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3 October 2019 

Our ref: 14209 Roseville College BDAR Waiver 

 

Roseville College 

C/- EMP Projects Pty Ltd 

Level 2, 146 Arthur St 

North Sydney  NSW 2060 

Attention: Matthew Alder 

 

Dear Matthew, 

Roseville College Ecological Constraints Assessment and Biodiversity Development Assessment 

Report Waiver 

Eco Logical Australia Pty Ltd (ELA) was commissioned by EPM Projects Pty Ltd (on behalf of Roseville 

College) to conduct an ecological constraints assessment for a proposed development site owned by 

Roseville College on Bancroft Avenue, Roseville (Figure 1).   

The proposed development will be assessed as State Significant Development (SSD-9912) by the 

Department of Planning, Industry and Environment.  ¢ƘŜ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅΩǎ 9ƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ !ǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ 

Requirements (SEARs) dated 21st March 2019 stated that a Biodiversity Development Assessment 

Report (BDAR) may be required.  It is understood that the client intends to submit a waiver for the BDAR.   

ELA conducted an ecological constraints assessment to determine potential and known constraints 

within the development site. 

The proposed development includes the construction of a new Sport and Wellbeing Centre.  The Centre 

will include a car park, 25m swimming pool, rooftop sports courts, learning spaces, staff areas, gym, 

amenities and landscaping.  The works will involve the demolition of a large detached house, tennis 

courts and small swimming pool and the removal of planted exotic and native vegetation.  Field surveys 

identified that no remnant vegetation was present within the development site.  Additionally, there 

were no additional biodiversity values identified, however, there is potential that the planted vegetation 

recorded may provide potential marginal foraging habitat for one threatened fauna species, Pteropus 

poliocephalus (Grey-headed Flying-fox). 

The detached house at 37 Bancroft Avenue, Roseville to be demolished was initially considered to 

provide potential roosting habitat for microbats.  Following additional survey for threatened microbat 

species, it was concluded that the detached house is unlikely to represent a significant roost site for any 

threatened species of microbat (Appendix A). 
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To waive the requirements for a BDAR, it must be demonstrated that the site does not contain 

biodiversity values in accordance with Clause 1.5 of the Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016 and Clause 

1.4 of the Biodiversity Conservation Regulation 2017.  The requirements for a BDAR waiver been 

addressed in Appendix B.  It was determined that the proposed development is not likely to have any 

significant impact on biodiversity values, as such, a BDAR would not be required.  

 

 

Regards, 

 

Toni Frecker 

Senior Ecologist 
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1. Introduction 

Roseville College proposes to develop a site within the school grounds for the construction of a new 

Sports and Wellbeing Centre.  This proposed development is within Ku-ring-gai Council local government 

area (LGA).  The development site (Figure 1), described as the study area within this report, is located 

on Bancroft Avenue Roseville and is bordered by school, residential and recreational areas.   The study 

area includes a portion of 27 ς 29 Bancroft Avenue and 37 Bancroft Avenue, Roseville s=and covers an 

area of 0.4 ha. 

2. Methods 

2.1 Literature and database search 

Prior to the field survey,  ELA conducted a database assessment of the study area using relevant 

vegetation, database and aerial photography interpretation.  This assessment included: 

¶ The Native Vegetation of the Sydney Metropolitan Area Mapping (OEH 2016) 

¶ NSW BioNet / Atlas of NSW Wildlife database search (5 km)  

¶ NSW Government Biodiversity Values Map 

¶ BioNet Vegetation Classification 

¶ Local government planning instruments ς Ku-ring-gai LEP and DCP.  

2.2  Field Survey 

The field survey was conducted over two hours by ELA senior ecologist Toni Frecker on 13 September 

2019.  The aim of the field survey was to validate any vegetation communities identified within the study 

area, record any habitat features for threatened and non-threatened flora and fauna,  and identify any 

other potential ecological constraints.  

An assessment of microbat habitat was carried out over two evenings by ELA ecologists, Kirsten Velthuis 

and Toni Frecker, on 23rd September and 24th September at 37 Bancroft Avenue Roseville.  Two Anabat 

recorders were held in the hand opposite two potential microbat roost entrances during a dusk 

emergence survey.  The survey duration was 1.5 hours per Anabat per night, starting at 30 minutes 

before sunset and finishing 1 hour after sunset each night.   

3. Results 

3.1 Literature review 

The study area is currently zoned as SP2 (Infrastructure) and R2 (Low Density Residential), under the Ku-

ring-gai Local Environmental Plan 2015 (LEP).  A desktop assessment undertaken on 15 September 2019, 

identified that the study area (portion of 27 ς 29 Bancroft Avenue and 37 Bancroft Avenue) did not 

contain any areas identified on the Biodiversity Values Map.  Additionally, the study area does not 

contain any areas identified as Biodiversity under the Ku-ring-gai Local Environment Plan 2015. 
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There are no BioNet records of threatened flora and fauna species previously recorded within the study 

area.    A total of 35 threatened flora species and 38 threatened fauna species listed under Biodiversity 

Conservation Act 2016 were previously recorded within a five km radius of the study area.   

There are also no riparian corridors within the study area.  

Previous vegetation mapping by Office of Environment and Heritage (2016) has identified the vegetation 

within the study area ŀǎ ά¦Ǌōŀƴ ŜȄƻǘƛŎ κƴŀǘƛǾŜέΦ 

3.2 Field survey 

3.2.1 Vegetation communities 

The field survey confirmed that the vegetation within the study area has been cleared of remnant 

vegetation and the original soil profile has been altered.  The vegetation was confirmed to be Urban 

exotic/native comprising planted exotic and native landscape species (Figure 2). 

The area of planted exotic/native landscaping vegetation to be impacted within the study area is 0.09 

ha. 

Mature trees to be cleared include a Melaleuca quinquenervia (Broad-leaved Paperbark), Cedrus 

deodara (Himalayan Cedar), Cupressus macrocarpa (Monterey cypress), Liquidambar styraciflua 

(Liquidambar) and Cinnamomum camphora (Camphor laurel).  No hollow bearing trees were identified 

within the study area. 

 One mature Agathis robusta (Queensland Kauri Pine) is to be retained within the study area. 

Additional vegetation within the study area comprised planted gardens, including both small trees, 

shrubs and groundcovers.  Species include both native and exotic plantings.  The native species included 

species which are locally indigenous, however with historic soil disturbance and development, and their 

common occurrence as planted garden additions, these were not considered representative of remnant 

native vegetation communities.  Such species were distributed across the study area, and included 

Tristaniopsis laurina (Water Gum), Pittosporum undulatum (Native Daphne), Archontophoenix 

cunninghamiana (Bangalow Palm) and Livistona australis (Cabbage Fan Palm).   

Exotic species recorded include Olea europaea subsp. cuspidata (African Olive), Camellia spp., Prunus 

serratifolia (Japanese Flowering Cherry), Cestrum parqui (Green Cestrum), Murraya paniculata 

(Murraya), Jacaranda mimosifolia (Jacaranda), Michelia figo (Port Wine Magnolia), Agapanthus and 

Jasminum polyanthum (Star Jasmine). 

3.2.2 Threatened species 

No threatened flora and fauna species were identified during the field survey or microbat assessment. 

Additionally, no habitat was identified for threatened flora species within the study area. 

Limited marginal foraging resources were considered to be present within the study area for the highly 

mobile species Pteropus poliocephalus (Grey-headed Flying-fox). 
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Figure 1: Location of study area.  
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Figure 2: Vegetation with the study area.  
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4. Impacts 

As discussed, the proposal involves the demolition of one building and clearing of Urban exotic/native 

vegetation within the grounds of Roseville College in Ku-ring-gai LGA.  

Two native trees, Melaleuca quinquenervia and Tristaniopsis laurina which do not form part of a 

remnant vegetation community, are proposed for removal along with other planted exotic and native 

species.   

It is also considered unlikely that the study area provides any habitat for threatened fauna species other 

than limited foraging resources for the highly mobile Grey-headed Flying-fox.  This is considered to be 

negligible on a local scale and would not result in a long-term decline of any threatened species. 

The removal of vegetation from the study area would not result in a significant impact on any threatened 

species or ecological community under the Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016 or Environment 

Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999. 
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Figure 3: Study area photos 


