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Dear Claire, 

Re: PGH Bricks Schofields Preliminary Ecological Assessment 

This letter describes the biodiversity impacts in relation to the proposed biofiltration trench at PGH Bricks 

Schofields, 75 Townson Road Schofields (the subject site) (Figure 1).   

As of 25 August 2017, the Threatened Species Conservation Act 1995 (TSC Act) was repealed and replaced by 

the Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016.  However, under the Biodiversity Conservation (Savings and Transitional) 

Regulation 2017 local developments in the Blacktown local government area continue to be assessed under the 

previous legislation if the development application is lodged prior to the 25 November 2018.  .   

Literature and data review 

Current Biodiversity Certification (BC and TSC Act) and West Schofields (Part) Precinct Plan 

Eco Logical Australia (ELA) has undertaken a review of the subject site.  The subject site is located within the 

West Schofields (part) Precinct which forms part of the North West Growth Centres.  The precinct plan for West 

Schofields which would confirm the certified and non-certified lands mapping as not been finalised.  As of 8 August 

2018 the subject site is mapped as ‘biodiversity certified land’ according to the Order conferring biodiversity 

certification – North Western Sydney Growth Centres.   

Under s126(I) of the TSC Act, development on biodiversity certified land is taken to be a development that is not 

likely to significantly affect any threatened species, populations or ecological communities or its habitat.  A consent 

authority would not required to take into consideration the likely impact of the development on biodiversity values 

(despite any provision of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 or any regulation or instrument 

made under that Act) if the land remains certified.   

Sydney Region Growth Centres SEPP 2006  

Part 4 Clause 16 of the SEPP relates to: ‘developments in growth centres – matters for consideration until 

finalisation of the precinct planning for land’.  Development on land that has not been finalised in a precinct plan 

must consider the following:  
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1. Until provisions have been specified in a Precinct Plan or in clause 7A with respect to the development 

of the land, consent is not to be granted to the carrying out of development on land within a growth centre 

unless the consent authority has taken into consideration the following: 

a. whether the proposed development will preclude the future urban and employment development land 

uses identified in the relevant growth centre structure plan, 

b. whether the extent of the investment in, and the operational and economic life of, the proposed 

development will result in the effective alienation of the land from those future land uses, 

c. whether the proposed development will result in further fragmentation of land holdings, 

d. whether the proposed development is incompatible with desired land uses in any draft environmental 

planning instrument that proposes to specify provisions in a Precinct Plan or in clause 7A, 

e. whether the proposed development is consistent with the precinct planning strategies and principles 

set out in any publicly exhibited document that is relevant to the development, 

f. whether the proposed development will hinder the orderly and co-ordinated provision of infrastructure 

that is planned for the growth centre, 

g. in the case of transitional land—whether (in addition) the proposed development will protect areas of 

aboriginal heritage, ecological diversity or biological diversity as well as protecting the scenic amenity 

of the land. 

2. This clause does not apply to land zoned under Part 3. 

The works proposed are located within the existing PGH lands which have been operating as a brick plant and 

landfill site.  The proposed works for a biofiltration trench are consistent with the current uses of the land and fall 

within the lot boundary.  The land is mapped as RU4 – Primary Production Small Lots.  The objective of this 

zoning is to enable primary industry.  The proposed works are consistent with the aims of Clause 16.   

Current Commonwealth Strategic Assessment (EPBC Act) 

On 28 February 2012, the Commonwealth Minister for the Environment announced that the program of 

development activities within the Growth Centres was approved under the EPBC Act Strategic Assessment 

process.  Specifically, all actions associated with the development of the South West Growth Centres as described 

in the Sydney Growth Centres Strategic Assessment Program Report (Nov 2010) have been assessed at the 

strategic level and approved in regard to their impact on the following Matters of National Environmental 

Significance: 

• World Heritage Properties 

• National Heritage Places 

• Wetlands of International Importance 

• Listed threatened species and communities 

• Listed migratory species 

These decisions indicate that the Commonwealth is satisfied that the conservation and development outcomes 

that will be achieved through the Western Sydney Growth Centres Program will satisfy their requirements for 

environmental protection under the EPBC Act.  Provided that development activity proceeds in accordance with 

the Growth Centres requirements (such as the Biodiversity Certification Order, the Growth Centres SEPP and 

DCPs, Growth Centres Development Code etc.) then there is no requirement to assess the impact of development 

activities on Matters of National Environmental Significance within the Growth Centres and no requirement for 

referral of activities to the Commonwealth Department of Environment.   

Field survey  

A brief field survey was conducted by ELA ecologist Alex Gorey on 7 August 2018 to identify any habitat trees 

within the subject site.  Habitat trees included any trees with hollows that extended into the tree and were at least 
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1 m off the ground, or nests in the canopy.  The entire length of the subject site adjacent to native vegetation was 

traversed.   

No habitat trees were identified in the subject site during survey.  One threatened flora species, Grevillea 

juniperina subsp. juniperina listed as vulnerable under the BC Act was identified adjacent to the subject site.  

About 52 individuals were identified adjacent to the subject site (Figure 2).   

Recommendations 

If the zoning of the precinct is finalised prior to the submission of a DA for the proposed works, additional ecological 

survey may be required to assess potential impacts to threatened ecological values present.   

It is recommended that impacts to native vegetation are limited.  Strict sediment and erosion control measures 

should be implemented around the boundary of the development footprint to prevent any indirect impacts such 

as changes to hydrology, sedimentation or weed invasion occurring adjacent to the study area.  Where possible, 

Grevillea juniperina subsp. juniperina should be avoided and retained.   

Should you have any further questions on this matter, please contact me on (02) 4201 2212.  

Yours sincerely, 

  

Alex Gorey 
Ecologist
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Figure 1.  The subject site in relation to biodiversity certified land.
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Figure 2: Grevillea juniperina subsp. juniperina in the study area 


