NSW Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water

c/- HPG General Pty Ltd East
Coast

Ecology

3" November 2025 \/

Re: Residential Development with Affordable Housing at 16-24 Lord Street & 21-27 Roseville Avenue,
Roseville (SSD-78996460) - Request for a Biodiversity Development Assessment Report Waiver

Dear Secretary (or delegate),

East Coast Ecology Pty Ltd (ECE) was engaged by HPG General Pty Ltd, to undertake an ecological
assessment and prepare a request for a Biodiversity Development Assessment Report (BDAR) Waiver in
advance of the State Significant Development Application for a residential development including infill
affordable housing (the Project) at 16-24 Lord Street and 21-27 Roseville Avenue, Roseville (the Site).

The Project is to be assessed as a State Significant Development (SSD) (SSD-78996460) by the Department
of Planning, Housing and Infrastructure (DPHI). Section 7.9(2) of the Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016
(NSW) (BC Act) stipulates the following:

“Any such application is to be accompanied by a biodiversity development assessment report unless
the Planning Agency Head and the Environment Agency Head determine that the proposed
development is not likely to have any significant impact on biodiversity values.”

This BDAR Waiver request has been prepared in advance of the SSD application to demonstrate that the
proposed development is not likely to have any significant impacts on biodiversity values. It is the opinion
of ECE’s Accredited Assessors that the proposed application is not likely to have a significant impact on
biodiversity values, therefore this letter is submitted in support of the application for a BDAR Waiver.

1. Project Background and Proposed Development

The Site consists of nine detached dwellings and has been consolidated into an area of approximately
0.94ha. The application seeks consent for the demolition of existing buildings on the Site and development
of residential apartments with affordable housing and basement parking.

Specifically, the SSD application seeks development consent for:

Demolition of existing buildings, structures and trees

Partial excavation of the site to create a two level basement

Construction of a residential flat building up to nine storeys in height to provide apartments
including affordable housing, residential amenities and services

Provision of car parking spaces at basement level and bicycle parking

Provision of hard and soft landscaping, and

Associated works for the provision of infrastructure and servicing.
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2. TheSite

The legal description of the Site is outlined in Table 1 and depicted in Figure 1.

The urban context surrounding the site is characterised by low-density residential development. The
surrounding locality is described as:

To the north of the Site are low-density residential uses, beyond which is Roseville Park

To the east of the Site are low-density residential uses as well as Roseville Presbyterian Church,
beyond which is Roseville Public School

To the south of the Site are low-density residential uses, beyond which is Roseville College,
Bancroft Park and Roseville Lawn Tennis Club, and

To the west of the Site is residential uses, beyond which is a mixture of commercial and retail
uses as part of Roseville town centre and Roseville train station.

The Site benefits from being in proximity to Roseville Railway Station. This provides rail connections to
North Sydney, Chatswood and Sydney CBD. Bus services run along the Pacific Highway and provide
connection to Chatswood and Sydney CBD. There are several large trees and vegetation located
throughout the Site.

Table 1. Legal Description of the Site.

Property Address Title Description

16-24 Lord Street & 21-27 Roseville = 21 Roseville Avenue - Lot 9 DP1046734
Avenue, Roseville, NSW 2069 = 23 Roseville Avenue - Lot 66 Section B DP3277
= 25Roseville Avenue - Lot 65 Section B DP3277
= 27 Roseville Avenue - Lot 64 Section B DP3277
= 16 Lord Street - Lot 14 Section B DP3277
= 18 Lord Street - Lot 15 Section B DP3277
= 20 Lord Street - Lot 16 Section B DP3277
= 22 Lord Street - Lot 17 Section B DP3277 & Lot 1 DP104781
= 24 lord Street - Lot 18 DP1173328.

Project Site Area 0.94ha

The total area of works is approximately 0.55ha (5,478sqm) inclusive of the new building and landscape
works (hereafter referred to as the Subject Land).

3. Vegetation

Extant vegetation within the Subject Land was predominantly non-native, as a result of land clearing prior
to 1943 (Spatial Services, 2025) (Figure 2).

Vegetation to be impacted is comprised of ornamental trees, shrubs and manicured lawns typical of a
residential garden in Roseville. Of the vegetation to be removed, all species are exotic, with the exception
of planted Archontophoenix cunninghamiana (Bangalow Palm), Syzygium australe (Brush Cherry),
Lophostemon confertus (Brush Box) and Syzygium spp. (Lilly Pilly). All species are commonly planted
ornamental species, and none are characteristic of the Plant Community Type (i.e. PCT 3136) modelled to
occur by the State Vegetation Type Map (SVTM), or Blue Gum High Forest - critically endangered ecological
community, as such the vegetation could not be reasonably assigned to a PCT.
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Impacts to native vegetation have been avoided through considerate design, including redesigns to retain
large (albeit planted) Eucalyptus grandis (Flooded Gum), and Angophora costata (Sydney Red Gum) located
within the centre of the Site (Figure 4).

A complete list of proposed tree removal is provided in Appendix C.

4. Impacts on Biodiversity Values

The relevance and potential impacts to biodiversity values, as defined in the BC Act and the Biodiversity
Conservation Regulation 2017 (BC Reg), is discussed in Table 2.

Where a biodiversity value is relevant, an explanation of how impacts have been avoided and the likelihood
and extent of any remaining impacts of the proposed development (including impacts prescribed under
clause 6.1 of the BC Reg) have been assessed.

5. Conclusion

The proposed development is not likely to have a significant impact on biodiversity values, therefore this
letter is submitted in support of the application for a BDAR Waiver.

If you have any queries, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

b

Alex Graham Bsc (Biology), Grad Dip (Bushfire Protection)
Director/ Principal Ecologist - Accredited Biodiversity Assessor (BAAS19040)
E: alex.graham@ececology.com.au

East Coast Ecology - Request for BDAR Waiver |3
16-24 Lord Street & 21-27 Roseville Avenue, Roseville (SSD-78996460)



'ot{B;

& I'otA ik ot:60
g "Q«’. 2 i
DRl lio28 “-,"/\:‘ : fotd] DP33/1700 e D327,
e . DPR942167 4 "
[Fot41'S ; ; : 4
DP327, : . '[;2;26'}17
i A 4
oty e
SNLoUE DR507702 o
_DRA7928 8N ‘ oy
»;..: v’.& v‘ tay
_ # ¢
g & "> Loti638 At
DR667814 & B
Y 'L N 'ot+2 9
I q 8 A ADR507702
Lors Roseville/Avenue -
DP1026734 AT
Pt ol Lot4l
3 DR535629
’-\.’
i
L/ f O
‘ ~ qloty18 3
DR)1733288%
-
<% ‘ G g
A S
DP1046734 SO BB
- 3 DP10478/1} \
W s
fous A oG 3
DP1046734 2 ,353227 W
'ot¥/ 3
DP1046732
Toti3
\GRG A DP5035
DP1 046734
['ots5 e P
DPR1046912 o rd,StreeE ‘Lot:12
b & : DP655064
. Lot o (ot
DP10469]2 i .\ DR94735]
7o & 73 ' »
L, : % A Loty
v, Loes 2 e DP132788
DP104692 ; ¢ 5 ol
& o XN * Z Loty
> v A Q% RO CP114190)
" Ao A DP318963 3 X
051846912 W LelEe) <R E ey
: DR1046912 PPS%%%
Subject Land
=) ThesSite
[ Ku-ring-gai Cadastral Boundaries (Spatial Services, 2025a)
Figure 1. The Subject Land.
East Coast Ecology - Request for BDAR Waiver |4

16-24 Lord Street & 21-27 Roseville Avenue, Roseville (SSD-78996460)




Subject Land
[ ThesSite

Figure 2. Historical Imagery (c.1943) of the Subject Land.
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Figure 4. Field-validated Vegetation Mapping within the Subject Land.
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Table 2. Impacts of the proposed development on biodiversity values.

Biodiversity . Biodiversity Value/
Meanin . R nt?
Value eaning Prescribed Impact T

Vegetation
abundance -BC
Reg Section
1.4(b)

Occurrence and
abundance of
vegetation at a
particular site

Native vegetation
{(including grasslands and
other non-woody
vegetation types) and
non-native vegetation.

The area of land that is
directly impacted by the
proposed development,
including related
infrastructure such as
roads, pipelines, access
tracks, temporary
material stockpiles, asset
protection zones and
powerlines, if applicable.

No

Values within the Subject Land and Potential Impacts associated with the

development

The proposed development will not impact upon any PCT. The vegetation within the
Subject Land does not conform to a PCT as it has been altered from a natural state
{cleared prior to 1943).

Vegetation to be impacted was comprised of ornamental trees, shrubs and manicured
lawns typical of a residential garden in the Ku-ring-gai LGA. Of the vegetation to be
removed, all species are exotic, with the exception of nine (9) Archontophoenix
cunninghamiana (Bangalow Palm), three (3) Syzygium australe, two (2) Syzygium spp.
{Lilly Pilly) and one (1) Lophostemon confertus (Brush Box). All species are amongst the
most commonly planted ornamental species in Sydney, and none are characteristic of
the Blue Gum High Forest (Critically Endangered Ecological Community), nor the PCT
modelled by the SVTM (NSW DCCEEW, 2025) to occur within the Subject Land
(PCT3136). Therefore, the vegetation within the Subject Land does not have an
integrity score.

The proposed removal of 0.66ha (6,600sqm) of this planted ornamental vegetation
will not impact on biodiversity values. Proposed tree removal is provided in
Appendix C.

Impacts to native vegetation have been avoided through micro-siting and redesign
to retain all trees of biodiversity significance, including planted Eucalyptus grandis

{Flooded Gum) and Angophora costata (Sydney Red Gum) located within the centre
of the Site, outside the Subject Land.

East Coast Ecology - Request for BDAR Waiver
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Biodiversity . Biodiversity Value/
Meanin X R nt?
Value eaning Prescribed Impact UL

Vegetation
integrity - BC
Act Section
1.5(2)(a)

Habitat
suitability - BC
Act Section
1.5(2)(b)

Degree to which the
composition, structure
and function of
vegetation at a
particular site and the
surrounding landscape
has been altered from a
near natural state

Degree to which the
habitat needs of
threatened species are
present at a particular
site

Impacts on vegetation
integrity of identified No
plant communities

Karst, caves, crevices,
cliffs and other geological No
features of significance

Rocks No

Values within the Subject Land and Potential Impacts associated with the

development
The proposed development will not impact upon any PCT. The vegetation within the

Subject Land does not conform to a PCT as it has been altered from a natural state
{cleared prior to 1943) and now exists in a modified state that is dominated by
ornamental exotic species.

Vegetation to be impacted was comprised of ornamental trees, shrubs and manicured
lawns typical of a residential garden in the Ku-ring-gai LGA. Of the vegetation to be
removed, all species are exotic, with the exception of nine (9) Archontophoenix
cunninghamiana (Bangalow Palm), three (3) Syzygium australe, two (2) Syzygium spp.
{Lilly Pilly) and one (1) Lophostemon confertus (Brush Box). All species are amongst the
most commonly planted ornamental species in Sydney, and none are characteristic of
the Blue Gum High Forest (Critically Endangered Ecological Community), nor the Plant
Community Type (PCT) modelled by the SVTM (NSW DCCEEW, 2025) to occur within
the Subject Land (PCT3136). Therefore, the vegetation within the Subject Land does
not have an integrity score.

Impacts to native vegetation have been avoided through careful design (including
redesign) to retain large, planted Eucalyptus grandis (Flooded Gum) and Angophora
costata (Sydney Red Gum) located within the centre of the Site, outside the Subject
Land.

The following habitat types of threatened species were absent within the Subject
Land:

karst, caves, crevices, cliffs and other geological features of significance

The following habitat types of threatened species were absent within the Subject
Land:

rocks

East Coast Ecology - Request for BDAR Waiver
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Biodiversity . Biodiversity Value/
Meanin X R nt?
Value eaning Prescribed Impact UL

Occurrence and

Threatened abundance of

species threatened species or

abundance - threatened ecological
BC Reg Section = communities, or their

1.4(a) habitat, at a particular

site

Human-made structures

Non-native vegetation
{prescribed under clause
6.1(1)(a) of the
Biodiversity Conservation
Regulation).

Impacts of vehicle strikes
on threatened species of
animals or on animals
that are part of a
threatened ecological
community (prescribed
under clause 6.1(1)(f) of
the Regulation).

No

Yes

No

Values within the Subject Land and Potential Impacts associated with the

development
The following habitat types were present within the Subject Land, but did not
provide habitat types of threatened species:

human-made structures

A survey of all human-made structures was undertaken on 5" November 2024, by
Principal Ecologist Alex Graham (BAAS19040). At the time of survey all building
structures within the Subject Land are all tenanted. No suitable microbat habitat
{e.g. bridges, culverts, abandoned buildings) was identified, nor was there any
evidence of microbats (e.g. scat, staining) identified.

The following habitat types were present within the Subject Land, however, did not
provide habitat types of threatened species:

non-native vegetation (prescribed under clause 6.1(1)(a) of the Biodiversity
Conservation Regulation).

Non-native vegetation within the Subject Land is comprised of ornamental garden
species planted within garden beds. Proposed tree removal is provided in Appendix
C. Lawns were comprised of manicured turf (Plate 1).

No hollows or other threatened species habitat was identified within or adjoining the
Subject Land.

Impacts of vehicle strikes to threatened fauna species or on animals belonging to
threatened ecological communities are not applicable. The proposed development
does not require implementation or upgrade of any new or existing roads. Therefore,
itis unlikely any threatened species will be impacted by vehicle strikes.

East Coast Ecology - Request for BDAR Waiver
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Biodiversity . Biodiversity Value/
Meanin X R nt?
Value eaning Prescribed Impact UL

Degree to which a
particular site connects

Habitat different areas of
connectivity-  habitat of threatened
BC Reg Section  species to facilitate the
1.4(c) movement of those

species across their
range

Impacts on threatened

species - for example,
microbats - associated

with the demolition of
human-made structures No
{prescribed by

6.1(1)(a)(iii) of the

Regulation).

Impacts on threatened
species habitat
associated with non-
natural water bodies
{prescribed by
6.1(1)(a)(iii) of the
Regulation) - for example,
threatened frogs such as
the green and golden bell
frog in landfill areas,

No

drains and brick pits.

Impacts on habitat
connectivity and identify

the likelihood and extent

of any remaining impacts

of development on the No
connectivity of different
areas of habitat of
threatened species that

facilitates the movement

Values within the Subject Land and Potential Impacts associated with the

development
The following habitat types were present within the Subject Land, but did not

provide habitat types of threatened species or ecological communities:

human-made structures

A survey of all human-made structures was undertaken on 5" November 2024, by
Principal Ecologist Alex Graham (BAAS19040). At the time of survey all building
structures within the Subject Land are all tenanted. No suitable microbat habitat
{e.g. bridges, culverts, abandoned buildings) was identified, nor was there any
evidence of microbats (e.g. scat, staining) identified.

No watercourses (mapped or unmapped, natural or non-natural) are present within
the Subject Land. There is no opportunity for water to collect within the Subject Land
{to provide amphibian breeding habitat). Therefore, it is unlikely any threatened
species dependent on aquatic habitats will be impacted upon.

The vegetation within the Subject Land has limited connectivity with the broader
landscape and would only be used by highly-mobile threatened species, if at all. Due
to similar retained vegetation within the site, and within the surrounding locality,
habitat connectivity will be maintained at existing levels within the landscape for
highly-mobile threatened species.

East Coast Ecology - Request for BDAR Waiver
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Biodiversity . Biodiversity Value/
Meanin X R nt?
Value eaning Prescribed Impact UL

Threatened
species
movement -
BC Reg Section
1.4(d)

Flight path
integrity -

BC Reg Section
1.4(e)

Water
sustainability -
BC Reg Section
1.4(f)

Degree to which a
particular site
contributes to the
movement of
threatened species to
maintain their lifecycle

Degree to which the
flight paths of protected
animals over a
particular site are free
from interference

Degree to which water
quality, water bodies
and hydrological
processes sustain
threatened species and
threatened ecological
communities at a
particular site

of those species across
theirrange

Impacts on threatened

species movement and

identify the likelihood and
extent of any remaining
impacts of development No
on movement of

threatened species that
maintains their lifecycle

Impacts on flight path
integrity and identify the
likelihood and extent of
any remaining impacts.

Impacts on water
sustainability and identify
the likelihood and extent
of any remaining impacts
of development on water
quality, water bodies
(natural or derived) and
hydrological processes
that sustain threatened
species and threatened
ecological communities

Values within the Subject Land and Potential Impacts associated with the

development

The vegetation within the Subject Land provides limited value to the movement of
threatened species to maintain their lifecycle (e.g. movement to breeding habitat).

Nearby vegetation may be used intermittently by highly-mobile threatened species
{e.g. Grey-headed Flying-Fox) for foraging habitat, however, these species are not
reliant on this vegetation to maintain their lifecycle.

It is unlikely that the flight paths of protected animals occur over the Subject Land.
The proposed building will generally maintain consistency with the heights of existing
and/or approved buildings within the vicinity.

Itis not expected that the proposed development will negatively impact the flight path
integrity of any protected species.

No watercourses (mapped or unmapped) are present within the Subject Land. There
is no opportunity for water to collect within the Subject Land (to provide amphibian
breeding habitat).

East Coast Ecology - Request for BDAR Waiver
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Appendix A. Information requirements for a BDAR Waiver request.

Admin

Site details

Proposed
development

Impacts on
biodiversity values

Proponent name

Contact details

Project ID

Authors of this BDAR
waiver

Address

Lot and DP

LGA

Land zoning

Existing development
site description

Site Map

Location map

Project description

Proposed site plan

HPG General Pty Ltd

Mrs Norelle Jones

Senior Development Planner
Heritage house, 256 Victoria Avenue
Chatswood NSW 2067

SSD-78996460

Alexander Graham
BSc (Biology), Grad Dip (Bushfire Protection)
Accredited Biodiversity Assessor (BAAS19040)

16-24 Lord Street & 21-27 Roseville Avenue, Roseville NSW

Lot 9 DP1046734

Lot 66 Section B DP3277

Lot 65 Section B DP3277

Lot 64 Section B DP3277

Lot 14 Section B DP3277

Lot 15 Section B DP3277

Lot 16 Section B DP3277

Lot 17 Section B DP3277 & Lot 1 DP104781
Lot 18 DP1173328 & Lot 9 DP1046734

Ku-ring-gai

R2: Low Density Residential

All lots are currently occupied by single-storey or multi-storey

residential dwellings with private landscaped gardens.

See Figure 1.

See Figure 3.

See Section 1.

Appendix C. Excerpts from Arboricultural Impact
Assessment (CPS, 2025).Appendix C

See Table 2.

East Coast Ecology - Request for BDAR Waiver
16-24 Lord Street & 21-27 Roseville Avenue, Roseville (SSD-78996460)
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Appendix B. Photographs

Plate 2. Angophora costata (Sydney Red Gum) located within the Site, but outside the Subject Land
which has been avoided through careful design.
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Appendix C. Excerpts from Arboricultural Impact Assessment (CPS, 2025).
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Crown NRZ SREZ _
Tiee a Heighi DBH DGL Age Healfh / SULE Retain /
Genus ‘Common Nome: Spread Radius | Radius Development Impact Comments
No. & mpeces (m) i {mm) (mm) ™ piy Class | Vitality |Ci Rafing Valve Remove
Medium
1 Jocaranda mimosifolia Jacaronda 7 é 200 250 2.40 1.85 SM Average | Average 15-40 Medium Medium No works proposed within NRIZ Retain Counci street free
years
150,100, Medum Major 30% NRZ + 30% SRZ encroachment from
2 Camedlia japonica Caomellia 4 2 s e 300 232 200 M Average Fair 15-40 Low Low Remove Pruned/hedged
50, 50 years proposed pathway.
150,100 Medium
3 Cameliia japonica Camellia 4 2 50 0 : 300 232 200 M Average Fair 15-40 Low Low Remove Pruned/hedged
) years
Medium .
. Major 34% NRZ + 27% SRZ encroachment from
4 Cameliia joponica Camellia 3 1 100 140 200 1.50 M Averoge Fair ::; Low Low proposed stormwater infrastructure. Remove Pruned/hedged
Medium Moderate 15% NRZ encroachment from
5 Lophostemon confertus Brush Box 12 13 750 800 2.00 am M Fair Fair 15-40 Medium Medium proposed retaining walls, pathways and Retain | Council street free. Basal burl. Branch dieback
years stormwater infrastructure
Medium Minor 1% NRZ encroachment from proposed
6 Harpullia penduila Tulipwood 7 é 300 as0 3.60 213 M Fair Fair 15-40 Medium Medium pathway PO Retain Council street free. Upper canopy dieback
years
150, 150 Short 515 Major 22% NRI and 2% SRI encroachment from
7 Camellia sasanqua Camellia 7 7 y N 300 a2 200 oM Far Far Low Low proposed pathway, stormwater infrastructure Remove Sparse foliage. Pruned/flush cut
150 years N
and buiding footprint
50, 50, 50, Medium
8 Cameliia japonica Camellia 4 3 o 100 2.00 1.50 M Average Far 1540 Low Low Remove Shrub habit
years
= Medium
9 " F Py Bangalow Palm 13 4 250 350 3.00 N/A M Average | Average 1540 Low Low Within building/basement footprint Remove Nil
g na years
. Medium
1p | Archeniophoenix Bangalow Falm 5 3 100 200 250 NiA sM | Average | Average | 1540 Low Low Within building/basement footprint Remove N
cunninghamiana years
250. 200. Medium Dense vegetafion in garden bed surroundin
n Lagerstroemia indica Crepe Myrile 1 % | Soo o | 50 487 | 247 OM | Average | Average | 1540 Low Low Within building/basement footorint Remove =0 ol 9
. yaors .
Megum Major 18% NRZ and 6% SRI encroachment from
12 Pyrus ussuriensis Manchurian Pear 9 10 250 300 3.00 200 M Good Average ‘I':cdr(: Medium Medium proposed builging/basement and pathway Remove Pruned-crown lift
Medium _ -
13 | syzygiomsp. Lily Filly s 4 m;{]j, 1,2”' 200 200 | 1.8 M | Average | Average | 1540 Low Low Within graging extents Remove | DEMS® vegstatior '"::5'5'3” bed sumounding
' years
. Medium
14 | Archenfophoenix Bangalow Falm 8 5 | 20020 | 300 350 | A M | Average | Average | 1540 Low Low Within building/casement footprint Remove Group of 2x palms
cunninghamiana yoars
. . . 300, . h l . ; . L h di . Epli i
15 | Tibouching cv. Tissuching 9 9 | PO00 wo | se | 247 | om | for For  [STOMEISE oy Low Within bulsing/basement footernt Remove | Frumedfiopped. Branch dieback. Eplcomic
250 years growth
100, 50, Meadium
16 Lagerstroemia indica Crepa Myrfle 7 4 50‘50’ 200 200 1.48 M Averoge Fair 15-40 Low Low Within building/basement footprint Remove Growing in roised garden bed
) yeors
Medium
17 Rhododendron sp. Rhododendron 7 5 200, 150 300 .00 200 M Good | Averoge 15-40 Medium Medium Within building/basement foctprint Remove Dense canopy
years
- 100, 100, ~ Short 515 . . Pruned/topped. Sparse foliage. Branch
e Uniknown species 7 s .50 200 2.00 1.8 oM Fair Fair years Low Low Within building/basement footprint Remove disback
Medium
1% Beaucarnea recurvata Ponytai Paim 6 1 300 750 1.50 NIA Oom Fair Far 15-40 Low Low Within building/basement footprint Remove Pronounced basal flare
years
Long 40 Major 27% NRZ encroachment from proposed
20 Lophostemon conferfus Brush Box T4 14 700 800 2.40 3o M Average | Average 79:'5 - Medium High driveway. crossover, pathways and stormwater | Remove Council street free
infrastructure
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Tree
No.

(m)

(m)

DGL
(mm}

(m)

8%

Rafing

Valve

Development iImpact

Retain /

n

Magnolia grandiflora

Bull Bay Magnolia

200

Medium
15-40
years

Within proposed driveway

Remove

Chlorofic foliage

Rhododendron sp.

Rhododendron

300, 200,
100

449

Medium
15-40
years

Medium

Medium

Within proposed driveway

Remove

Nil

23

Cameliia sasanqua

Camellia

50, 50

200

Medium
15-40
years

Within building/basement footprint

Remove

Hedged

24

Camellia sasangua

Camellia

200

Fair

Medium
15-40
years

Within building/basement footprint

Remove

Hedged

25

Magnolia grandiflora

Bull Bay Magnolia

2.00

Fair

Average

Medium
15-40
years

Within building/basement footprint

Remove

Chlorofic foliage

26

Jocoranda

6.00

Average

Average

Medium
15-40
years

Medium

Medium

Within building/basement footprint

Remove

Vine throughout canopy

27

Cameilia sasanqua

Camellia

150, 150,
100, 100

3.06

225

Average

Average

Medium
15-40
years

Low

Within building/basement footprint

Remove

Pruned-driveway clearance

28

Viburnum odoralissimum

Sweet Vibumum

100, 50

200

Average

Average

Medium
15-40
years

Low

Within building/basement footprint

Remove

29

Viburnum odoratissimum

Sweet Vibumum

100, 50

200

Average

Average

Medium
15-40
years

Low

Within building/basement footprint

Remove

Viburnum odoratissimum

Sweet Viourmum

100, 50

200

Average

Average

Medium
15-40
years

Low

Within building/bosemeant footprint

Remove

Nil

n

Archonlophoenix
cunninghamiana

Bangalow Paim

250

350

NIA

Average

Average

Medium
15-40
years

Within building/bosement footprint

Remove

Nil

32

Syzygium sp.

Lilty Filly

200

Fair

Medium
15-40
years

Within building/bosement footprint

Remove

Spaorse foliage

33

Magnolia champaca

Champak

3.00

200

Medium
15-40
years

Within proposed pathway

Remove

Sparse folioge

Drocaena marginata

Dragon Tree

350

3.00

N/A

Average

Medium
15-40

years

within proposed pathway

Remove

35

Drocoena marginata

Drogon Tree

150,150,
50,50

350

250

NIA

Average

Medium
15-40
years

Minor 4% NRI encroachment from proposed
pathway

Remove

36

Viburnum odorafissimum

Sweet Viburmum

150,150,
100, 100

3.08

225

Fair

Medium
15-40
years

Within proposed pathway

Remove

Hedged

kT

Tibouchina cv.

Tibouchina

45

50, 50, 50

200

Far

Short 515

Major 30% NRZ + 23% SRI encroochment from
proposed refaining wall and pathway

Remove

Upper canopy dieback

Cameiliia japonica

Camellia

250

2.00

185

No works proposed within NRZ

Remove

Pruned

39

Angophora costata

Sydney Red Gum

6.60

267

Medium

High

Moderate 14% NR1 encroachment from
proposed building/basement. retaining wall and
pathways

Retain

Minor lean to south east

Syzygivm ausirale

Brush Chemy

200

Average

Average

Within proposed retaining wall footprint

Remove

Nil

41

Syzygium ausirale

Brush Chemy

200

Average

Average

Within proposed retaining wall footprnt

Remove

Nil

42

Cameliia japonica

Camellia

200

Average

Within proposed grading extents

Nil
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. Crown NRZ SRZ _
Tree Height DBH DGL Age | Health/ SULE Retain /
‘Common Naome Spread Rodius Development iImpact Comments
No. Genes & species m) P (mm) {mm) “::)"‘ = Class | Vitlity | Condiion| Rofing | Significance | Value Remove
foph . Medium
43 . . Bangalow Palm 13 4 250 300 300 NfA M Average | Average 1540 Low Low Within proposed grading extents Remove Nil
cunninghamiana yeors
foph . Medium
44 . . Bangalow Palm 13 4 250 300 300 NfA M Average | Average 15-40 Low Low Within proposed seafing wall Remove Nil
cunninghamiana
yaars
Medium
45 Gordonia axillarnis Fried Egg Plant & 5 150 200 200 1.68 M Far Far 1540 Low Low Within proposed retaining wall footprint Remove Pruned. Branch dieback
years
150, 150 Medium
45 Lagerstroemia indica Crepe Myriie 8 7 "‘,,0 ’ 300 312 200 M Average | Average 15-40 Low Low Within building /basement footprint Remove Nil
years
Medium
a7 Gordonia axillaris Fried Egg Plant 5 2 150, 100 200 216 1.68 M Fair Fair 15-40 Low Low Within building /basement footprint Remove Nil
years
Medium
48 Gordonia axillaris Fried Egg Plont 7 5 150 200 2.00 1.68 M Averaoge | Average 15-40 Low Low Within building/basement footprint Remove Nil
yeors
Long 40 Moderate 17% NRI encroachment from
a9 Lophostemon confertus Brush Box 15 14 900 1050 10.80 3.38 M Average | Good “:s N Medium High proposed driveway, pathways, stormwater Retain Council street free
infrastructure and building/oasement footprint
Medium
50 | Archonfophoenix Bangalow Falm 14 5 00 350 s | A M | Average | Average | 1540 Low Low Within building/basement footprint Remove Nil
cunninghamiana years
Medium
51 Lagerstroemia indica Crepe Myrile 4 3 50 100 2,00 1.50 M Averoge | Average 15-40 Low Low Ne works proposed within NRZ Remove Nil
years
Medium Moderate! 5% NRI encroachment from y
. . - lift. h di 4
52 Syzygium paniculatum Magenta Chermy 14 14 950 #50 11.40 324 M Fair Fair 15-40 Medium Medium proposed pathwoys and stormwater Retain Pruncdfiopped-crown lf. Branch disback
Epicormic growth
years Infrastructure
. Long 40 . Minor 10% NRZ encroachment from proposed . .
53 Lophostemon conferfus Brush Box 14 13 a0 800 .60 am M Fair Average yoon + Medium High pathways ond s water infrastroctore Retain Council street free. Branch diebock
Medium
54 Alnus jorullensis Evergreen Alder 4 3 250 300 300 200 M Average Fair 15-40 Low Low Mo works proposed within NRZ Remove Excessive pruning
years
Medium .
Major 37% NRZ + 31% SRZ encroochment from .
55 Alnus jorullensis Evergreen Alder 4 3 250 300 3.00 200 M Average Fair 15-40 Low Low I . Remove Excessive pruning
years proposed refaining wall
Medium .
+ croachment from
56 Alnus jorullensis Evergreen Alder 4 3 250 300 3.00 200 M Average Fair 15-40 Low Low Maior 32% NRZ + 19% SRZ en chment Remove Excessive pruning
years proposed refaining wall
Medium .
Major 23% NRZ + 12% SRZ encroochment from
57 Alnus jorullensis Evergresn Alder 4 3 250 300 3.00 200 M| Average |  For 1540 Low Low e =" Remove Excessive pruning
years proposed retaining wall
Medium ¢
58 | Alnus jorullensis Evergreen Alder 4 3 250 a0 | 300 | 200 | M |avermge| far | 1540 Low low | MdlorPBNRZ+ &% SRZ encroachmentfrom | oo Excessive pruning
proposed refaining wall
years
Medium
59 Pyrus calleryana Callery Pear 3 2 150 200 200 1.68 M Average Fair 15-40 Low Low No works proposed within NRZ Remove | Excessive pruning. Growing in planter box
yaars
Medium
&0 Pyrus calleryana Callery Pear 3 2 150 200 200 1.68 M Average Far 1540 Low Low Neo works proposed within NRZ Remove Excessive pruning. Growing in planter box
years
Medium
&1 Pyrus calleryana Callery Pear 3 2 150 200 200 1.48 M Average Far 15-40 Low Low Neo works proposed within NRZ Remove Excessive pruning. Growing in planter box
years
Medium
62 Pyrus calleryana Callery Pear 3 2 150 200 200 148 M Average Far 15-40 Low Low No works proposed within NEZ Remove Excessive pruning. Growing in planter box
years
Medium
63 Pyrus calleryana Callery Pear 5 5 150 200 200 148 M Average | Average | 1540 Medium | Medium No works proposed within NRT Retain Council sireet free. Under poweriines
years
Medium
64 Pyrus calleryana Callery Pear 5 5 200 200 240 1.68 M Average | Average | 1540 Medium | Medium No works proposed within NRZ Retain Council street free. Under powerlines
y=ars
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Tree A Height DBH DGL Age Health / SULE Retain /
‘Common Name Spread Radivs | Radivs Development Impact Comments
No. || Gem=lmecier [m) ) (mm) {mm) m) (m) | Class | Vialiy |Condion| Rafing | Significonce | Value Remove
Medium
5 Pyrus calleryana Callery Pear 5 5 200 200 240 1.68 M Average | Average | 1540 Medium | Medium No works proposed within NRZ Retain Council strest free. Under powerlines
years
Medium Minor lean east. Pronounced surface
b Morus sp. Mulbeny mn 11 400 450 480 237 M Good Average 15-40 Medium Medium No works proposed within NRZ Refain siructural roofs. Not surveyed. 1.2m east of
years building 1.5m south of path
Medium Moderate 18% NRI encroachment from
o7 Quercus robur English Oaic 14 20 1000 1050 1200 338 M Average | Average 1540 Medium Medium proposed bulding/basement footpant and Retain Branch failures. Branch dieback.
years stormwater infrastructure
48 Melalevca salicing ‘Willow Boftfiebrush 12 12 650 450 7.80 276 M Average | Average I:;";‘f Medium High No works proposed within NRZ Refain Council street free
69 Melaleuca salicina Willow Bottiebrush 13 14 1100 1100 1320 344 M Average | Average I':::;f Medium High No works proposed within NRZ Retain Council street free
Ceralopetalum X . Short 515 - . y
70 a e NSW Xmas Bush ? 3 200 250 2.40 1.85 M Fair Fair years Low Low No works proposed within NRZ Retain Branch dieback. Stem decay
Medium
n Tristaniopsis lourina Water Gum 3 2 100, 50 200 2.00 1.68 M Average | Average 15-40 Low Low No works proposed within NRZ Retain Council street free
years
250, 200, Medum Minor 8% NRZ encroachment from proposed
72 Jacaranda mimosilolia Jocaronda ] ? 1'50 i 400 424 225 M Average Fair 15-40 Low Low pothway P Retain Excessive pruning/topping. Under powerlinas
years
100, 100 Medium
73 Plumeria sp. Frangiponi 3 4 1‘00 i 250 208 1.85 M Average | Average 15-40 Low Low No works proposed within NRI Retain Nil
years
" Medium
74 gmmm NSW Xmas Bush 4 2 50, 50 100 2.00 1.50 M Average | Average 15-40 Low Low Ne works proposed within NRZ Retain Nl
years
150, 150, Medium
75 Plumeria sp. Frangiponi 5 5 1 50 ISd 300 3.60 200 M Average | Average 15-40 Low Low Within building/basamant footprint Remove Nil
) years
Medium
76 Magnolia sp. Mognolia Ll 1" 450 450 5.40 237 M Good | Average 15-40 Medium Medium Within building/bosement footprint Remove |Pruned-building clearance. Epicormic growth
years
Medium Major 36% NRZ + 27% SRI encroachment from
77 Camellia joponica Camellia 4 4 150 200 2.00 1.8 M Average | Average 15-40 Low Low proposed pathways and stormwater Remove Nil
years infrastructure
Medium
78 Citrus paradisi Grapetruit 3 3 100 140 200 1.50 M Fair Average 15-40 Low Lew Within building/basement footprint Remove Nil
years
Medium
79 Syzygium aushale Brush Chenry 8 5 300 350 3.60 213 M Average | Average | 1540 Low Low Within buildging/basement footprint Remove il
years
Medium
80 Cifrus reficviata Mandarin 3 3 50. 50, 50 140 200 1.50 M Average | Average 15-40 Low Low Within building/basement footprint Remove Wil
years
A h M Medium
a1 o " Bangalow Palm 5 2 100 200 200 MiA Sm Average | Average 1540 Low Low Within building/basement footprint Remove Nil
cunninghamiana
yesars
200,150 Medum
82 Magnolia x sovlangeana Soucer Magnolia & 8 150' Iﬁd 500 393 247 M Good | Average 15-40 Medium Medium Within building/basement foofprint Remove Nil
! years
i a Medium
83 Mog. Magnolia 45 2 50 100 200 1.50 M Average | Average 1540 Low Low Within proposed deck Remove Nil
Ger years
- Medium
84 ““‘9_“" grandifiora ‘Litie Magnolia 5 3 100 150 200 1.50 M Average | Average | 1540 Low Low Within proposed deck Remove Nil
years
85 Lophostemon conferfus Brush Box 14 14 950 1000 140 | 331 M |Aveage | For | 299 | pegium High | Maier28% NRI encroachment from proposed | gy 5, Council street ree. Under poweriines
years + pathways and retaining walls
8 Schinus molle var. areira Pepper Tree 9 12 650 700 780 285 M Far For |SMOSIE oy low | Malor25% NR encroachment from proposed | o, | Bxcessve pruning/iopping. Under powerines
years pathways and retaining walls Branch dieback
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- Crown NRZ SRZ _
Tree Height DBH DGL Age Healih / SULE Retain /
‘Common Name Spread Radius Development Impact Commenis
M || SEEEE (m) | mmy | (mm) "{’:;" oy | Closs | Vdaly |Condion| Rafing | Signficance | Value Remove
Medium N
+ from
87 | Malussp. Crab Apple Culfivar 5 s |10 28 185 M | Average | Average | 1540 Low Low | Moier 3% NRZ + 28% SRI encroachment Remove Nl
100 years proposed pathways
Medium
N N Moderate 19% NRI encroachment from
88 Uimus parvifolia Chinese Bm 13 19 500 &00 6.00 267 M Good Good :::,-.; Medium Medium proposed pathways and seafing walls Retain Nil
Medium
89 Pyrus colleryana Callery Pear 10 10 250 250 3.00 1.85 M Average | Average 1540 Low Low Within building/basement footprint Remove Nil
years
250,250 Medium
#0 Xylosma senficosum Shiry Xytsoma 12 12 200 200 500 5.43 247 M Average | Average | 1540 Low Lew Within building/basement footprint Remove Pruned/lopped
| years
Medium
9 Pyrus calleryana Callary Paar 0 10 250 300 3.00 200 M Average | Average | 1540 Low Low Within proposed deck Remove Nil
years
Medium .
Maijor 17% NRZ + 4% SRZ encroochment from
92 Ginkgo biloba Moidenhair Tree 12 7 250 300 3.00 200 M Averoge | Average 15-40 Low Low I Remove Mil
proposed deck
years
Long 40 Maijor 21% NRI encroachment from proposed
93 Eucalyptus saligna Sydney Blue Gum 2 22 1000 1200 1200 asr M Good | Averoge :s N Medium High seating walls, retaining walls. pathways and Retain Past pruning. Minor deadwood
e builcing/casement footprnt
Medium
94 Viburnum odoratissimum Sweet Vibumum 4 2 150, 50 200 200 1.68 M Average Far 1540 Low Low Within proposed deck Remove |Prunedftopped. Formed inte boundary hedge|
years
Medium
95 Viburnum odoratissimum Sweet Vibumum 4 2 150, 50 200 200 1.68 M Average Fair 1540 Low Low Within proposed deck REemove |Prunedftopped. Formed into boundary hedge|
years
Medium
96 Viburnum odorafissimum Sweet Vibumum 4 2 150, 50 200 200 1.68 M Average Fair 15-40 Low Low Within proposed deck Remove |Prunedfiopped. Formed info boundary hedge|
years
Medium
97 Viburnum odorafissimum Swest Vibumum 4 2 150, 50 200 200 1.68 M Average Far 1540 Low Low Within propossd decik Remove |Prunedfiopped. Formed into boundary hedge|
y=ars
Medium
98 Viburnum odorafissimum Sweet Vibumum 4 2 150, 50 200 200 1.68 M Average Far 1540 Low Low Within proposed seafing wall Remove |Prunedfiopped. Formed into boundary hedge|
y=ars
Madium Major 10% NRI + 4% SRZ encroachment from
99 Viburnum odorafissimum Sweset Vibumum 4 2 150, 50 200 200 1.68 M Average Far 1540 Low Low d proposed seafing wall Remove |Prunedfiopped. Formed inte boundary hadge|
yaars
Medium
100 Viburnum odorafissimum Sweet Vibumum 4 2 150, 50 200 200 1.68 M Average Fair 15-40 Low Low No works proposed within NRZ Eemove |Prunedfiopped. Formed into boundary hedge|
years
Medium
101 Viburnum odorafissimum Sweet Vibumum 4 2 150, 50 200 200 1.68 M Averoge Fair 1540 Low Low No works proposed within NRZ Remove |Prunedfiopped. Formed into boundary hedge|
years
Medum Major 24% NRZ encroachment from proposed Council strest free. Pruned/tooped. Under
102 | Meloleuca salicing Willow Botlsonsh 5 8 750 750 9.00 293 M | Averoge | For 15-40 Medium | Medium I ©a propos Retoin ped.
vears retaining walls powerdines
Medium
103 Cupressus sempervirens Mediteranean Cypress 8 2 200 250 2.40 1.85 M Average | Average | 1540 Low Low Within proposed retaining wall footprint Remove Thick vegetation surounding base
years
Medium
104 Camellia japonica Camellia 3 1 50 100 200 1.50 M Average | Average | 1540 Low Low Within proposed retaining wall footprint Remove Nil
years
Medium Major 67% NRZ + §1% SRZ encroachment from
105 Cameilia japonica Cameilia 3 1 50, 50 100 200 1.50 M Average | Average | 1540 Low Low proposed buildingfbasement footprint and Remove Nil
years retaining wall
106 | Camelia va Camelia 5 2 | 108 g | o200 | 1s0 M| Avers ror | hem | Low low | Maior3¢% NRZ+ 35% SR1 encroachmentfrom | o . Pruned/to
sasang . 50, 50 . - werage ol years proposed stormwater infrastructure smevs " pped
100, 50 Medium
107 Cameilia sasanqua Camellia 5 2 50,50 150 200 1.50 M Average Fair 15-40 Low Low Within proposed stormwaoter infrastructure Remove Pruned/topped
) years
100. 50 Megium Major 16% NRL + &% SRZ encroachment from
108 Cameliia sasanqua Camellia 5 2 50,50 150 200 1.50 M Average Fair ;‘5;04: Low Low proposed stormwater infrastructure Remove Pruned/topped
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- Crown NRZ SRI _
Tree . Height DBH DGL Age | Health/ /| SuLE L Retain /
No. Genws & spocies Common Nome (m) ""lm"’"} {mm) (mm) R'{’:;" ""i(m;" Class | Vilality |Condifion| Rafing | Signficance | Value Development kmpac Remove Comments
200, 150, Medium
109 Cupressus sp. Cypress 7 5 1'&,3 i 350 323 213 M Fair Fair 15-40 Low Low Within building/basement footprint Remove Pruned/lopped. Sparse foliage
years
Medium Minor 6% NRZ encroachment from proposed _
110 | Jocoranda mimosifolia Jacararda 14 14 600 700 720 285 M Good | Average | 1540 Medium | Medium stormwarter infrastructure and Retgin | Neighbouring "e:; “"'"3: access. Canopy
years building/basement footpant tas nol
Medium
m Cupressus macrocarpa Monierey Cypress 12 7 200, 150 300 3.00 200 M Average | Averoge 15-40 Low Low Mo works proposed within NRZ Remove Canopy bias to east
years
300, 250 Medium
nz Cupressus mocrocarpa Monierey Cypress 13 7 250 : 500 5.56 247 M Average | Average 15-40 Low Low Within building/basement footprint Remove Bxposed surtface structural roots
yaars
Medium
13 Acer negundo Box Eider 13 " 400 450 7.20 274 M Average | Average | 1540 Low Low Within building/basement footprint Remove Surounded by overgrown vegetation
years
Medium Not surveyed. 1.4m from westem boundary
114 Cupressus macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 13 7 200,200 300 339 200 M Averoge | Average 15-40 Low Low Me works proposed within NRZ Remove | fence 4.2m from southemn boundary fence.
years Sumrounded by overgrown vegetation
15 Corymbia cilriodora Lemon-scented Gum 20 16 450 500 5.40 247 M Average | Average 'f:;s? Medium High Mo works proposed within NRZ Retain Neighbouring free. Limited access
. Long 40 . . Minor 3% encroochment from proposed . . .
ns Corymbia citiodora Lemon-scenfed Gum 22 18 500 550 6.00 257 M Average | Average years + Medium High retaining walls and stormwater infrastructure Retain Neighbouring free. Limited access
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