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Greater Sydney Commission 
 
Dear Sir / Madam, 
 
On behalf of the Mulgoa Valley Landcare Group, I thank you for the opportunity to 
comment on the Draft Western City District Plan. 
 
Please note, The Mulgoa Valley Landcare group has also co-signed the submission prepared 
by the Mulgoa Progress Association. The following issues raised pertain to other matters 
that have been omitted or poorly addressed by this plan. 
 

1. The true issue that this plan attempts to address is the fact that there has been no 
genuine planning for the growth of Western Sydney since European settlement 120 
years ago. Even since the 1950’s when Western Sydney presented as a ‘Blank Canvas’ 
for future growth, there was no leadership nor commitment to future generations. 
What has evolved is a developer driven cash grab and political/developer ‘boys clubs’ 
that have seen affluent developers lead government by the nose ring in terms of 
development in Western Sydney. Now, communities in Western Sydney are left with 
Government agencies such as GSC “retro-fitting” major infrastructure projects such as 
orbital freeways, passenger rail, freight rail, light rail, airports and a spread of 
urbanisation that can only be described as cancerous. This imposition is occurring in 
well established areas with very little regard for impacts on lifestyle and the basic 
choices many of us have made in choosing Western Sydney as our home. It may be 
surprising to those who are designing the Western City – that many of us have chosen 
to reside here –  and it is not purely as case of socio-economics that once used to 
entice so many of us to live in Western Sydney. 

 
2. The GSC has failed to acknowledge (in the Liveability section, pg 68) that the Mulgoa 

Valley can provide the required access and connectivity to places of cultural heritage. 
However, “adaptive re-use” of our valued heritage items does not include cemeteries 
and crematoria which your government is currently driving (refer Heritage Properties 
of Fernhill at Mulgoa and Varroville at Campbelltown). This is NOT adaptive re-use and 
is quite simply a land grab by Cemeteries and Crematoria for cheap land due to 
heritage restrictions. What is being promised in this plan and what is actually occurring 
in Western Sydney development is incongruous. 

3. This plan references BIODIVERSITY CONSERVATION in many ways. This plan does not 
acknowledge that BIODIVERSITY CONSERVATION and any governed efforts to retain 
Biodiversity has failed. In 200 years we have lost 95% of the Cumberland Plain 
Woodlands. Around 20 years ago there was a paltry effort to establish a ‘Cumberland 
Plain Recovery Plan”. This document was 10 years in the making. Since it was approved 



there has been a monumental increase in losses of Biodiversity on the Cumberland 
Plain. There is no reference to just how dire the situation is in Western Sydney. Our 
vegetation communities are unique and I take offence to the statement made in this 
plan that “Bushland covers 60% of the Western City”. There is no reference to the fact 
that most of that 60% is within the Blue Mountains – a completely different vegetation 
community. There appears also to be a lack of differentiation between ‘Green Grid’ 
(walking and cycling trails) and Biodiversity. Biodiversity that supports habitat and the 
protection of threatened flora cannot be crisscrossed by people walking dogs and 
creating bike jumps for their mountain bikes. This happens – it is the ‘real world’ of 
human abuse of natural places…and this grandiose plan does nothing to vigorously 
defend that remaining 5% of a vegetation community that will be lost on our watch. No 
amount of street side planting or green grid walking trails will prevent the loss of 
Biodiversity that will occur as a result of the retro-fitting of transport corridors, 
airports, urban expansion, employment expansion etc. Only 5% now? How will this all 
fit? – where is the critical limit on clearing and development?  Biodiversity is a finite 
resource and with this incredible plan for millions of new residents, rail road, air travel 
etc, I challenge that the existence of our precious Cumberland Plain Woodland (plants 
that are unique on the planet) will succumb to human growth and biodiversity is 
merely rhetoric in a plan to assist developers to benefit financially. 

4. BIODIVERSITY cannot be ‘retro-fitted’. The few areas of Biodiversity that still exist on 
the Cumberland Plain can only exist where they are. They cannot be picked up and 
moved (like housing, industrial areas and transport corridors). We cannot reproduce 
them. The vegetation communities are CRITICALLY ENDABGERED LIKLEY TO BECOME 
EXTICT (as per the listing by the NSW Scientific Committee). Therefore, the Biodiversity 
core areas and connections must be the FIRST overlay in this plan – not the last which 
has been the case in every other plan for Western Sydney. ALL OTHER components of 
this plan must be designed around the protection of the remaining 5% of Cumberland 
Plain Woodland. I remind the GSC that the world laments the loss of species such as 
the Tasmanian Tiger and the Greater Bilby, the imminent loss of Rhino and Cheetah, 
but in Western Sydney, we are on the precipice of loosing an entire vegetation 
community. 

5. South Creek is identified as a growth corridor. It happens to also form a Biodiversity 
Connection between the two largest remaining remnants of Cumberland Plain 
Woodland. The broader plan as designed by architects in ivory towers shows only 
areas for human walking and a crescendo of development styles and intensity as we 
move away from the creek edge. There is no mention of pure ‘Biodiversity 
Conservation’. There is no Biodiversity conservation mapped on these maps provided 
by the GSC which shows urban growth, industrial growth, transport corridors like 
worms across the landscape – but NOT BIODIVERSITY areas mapped???. Will 
Biodiversity Conservation areas be ‘no go’ zones for human beings and domestic 
predators on our reptiles, birdlife and small mammals. WILL the GSC SUPPORT TRUE 
BIODIVERSITY? Or will it simply be a catch phrase for areas of ‘human recreation’? 
Government representatives (NPWS) still talking naïvely of returning Koala to South 
Creek… when government representatives (GSC) are calculating how much humanity 
and transport corridors can be compressed in to this vital Biodiversity link. 

6. Cultural Vistas have not been protected and continue to be abused by developers and 
are assisted by weak Local Government guidelines. Mayfair Rd in Mulgoa is subject to 5 



new developments on the boundary of State Heritage listed Fernhill – and the houses 
have been approved atop a ridge line. Not only have DA’s been approved by Penrith 
Council, but revised DA’s are now approved for multistorey dwellings. So, not just in 
the curtilage of an iconic heritage property, not just in the rural landscapes of Mulgoa, 
but also perched atop a ridgeline – and government still approves such development. 
Case in point – more rhetoric from GSC whilst all the while the opposite is occurring on 
a daily basis in Western Sydney. 

7. Biocertification is the whole scale clearing of critically endangered vegetation 
communities with the promise of protecting in perpetuity certain areas designated as 
‘offsets’. This Biocertification must be approved by both State and Federal Ministers. 
Biocertification has occurred in the North West and South West Growth Centres of 
Western Sydney. It has failed. Already land that was set aside for ‘conservation in 
perpetuity’ is now being ‘taken back’ for a road corridor. Signed off by Ministers to be 
protected – and now being resumed for a roadway. This will be tested in court and no 
further Biocertification will proceed until the communities of Western Sydney can be 
assured that offsets will be protected and not just targeted I the future for transport 
corridors. 

8. The WSSSP (Western Sydney Strategic Sustainability  Plan)  as well as this draft plan for 
the Western City speaks about ‘avoidance’ as being the first option in the ‘toolbox’ for 
protecting Biodiversity. I then ask the GSC to explain how Transport NSW are ACTIVELY 
TARGETING our most treasured remnants of CPW. Already RMS are ‘shaving off 10Ha 
of the 1370Ha of protected vegetation on the Defence Establishment at Orchard Hills. 
The NSW Minister for Western Sydney has indicated last week that more of this 
already conserved vegetation at DEOH will be lost to the passenger rail link between 
Western Sydney Airport and St. Marys. A further 18Ha is being ‘shaved off’ of the 
second largest remnant of Cumberland Plain Woodland at Shanes Park. OUR LARGEST 
AND MOST PRECIOUS REMNANT bushland areas are being actively targeted by 
Transport NSW. Please explain where ‘avoidance ‘ is being used. It is evidenced that 
the opposite is occurring. So please spare us rhetoric and mistruths. 

9. Clearly Developers have speculatively purchased land in Orchard Hills and applied 
sufficient pressure on Government to now consider this rural area of our region to be 
‘investigated for urban creep’. Please acknowledge that Penrith Council studied this 
area for LEP 2010 and deemed it a necessary rural amenity area for our increasingly 
concreted landscapes. Urbanisation of Orchard Hills is opposed.  

10. Blaxland Creek connects the Defence Base at Orchard Hills and South Creek. It  has 
been identified by local conservationists for more than a decade. Please advise how 
the GSC plans to conserve what is described by OEH as ‘the most intact creek in 
Western Sydney’. This is perhaps the most significant Biodiversity link on the 
Cumberland Plain and there has never been any impetus on behalf of the State 
government to ensure its future. 

 
Thank you for responding to the above concerns. It would be appreciated if a meeting could 
be arranged to discuss the issues I have raised with the Commissioner for Western Sydney. 
 Sincerely 
Lisa Harrold 
President 
Mulgoa Valley Landcare Group 
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