’s growth, but not at this stage. Future region plans will 
identify if additional areas of land in the Metropolitan Rural Area are required for urban development.  
This relates to the concept of infinite growth. The strategic planning exercise being undertaken by the GSC should 
provide a blueprint for Greater Sydney that, once and for all, mandates growth areas and non-growth/protected 
areas. The Green Belts of the past have been whittled away; we do not want to see the same happen to the 
Metropolitan Rural Area as now defined in this Draft Plan. Greater Sydney should not be allowed to expand in 
population indefinitely. Development of regional centres must be seen as an alternative. 
 
Still in this section, we are told - Land use in the Metropolitan Rural Area will be influenced by: 

 
1. increasing demand for biodiversity offset sites in the Metropolitan Rural Area creating additional value for 

landowners with native vegetation which could become offset. 
The notion of offsets is unpalatable as it usually means a net loss of biodiversity due to destruction of bushland for 
development elsewhere. To make offsetting a bit more acceptable, offsets must be protected in perpetuity. 
Offsetting of offsets, as has already happened, makes a joke of the strategy. 
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2. opportunities for more tourism and recreation, linked to Western Sydney Airport and improved transport 

infrastructure, which can bring more visitors to the Metropolitan Rural Area and the Protected Natural Area 
 

NPA Macarthur has a current proposal for a Bargo-Nepean National Park, encompassing all the vacant Crown Land of 
the Bargo R. catchment and including a corridor along both sides of the Nepean R. adjacent to the proposed Wilton 
New Town.  
Well-known sites along the Bargo R. such as Mermaids Pool are already experiencing high levels of visitation due to 
publicity on social media. This is an area that is uncontrolled and unmanaged and this has already resulted in a 
number of deaths and serious injuries over the years due to foolhardy acts by visitors, often overseas tourists. 
Unsympathetic land rezonings and sub-division plans along these waterways also pose a threat to the outstanding 
visual features of the gorges near the confluence of the two rivers. 
Suitable setbacks (min. 250m) of any development from the edge of a gorge or riverbank are essential for 
maintaining a viable corridor for biodiversity/public access/visual amenity.  
The development of Wilton New Town in particular, will result in a pressing need for safe passive recreation areas 
along the adjacent Nepean R. which should include managed walking trails and lookouts. 
Of course, any area under National Parks estate needs to be adequately resourced and we realise that ensuring this, 
is probably outside the remit of the GSC. 
 

c) Objective 30 – Urban tree canopy cover is increased 
 
The heat island effect is where urban development, with large amounts of hard and dark coloured surfaces like roads 
and roofs, causes localised warming (p.141)  
The need for increasing tree cover to reduce this effect is a no-brainer but so is reducing  large amounts of hard and 
dark coloured surfaces like ... roofs which are acknowledged here to add to the heat island effect.  
 
It’s a depressing scene of acres of black/dark grey roofs that typify new developments such as Oran Park. These 
developments have all houses taking up almost the whole block, with no room left for trees. Hopefully the 
Greenfield Housing Code that is mentioned will redress this problem of space for trees but there is no mention of 
addressing roof colour in Objective 30. The fact that the existing BASIX, which purports to ensure environmentally 
sound building principles, still allows houses to be built with black roofs, indicates that no-one in authority has been 
really serious about this problem. Instead, fashion has been allowed to prevail for years and we’ve ended up with 
thousands of dark-roofed new homes being built across Greater Sydney’s west which are actually causing or 
exacerbating the heat island problem. 
BASIX must be altered or an alternative building code must be put in place that allows only a range of light- coloured 
roofs.  
Of course, dark-coloured roofs also only increase the need for air conditioning on hot days, thus causing greater 
energy use, which limits the potential for achieving the goals of Objectives 33 and 34. 
 

d) Conclusion 
 

Finally, all of this strategic planning for Greater Sydney is laudable and sounds fine when one reads the plans. The 
amount of public consultation is impressive and it’s good to see that our concerns re the re-awakening of the idea of 
a Georges River Parkway may have been heeded as we could find no further mention of that in this round of Draft 
Plans. How all this will translate to government policy is yet to be seen, though. 
 
The “elephant in the room” still remains - and that’s population growth. We don’t believe that it’s sustainable to 
allow Greater Sydney to grow indefinitely. Many are already feeling that comfortable limits have been reached. The 
thought of the future in this area with the projected growth is quite scary for those who have known a different 
scenario and for whom the rapid rate of change already occurring is distressing. We can’t help feeling that, even with 
all the best ideas in these Plans coming to fruition, the sheer press of the 1.74 million people that are expected to be 
in Greater Sydney by 2036, in only 20 years time, will overwhelm the positives in the Plans.  
 
Julie Sheppard 
For NPA Macarthur 
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