
For the attention of Catriona Shirley, and others associated with the planning authority, 
regarding the proposal identified as SSD-76397489 Canopy Warehousing Estate. 
 
Thankyou for the opportunity to comment on this proposal. I am motivated to do so by my 
belief that our collective wellbeing is linked to the overall health of the environment. I am 
writing as someone with occupational experience with botany.  
 
I am concerned that the consent authority may be incapable of adequately assessing the 
biodiversity impacts of this proposal, because the BDAR submitted by the proponent fails to 
meet some of the minimum requirements. This is with reference to the BDAR cited as:  
 
“Biosis 2025. Canopy Estate Biodiversity Development Assessment Report. Report for Ethos 
Urban on behalf of FPI Developments NSW Pty Limited. Authors: Heenan C, Guiliano J, 
Gray R. Biosis Pty Ltd., Sydney, NSW. Project no. 40675.” 
 
To provide a succinct review of my concerns, I have annotated an excerpt of Table 24, 
‘minimum information requirements’, from Appendix K of the Biodiversity Assessment 
Method Order 2020 (BAM).  
 
Thank you for considering my submission, feel free to contact me through the email I used 
for submission to discuss this further. 
 
Kind Regards 
Samuel 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

 



 
 

 



Extra note, from Google maps, the BAM03 plot (pct3975) is located on the NW corner of the 
dam, which appears to be much more heavily disturbed from dam building earthworks than 
the NE corner: 
 
 

 



If the missing species indicated in the BDAR (Azolla and Phragmites), are added to the 
BAM-c case, at 1 and 10% cover respectively, this takes the VI score above the threshold:

 
 
 

 
 



With reference to the scale detail required, the following example is a stag of what looks like 
a Red-gum on Google Maps and streetview

 



 
 



Referred to in the note on the map scale needed:



 


