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- excess of $1 million. 'HUnd'reds of hectares were burned out and native wildlife
- perished. Consecutive days of heavy rain finally exttngu:shed the main bfaze
(refer Byron Shire Echo Artlcie 19 Oct 2004)

Conclusion

- The need for this development cannot be justified. The |mpact on residents, the

comniunity and the environment will be far reaching. Consistent, media feports
indicate that drug and alcohol problems; throughout Australia especially the youth,
are out of control. Large festivals crowds can and do premote’ th|s type ‘of '

behayiour. - o

Byron Shire does not have the resources available to deal with any increase in
social problems or-an increased demand on emergency services. There is no
need for this development. There are already twa féstival sites in the Shire, the
‘Blues and Roots' Festival s;te at Tyagarah and the purposely. built- Sports and
Cultural Events Site at Ewingsdale. The Splendour in the Grass 2010 festival was
held at Woodford in Queensland and ticket sales were reported to'be 32,500.

The Splendour in the Grass festival has other options to the Yelgun site. Firstly it

has the option of returning to the Woodford site-in- 2011, secondly, if it wanted to

remain in the shire it could share the Tyagarah site with the Blues festival, it has a

10 year approval, or third!y, they could find a more suitable site with no

environmental constraints in regional inland towns such as Grafton or: Cas;no
which are aiso serviced by the Country Rail Llnk :

We ask the Minister to refuse Both the Project Apphcatﬂon and Concept Plan fora
Permanent Events SJte at Yelgun '
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The Director of Regional Projects (09 (028)
21/16/16
Department of Planning

Dear Sir/Madam,

I was elected to Byron Shire Council in 1993 and during that Council term we had
trouble with a landowner in the north of the Shire who persisted in carrying out
agricultural activities on environmentally sensitive land.

The State Government set up a Commission of Enqguiry and, after intensive study of
the area (and no doubt considerable expense), the Commissioner recommended that
even more land than Council had identificd be zoned for environmental proteetion;

the area also contains a significant wildlife corridor and is close to a Nature Reserve,
For some time now the “North Byron Parklands” group have been secking to establish
a large Festival site over much of this sensitive area. Their proposal has been rgjected
by Council and also the Land and Environment Court for sound reasons and there are
many valid objeetions tv this proposal which I'm sure other objectors will enumerate.
My main concern is the sensitive nature of the land and the wildlife corridor which
would be irreversibly damaged and destroyed by the preparations the group intend (o

- make in order to hold their events, let alone the events themselves. Given the work
~our Council put in and the support we had from Government, T am truly horrified by
the proposal and ask that you reject it in the interests of both our Shire and the State as

a wholg.

Thank you.

Yours faithfully, N P

Jenmy Coman \;E Mm)fnﬁ&ﬂf £

10 Granyaille Rd . { ST :

Bangalow, 2479 ~ S Departmem ofPlannmg
| Hacsived

75 OCT 2010
Seanning Room
















The Director of Regional Projects. [09-0028)

GPO Box 39 22 Baneal Circuit
Sydney _ North Ogean Shores
NSW 2001 NSW 2483
21/10/2010
Dear Sir,

North Byron Parklands Proposal - “Splendour in the Grass”

As Byromn Shire rate payers.and residents of Ocean Shores for twenty years we would like ta
register our chjection to the above proposal as fallows:

* Flora and Fauna -With the site perimeter being adjacent to Biliinudgel Nature Reserve there s a
high risk of damage and fire due to such a large number of campers in an eco-sensitive area.

¢ Noise and Traffic - We have endured several years of noise and traffic disruption from the recent
highway constructian. There is no doubtthe proposed events would exacerbate these problems
as shown at this years Woodford, Qld. Event.

¢ Drug and Alcohol Abuse — Local newspapers reported numerous instances of drug and alcohol
zbuse when these events were held at Byran Bay which required medical or police attention.
Unfortunately this appears to be the culture of these events and we should ot encourage it.
Can we expect a fleet of ambulances runningto and from Byron Bay and Mullumbimby
Haospitals!

e Security - The nearest police presence is 6 km. away at Brunswick Heads which has difficulty
responding to focal abusive behaviour over Christmas periods. With a crowd of 25000 people
will have access to trash the iocal area and beaches without any control.

We already have one mega- festival in the Shire ~ Enough is Enough!

We trust that you will heed the concerns of the undersigned when cansidering the above
proposal to invade and violate our fragile locality.

Yours faithfully,

e loA /%, ¢ /f;&,e_( ot

B. A. & J. P. Bolland L




Frederick Thomas Sparrow
14 Eloura Court Ocean Shores
New South Wales 2483
Phone 02 66804 834 Fax 02 66801 618

October 21% 2010

The Director Of Regional Projects,
GPOBox 39 A
Sydney 2001

- New South Wales.

Reference the Application By North Byron Parklands relating to a development in the
Byron Shire. '

Good morning,

[ write in refation the proposal by North Byron Parklands {though their application
may be submitted under a different title) for permission to establish a huge site for the
conduct of music festivals ineluding the one termed “Splendour in The Grass’.

Surely you are aware that the Byron Shire Cominunity has on numerous occasions
expressed deep concern over the establishment of this site within such pristine country
where it will have a major detrimental effect on the wildlife and also the human

population.

The community is not against a festival site as such but it is the siting and immense
size that causgs concern. The population of Byron Shire is in the vicinity of 30,000
and yet it is being expected to house an additional 50.000 persons in some instances.
This is plainly ridiculous and [ am astonished that your body finds it acceptable.

This gquite area is being approved for numerous festivals - unlimited smallee
gatherings and perhaps ten major gatherings per yeat. Apart from the noise factor and
the disruption of wildlife there will be enormous pressure on sociely with the
behaviour of concert goers who are hardly renpwned.

I wish to register a protest against this application on.the following grounds;

1. There will be an unacceptable noise level on the human population

2. There will be gredat disruption to a significant Nature Reserve -
 Billinudge! Wetlands

3. The concert goers will create havee with late night revelry at their
- places of accommodation

4. The proposal is against the Governments own planning decisions of

protecting unigue wildlife sites _
5. The jamming of side roads can put at risk the existing popuiation.




There is already a site approved for conecerts within the Shire and there is no real
reason why this cannot be used instead.

I do hope that you and your advisers will give heed to the concern of so many Byron
Shire residents.

- e
Yours sincerely s
. 7 ; :.' !{
Lot
Fred Sparrow./. j S
Jir AR Y o
oA E s
& -~




Wendy Sparrow
14 Eloura Court Ocean Shores
New South W ales 2483
Phone 02 66804 834 Fax 02 66801 618

October 21* 2010

The Director Of Regional Projects,
G PO Box 39

Sydney 2001

New South Wales.

Reference the Application By North Byron Parklands relating to a development in the

Byron Shir

1 wish to lodge an objection to the proposal by North Byron Parklands (though their
application may be submitted under a different title) for permission to establish a huge
site for the coaduct of music festivals including the one termed ‘Splendour In The
Grass’.. '

The siting and immense size of these outdoor concerts is totally unacceptable.. The
population of Byron Shire is in the vicinity of 30,000 and yet it is being expected to
house an additional 50,000 persons in some instances. This is plainly nidiculous and |
am astonished that vour body finds it aceeptable. Would you approve of this
development on your own doorstep? | think not.

This quite area is being approved for numerous festivals - unlimited smaller
gatherings and perhaps ten major gatherings per year. Apart from the noise factor and
the disruption ‘of wildlife there will be enormous pressure on society with the
behaviour of concert goers who will be in a party atmosphere for the full 24 hours of
each festival day. The risk of a huge uncontrollable bushfire is also of great concern.

I wish to register a protest against this application on the following grounds;

1. There will be an unaceeptable noise level on the human population

2. There will be great disruption to a significant Nature Reserve -

Billinudgel Wetlands

The concert goers will create havoc with late night revelry at their

places of accommodation

4, The proposal is against the Governments ewn planning decisions of
protecting unique wildlife sites

5. The jamming of side rodds can put at risk the existing population.

Ll

6. High risk of bushfires threatening nearby homes and wildlife.

7. Retirement lifestyle absolutely disrupted in favour of festival goers.




There is alteady a site approved for concerts within the Shire and there is no real
reason why this cannot be used instead. The Splendowr Festival at Woodford is
snceessful alternative, keep it there.

1 do hope that you and your advisers will give heed to the concern of so many Byron
Shire residents. .

Ea!
{
Yours sincerely :

! 1
A \b \\m_:l\-"- oo et -

Wendy Sparrow \
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Peter Brown

PO Box 1099
Byron Bay NSW 2481
Australia
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- Byron Environmental and Conservation Orgamsatlen
PO Box 445 Byron Bay 2481

BEACON Submission to:

Exhibition of Environmental Assessment for a Proposed Cultural
Events Site at Tweed Valley Way and Jones Road, Yelgun, Byron

LGA - MP 09_0028
Prepared by Dailan Pugh

BEACON's position is that it supports a single festival site for Byron Shire, providing a
suitable site is available. Obviously, if such a site is available then there would need to
be constraints on the types, frequency and magnitude of events sufficient to reduce
environmental and social impacts to an acceptable level.

The principal environmental problem with the North Byron Shire Parklands site is that it
encompasses a wildlife corridor of regional significance. The outcome from the
Commission of Inquiry for North Ocean Shores was that Commissioner Cleland (1997)
identified the area as a regionally significant wildlife corridor. In their assessment of
north-east NSW, the National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS 2000) again identified
this land as a wildlife corridor. Once again in 2003 Byron Shire Council identified the
area as a regionally significant wildiife comdor in their Biodiversity Conservation

Strategy.

The current proposal is to hold large events with tens of thousands of people, establish

- frequent smaller events, and undertake numerous construction works within a regionally

significant wildlife corridor. The proposed works will have permanent impacts, the
activities during smaller events, preparation and pack-up will be permanent impacts, and
for large (moderate and - major) events the thousands of people, loud noise, fences,
night-time lights etc. will have short-term but very intense impacts. l is likely that wildlife
will be scared away from the area and that the disturbances may initiate long-term
avoidance behaviour. Thus the proposal is likely to be significantly detrimental to the
already diminished wildlife corridor values of the site.

To be consistent with the Byron Biodiversity Conservation Strategy, the Department of
Pianning needs to assure itself that the proposal “shall maintain, protect and enhance

. corridor values in order to facilitate the movement and dispersal of species across the

landscape”. Given that, irrespective of what replanting is undertaken, the proposal will
significantly enhance fragmentation and isolation of high conservation value vegetation
within a wildlife corridor (through infrastructure, fencing, people, lighting and noise) and
result in significantly increased edge effects to remnant vegetation, there can be no
doubt that the corridor values of most of the corridor will be diminished. The proposed
planting of part of the corridor is unlikely to be sufficient to mitigate these impacts,

~particularly as it is of insufficient dimensions to avoid the impacts of surrounding

activities.

As noted by Commissioner Cleland (1997) Of significant relevance in balancing wildfife
corridor values and other land use consideration are the precautionary principle and the
conservation of biological diversity. These principles reinforce the importance at this

i .. .
& A - e



point in time of protecting the existing and potential wildlife corridor values in the Jones
Road area.

THE NEED FOR WILDLIFE CORRIDORS

In regards to biodiversity conservation Byron Shire currently has a critically low level of
vegetation cover, though the threat this poses to the survival of species is compounded:

by the fragmented nature of the remnant vegetation. Habitat fragmentation has been

recognised both internationally and nationally as one of the major threats to
maintenance of fauna populations (Bennett 1990, Jarman 1986, Andrews 1990, Neave
and Norton 1990, Possingham 1990, Saunders 1990, Milledge, Palmer and Nelson
1991, Harris and Scheck 1991, Merriam 1991). Documented examples of species’
extinctions have frequently shown an initial pattern of major range reduction and
fragmentation followed by successive extinctions of local populations (Bennett 1990).

Fragmentation causes:

= genetic isolation, inbreeding and local extinctions when patches become too
small or isolated (Barnett, How and Humphreys 1978, Andrews 1990,
Bennett 1990, Harris and Scheck 1991, Merriam 1991, Ledig 1996);

¢ |oss of “forest interior” species and species with Iarge home ranges (Harris
and Scheck 1891);

* increases in the abundance of alien and common species that prefer
disturbed environments (Jarman 1986, Andren and Angelstam 1988,
Saunders 1990, Andrews 1990, Benneti 1980a, 1990b, Gilmore 1990, Scotts
1991, Catling 1991, Neave and Norton 1991, Harris and Scheck 1991);

+ disruption of species movements and ecological processes (Harris and
Scheck 1991, Merriam 1991).

The Byron Flora and Fauna Study (BSC 1999) notes:

The process of fragmentation sels in train a series of ecological processes which
change the structure and species composition of the vegetation and ultimately
result in degradation and loss of species from an ecosystem. Fragmentation of
vegetation results in an overalf reduction in area ..., an increase in the edge/unit
area value, and indirect effects on species composition, such as losses of
species diversity, resulting from disruption of biotic interactions. The extent of

. the effects varies with remnant size and distance from neighbouring forest, time
since isolation and the nature of the matrix environment.”

‘A general severance of the hinterland forests from the coastal Qegetation

systems has resulted from large scale clearing of the coastal plain, basalt plateau
and foothill forests. Some connections remain although most are tenuous ...".

The Edge Effect

- Edge effects penetrate for some distance into vegetation and further reduce interior
forest habitat (Soule and Gilpin 1991, Harris and Scheck 1991, Loney and Hobbs 1991,




S
\k-/"

Baldi 1996, Rodrigues 1998, Chalfoun et. al. 2002, Donaldson and Bennett 2004,Harper
et. al. 2005, Faria 2006, Pocock and Lawrence 2008, Baker et. al. 2007)). Along edges
species from more open habitats, or introduced from other countries, may invade to
compete with or prey upon resident species (Jarman 1986, Andren and Angelstam 1988,
Saunders 1990, Andrews 1990, Bennett 1990a, 1990b, Scotts 1991, Catling 1991,
Neave and Norton 1991, Harris and Scheck 1991, Donaldson and Bennett 2004, Harper
et. al. 2005, Faria 2006, ). Changes tc microclimate, flora and fauna associated with
edges can penetrate well into intact habitat (Andrews 1990, Bennett 1990a, 1990b,
Scotts 1991, Laurance 2004, Faria 2006, Baker et. al. 2007, Laurance et. al. 2007).

The primary affect of creating an edge in forest habitats is that it increases sunlight and
wind penetration, reduces humidity and increases temperature fluctuations (Andrews
1990, Bennett 1990, Murcia 1995, Rodrigues 1998, Laurance 2004, Ross 2005,
Pohlman et. al. 2007). Such affects have been found to extend into forests for varying
distances: 20-25m (Pohlman et. al. 2007), 20m (Ross 2005), 0-60m (Laurance 2004),
30-100m (Bennett 1990), 15-50m (Murcia 1995), 35m (Rodrigues 1998), 40-50m (Wright
et. al 2010). At Yelgun these edge impacts will be significantly increased by human
activity, vehicles, lights and noise whlch will penetrate far further into the retained
vegetation

The significant changes in abiotic factors associated with edges can lead to direct
mortality of trees and understorey plants due to exposure, changes in species
composition, changes in structure, and weed invasion (Bennett 1990, Malcolm 1994,
Rodrigues 1998, Laurance 1991, Harper et. al. 2005, Laurance et. al. 2007). Various
affects on vegetation have been found to extend well into edges: 200-500m (Laurance
1991), 100-300m (Laurance 2004), 5-30m (Maicolm 1994), 10-150m (Murcia 1995}, 13m
(Bennett1990), 0-335m (Harper ef. al. 2005), 35-70m (Rodrigues 1998). In north
Queensland rainforests Laurance (1991) found “Elevated forest disturbance was evident
up to 500 m inside fragment margins, although the most striking changes occurred within
200 m of edges”. Over time partial sealing of edges with secondary growth occurs (Ross
2005, Laurance et. al. 2007).

Edges have been found to have significant impacts on a variety of animal species,
including various birds, terrestrial mammals, bats, lizards, beetles and butterflies
(variously Bennett1990, Murcia 1995, Baldi 1996, Donovan et. al. 1997, Luck et. af.
1999a, Luck et. al. 1999b, Sacchi. 2003, Atkinson. 2003, Laurance 2004, Pardini 2004,
Kilgo 2005, Piper 20086, Faria 2006, Baker et. a/.2007, Garci et.al. 2007, Bossart and
Opuni-Frimpong 2009). These affects have been found to extend for various distances in

~from edges: birds; 9-64m (Bennett1990), 60m (Murcia 1995), >50m (Donovan et. al.

1997), 10-70m (Laurance 2004), >30m (Kilgo 2005); bats - 100m (Faria 2008); reptiles -
60m (Sacchi. 2003); and ; invertebrates -10-25m {Baker et. al.2007), >100m (Kilgo
2005), 50-100m (Bossart and Opuni-Frimpong 2009). Even for a single species, edge
effects have been found to vary between studies, locations, aspects, and seasons
(Donovan et. al. 1997, Chalfoun et. al. 2002, Atkinson. 2003). Edges can also affect
predation, with predation increasing near edges for some species (i.e. Bennett1990,
Murcia 1995, Luck et. al. 1999b, Piper 2008) and decreasing for others (i.e. Sacchi.
2003). Increased predation can extend far in from edges: 100m (Bennett1 990), 600m
(Murcia 1995).

At Yelgun these inherent affects of edges will be significantly compounded by the
addition of frequent and occasionally intense activity, buildings, light and noise. Such




impacts wifi be more extreme than found for roads and their periodic peaks will limit
animal’s ability to become accustomed. The effects of roads on wildlife provide some
guidance as to what to expect. It needs to be recognized that the Yelgun activities are
additional to, and greatly compound. the impacts of the freeway and that activity on the
Murwillumbah road will greatly increase, particularly when festivals are being held.

In their review on the effects of roads, Donaldson A. & Bennett A. (2004) identify that
overseas studies have found animal avoidance of roads extending for 100m, 200m,
1.5km and up to 2.5km for wild deer, noting “Forman and Deblinger (1998, 2000)
calculated that the average distance that eco!ogrcal impacts of roads extend outwards is
300 m.” They state:
Roads alter surrounding habitats in numerous ways, consequently affecting the
quality and suitability of roadside areas for wildlife habitat. Increased edge
effects, disturbance, and the input of matter and energy are the primary ways
- roads after conditions in adjacent habitats. The result of these impacts on fauna
populations differs between species; however, a local reduction in density is the
most common outcome (Ferris 1979; Dhindsa et al. 1988; Reijnen et al. 1997;
Kuitunen et al. 1998; Baker et al. 1998; Huijser & Bergers 2000). Reproduction
and mortality (discussed in Section 5) rates are also commonly altered in
roadside animal populations (Reijnen & Foppen 1994; Reijnen et al. 1995;
Rejjnen et al. 1997, Ortega & Capen 1999). Animals may also exhibit altered
movement and dispersal patferns (Clarke et al. 1998). Species distributions may
change due to the density and spatial arrangement of roads within a landscape,
consequently influencing community composition and spec:es interactions (Thiel
1985, Thurber et al. 1994).

In open eucalypt forests in Victoria Pocock and Lawrence (2006) found:
Traffic noise and light penefration varied according to topography and vegetatlon
cover, but averaged of 350 m and 380 m, respectively, from the road. Mammal
surveys indicated there was an increase in species richness once traffic noise
reached ambient levels (40 dB} and traffic light penetration ceased. Bird surveys
resufted in the identification of four species (3%} that only occurred within 150 m
of the road (edge species) and 21 species (58%) that only occurred at distances
of 150 m or more from the Epsom-Barnadown Road (interior species). A core
habitat area for bird species was identified at about 900 m from the road. It was
found that the average width of forest in the Bendigo Regional Park impacted by
the Epsom-Barnadown Road was 1800 m, which translates to an area of 1.8 km?
per kilometre of road.

Wildlife corridors are by definition relatively long and narrow, with a large edge:area ratio
they are heavily influenced by edge effects (Loney and Hobbs 1991). As noted by Loney
and Hobbs (1991) “Their dynamics are thus dominated by external influences; i.e., the
internal dynamics of a corridor are usually strongly affected by processes originating in
the matrix through which it passes.”

Wildlife corridors have been proposed at a variety of widths, from the width of a
hedgerow for white-footed mice in Europe up to § km for elephants and large animals.in
Sri Lanka (Harris and Scheck 1991). Harris and Scheck (1991) consider that for well
known species using corridors for weeks or months then width may be measured in
metres and where the corridor is expected to function in terms of years then the corridor
width should be measured in 100’s of metres (c. 100-1000 m). Though for the movement




of entire assemblages of species, for poorly known species, and/or where the corridor is -
expected to function for decades, then they consider that the appropriate width must be
measured in kilometres. :

Shepherd ef af (1992} consider the minimum width of major corridors “must be sufficient
to meet at least the habitat requirements of key central place foragers ... and to minimise
edge effects such as the invasion of intact forest by exotic plants and animals, and
changes in microclimate which can lead to the windthrow of trees, increased flammabilily
of vegetation, etc.” For high quality habitat they recommend that only in very exceptional
circumstances should sections of a corridor be less than one kilometre wide and thatno
areas should be less than 700m.

Cleland (1997) found “Undoubtedly the wider the corridor the more effective its
functioning. This occurs due to reduced edge effects which may include predation, lack
of canopy, weed invasion and agricultural impacts. Edge effects can seriously affect the
survival changes (sic) of many native species. A wide corridor may also include a range
of habitats which allows a greater number of species to use the corridor.”

~ Soule and Gilpin (1991) caution that “This edginess of corridors means that these
landscape links are hazardous for edge-sensitive and predation-sensitive species, but
very suitable habitat indeed for many weedy species and pathogens. Corridors are
bandages for a wounded natural lanscape, and af best can only partly compensate for
the denaturing activities of humans.”

The Proposed Cultural Events Site will greatly compound existing edge effects
associated with fragmentation, freeways and roads in the Yelgun area. The token
plantings to consolidate a narrow connection will be overwhelmed by the
maghnitude of the edge effects associated with the proposal. These edge affects
will extend well into the adjacent Billinudgel Nature Reserve and significantly
affect fauna within it.

The need for Connectivity

Within a metapopulation the degree of isolation of an individual population still influences
its persistence as immigrations from other populations help maintain genetic diversity
and population stability (particularly following major population declines). In a natural
state smaller habitat patches will experience stochastic disturbances that result in local
extinction, with recolonisation being reliant upon dispersal from surviving habitat patches
{Merriam 1991). As cautioned by Merriam (1991) “If isolation prevents recolonisation,
local extinctions may accumulate info landscape, regional or larger extinctions”.

Within Byron Shire many species of birds, frogs and mammals have been lost from the
more isolated remnants. Holmes (1986) found that the diversity of birds in the Big Scrub
remnants was related to their size and their distance from the more extensive forests of
the Nightcap Range, with declines in birds belonging to the older and more primitive

. endemic groups being most apparent within smaller and more isolated fragments.

Inbreeding is the most serious long-term consequence for isolated populations of
. species within small patches of remnant vegetation, and for more widespread species




whose populations have been decimated by past clearing. Ledig (1996) states “arge
populations are necessary to keep the level of inbreeding low and maintain high levels of
heterozyqosity for deleterious alleles. Many populations maintained as a few individuals
over several generations would collapse, and most of the others would be fixed for mildly
deleterious genes that would impair their reproductive capacity. Furthermore,
populations with fow diversity are vulnerable to new stresses such as pathogens and
climate change. And, finally, without variability, evolution is impossible.”

Species’ require appropriate resources and cover to disperse between habitat patches.
This is most extreme for forest species when they have to cross cleared areas between
forest patches to seek mates, access seasonal and critical resources, or repopulate
patches following patch extinctions or declines. Some species can cross wide expanses
of unsuitable habitat without too high a mortality while others don’t even like to cross
long-unused and partly overgrown forest tracks {i.e. Barnett, How and Humphreys
1978).

Wildlife corridors are one means of maintaining or re-establishing connectivity within
animal populations. Retention of corridors of vegetation for individual species to move
through have been used for at least half a century, and landscape linkages for the.

- movement of entire faunal assemblages between protected areas for at least a quarter
of a century (Harris and Scheck 1991).

A wildlife corridor has been defined as “... a narrow strip, stepping sfone or series of
stepping stones of hospitable territory traversing inhospitable territory providing access
from one area to another.” (Dendy cited in Norton and Nix 1991). They functions as
either a movernent route for individuals or an avenue for gene-flow among native fauna
and flora, often over generations (Harris and Scheck 1991, Merriam 1991). For fauna,
individuals need to move between localities and successfully mate for genetic exchange
to occur or habitat to be recolonised. For flora, genetic exchange occurs by various
mechanisms and over various distances through transfer of pollen, though transfer of
propagules is still required for recolonisation.

For many species corridors of forest need to be retained or established to provide
multiple pathways for dispersal between legislated reserves and habitat patches to
allow:
(i) genetic exchange between isolated populations (Soule and Simberloff
1986,Dunning and Smith 1986, Bennett 1990a, 1990b, Saunders 1990, Winter
1991, Hopper and Coates 1990, Goldingay and Kavanagh 1991, Harris and
Scheck 1991, Merriam 1991),
(ii) dispersal to required resources (Saunders 1990, Moon 1990, Goldingay and
‘Kavanagh 1991, Harris and Scheck 1991),
(iii) founding of new populations, recolonisation of patches subject to local
extinctions, or supplementation of declining populations (Harris and Scheck
1991, Merriam 1991) '
(iv) maintenance of populations of some species in otherwise unsuitable habitat
(Kavanagh 1985a, 1985b, Dunning and Smith 19886, Kavanagh and Webb 1989,
Bennett 1980}, and
(v} for migration of species in response to predicted global warming {Busby 1988,
Arnold 1988, Main 1988, Page 1989).

An adequate wildlife corridor system should encompass:




(a) multiple pathways linking retained habitat {Bennett 1990a, Merriam 1991),

(b) reservation of larger areas of suitable habitat at periodic intervals along corridors
(Bennett 1990a, Recher ef al. 1991, Soule and Gilpin 1991),

{c) linked riparian and ridge corridors sampling suitable habitat for a full range of
target species (Recher, Rhonan-Jones and Smith 1980, Dunning and Smith
1986, Conservation, Forests and Lands 1989, Bennett 1990a, Recher et al.
1991) and

{d) a hierarchy of corridors comprised of broad regional corridors established to
restore links between isolated forests, major wildiife corridors to link important
reserved areas and a network of smaller wildlife corridors forming common
linkages in the system of retained habitat (Bennett 1990a).

In designing wildlife corridors it is also essential to consider the effects of barriers to
movement and strategies to facilitate movement across potential barriers (Andrews
1990, Bennett 1990, Saunders 1990, Goldingay and Kavanagh 1991, Harris and Scheck
1991, Loney and Hobbs 1991). The natural dispersal of many species have been
greatly disrupted and stopped by artificial barriers, such as clearings, built up areas,
fences, steep embankments, railway lines and roads. Roads in the Yelgun area already
provide significant barriers to faunal movements, the internal roads and human-proof
fences associated with the proposal will add to these barriers. The limitation of many
faunal movements to a narrow ridgetop (with associated edge effects) will significantly
reduce opportunities for movements across the landscape — which is essentially a
random process.

Due to global warming climate is expected to change faster than at any time since the
last major extinction episode heralded the demise of the dinosaurs. For many species to
survive the consequences of global warming they will be required to track changing
climates by migrating across the increasingly fragmented landscape (Busby 1988,
Tegart, Sheidon and Griffiths 1990, Benneit ef. al. 1991, Hobbs and Hopkins 1991). With
warming occurring 15 to 40 times (Tegart, Sheldon and Griffiths 1990) or as much as
100 times {(Hobbs and Hopkins 1991) faster than past natural changes. :

The need for retention and enhancement of wildlife corridors has never been
greater. The Yelgun corridor is of extreme importance in maintaining links
between coastal and hinterland populations of wildlife in this region and essential
for providing a route for fauna to migrate along in response to climate change.

- The Proposed Cultural Events Site will compound existing connectivity problems
associated with this vulnerable and tenuous link in this corridor. This section of
the corridor is already impacted by the freeway and the Murwillumbah Road, the
last thing it needs is frequent “events”and permanent activities and buildings to
scare wildlife away, and human proof fences to hinder wildlife movement.

PLANNING REQUIREMENTS

~ One of the Guiding Principles of the Draft Biodiversity Conservation Strategy is:
Connectivity and restoration — the long-term viability of biodiversity in Byron LGA
depends on the identification and establishment of a system of protected wildlife
corridors and ‘stepping stones’, that link existing habitat areas. This will involve
establishing corridors over extant areas of vegetation and undertaking the




restoration and enhancement of degraded fands and habitats in defined corridor
areas, extant habitats and in local habitat links;

Based upon the evidence presented to the Commission of inquiry for North Ocean
Shores, Commissioner Cleland (1997} found that:
“... corridors can be considered important as it can be clearly drawn from the
evidence that wildlife species live and move along corridors. Moreover, it is
- reasonable to conclude that as fragmentation of natural areas continues the
remaining natural areas will become increasingly more important to maintain
wildlife movements and ecological processes.”

“Of significant relevance in balancing wildlife corridor values and other fand use
consideration are the precautionary principle and the conservation of biological
diversity. These principles reinforce the importance at this point in time of
protecting the existing and potential wildlife corridor values in the Jones Road
area.

“ ... the conservation of biological diversity necessitates the maintenance of
wildlife corridors to promote genetic exchange between populations of nafive
species and to enhance species survival in the fong term.”

The National Parks and Wildlife Service (2000) note:
The identification and protection of regional habitat corndors along altitudinal and
other geographical gradients is particularly important in regional conservation
planning. This relates importantly to the maintenance of ecological processes
acting along these gradients (e.q. east-west and north-south gradients utilised by
dispersing and migrafing fauna). Aside from the intrinsic requirement to protect
these natural ecological gradients, the realisation of global warming impacts wilf
reinforce the requirement for the protection, and enhancement, of all regional
corridors.

The National Parks and Wildlife Service (2000) also note:

The basic tenets of landscape ecology require that reserves and key habitats on afl
tenures be linked into protected area networks. Habitat corridors, on public and
private tenures, provide the mechanism fo do this.

Benneft (1990) has reviewed the role of habitat corridors in wildfife management
and conservation; the ecological functions of habitat corridors can be summarised

as:

1 ) fo provide habitat for resident populations of flora and fauna in their own right
and as stock for re-colonisation of refuge areas that suffer catastrophe (e.g.
wildfire, disease); .

2) to create a continuous gene pool between larger refuge areas, alfowing
gradual gene flow and reducing or preventing the isolation of species
populations or ecosystems;

3) to provide increased foraging area and dfspersal routes for w.rde-rangmg faunal
species; and

4) to provide alternative refuge from Iarge disturbances (e.g. wildfire).




| The North Coast Regional Environmehtal Plan clause 28 Objectives states in part:

The objectives of this plan in relation to the natural environment are:
{a) to protect areas of natural vegetation and wildlife from destruction and
to provide corridors between significant areas,

The Byron Flora and Fauna Study (BSC 1999) notes:
“To ameliorate the effects of severance of habital connections and fragmentation
of vegetation patches, steps must be taken to protect, enhance or recreate .
important corridors and to coalesce small vegetation patches into larger blocks”.

One of the principal ob}ec'tive's of the Biodiversity Conservation Strategy (BSC 2004) is
to:
Identify High Conservation Value vegetation and habitats and Wildlife Corridors
(including the ecosystems, habitats, species and genofypes they contain) that
require protection, ecological restoration and/or threat abatement;

The Biodiversity Conservation Strategy identifies key principles “to guide the

development and implementation of the Biodiversity Conservation Strategy” which “must

be considered when assessing land use proposals and Council activities”, in¢luding:
Connectivity and restoration — the long-term viabifity of biodiversity in Byron
Shire depends on the identification and establishment of a system of profected
wildlife corridors and ‘stepping stones’, that link existing habitat areas. This
requires establishing corridors over extant areas of vegetation and undertaking
the restoration and enhancement of degraded lands and habitats in defined
carridor areas, extant habitats and in local habitat links

Key actions of the Byron Biodiversity Conservatlon Strategy include;

* Encourage the revegetation of secondary wildlife corridors and the rehabilitation
of vegetated wildlife corridors. _

e To draft new Shire-wide planning control provisions for HCV vegetation and
habitats, and ‘secondary wildlife corridors’ in accordance with decision making
criteria outfined in section 4.1.3 .

* To review Councils DCP (or similar planning controls) for exempt and complying
development to ensure the appropriateness of any forms of development in
‘secondary wildlife corridors’ and HCV vegetation and habitats

» TJo introduce new Shire-wide planning controls for buffers

Regarding Planning Controls, the Byron Biodiversity Conservation Strategy identifies .
changes “required to lmprove the management and protection of biodiversity values and
associated natural resources”, including:

» Introduction of new planning controls that protect areas identified as

"~ supporting High Conservation Value vegetation and habitats (that are not
currently zoned for environmental protection) or as wildlife corridors
(vegetated and non-vegetated);

» Draft new definitions to better describe biodiversity related matters including
but not limited fo; uses for active management, wildlife corridors, High
Conservation Value vegetation and habitats, buffers to HCV habitats,
sustainable agriculture, ecological restoration activities and minimal
disturbance; » :




e Al identified wildlife corridors are to be afforded environmental protectfon
zoning and where possible enhanced;

» Clearing, draining, filling or destruction of High Conservation Value vegetation
or habitats, vegetatéd wildlife corridors and threatened spec:es habitat will be
conlrolled unless there are no other alfernatives;

»  Development of effective planning controls shall maintain, protect and
enhance corridor values in order to facilitate the movement and d.rspersal of
species across the Iandscape -

Spec;facally regarding the cleared parts of Wildlife Corridors, the Biodiversity

Conservation Strategy states: 7
In developing planning controls for ‘secondary wildlife corridors’ Council must have
regard to the following.

s The need fto review Councils DCP (or similar planning control) for exempt and
complying development fo ensure the appropriateness of any forms of
development in ‘secondary wildlife corridors’;

» All identified wildlife corridors are fo be afforded environmental protectron
zoning and where possible enhanced;

e Clearing, draining, filling or destruction of High Conservation Value vegetation
or habitats, vegetated wildlife corridors and threatened species habitat will not
be permitted unless there are no other alternatives; -

» Development of effective planning controls shall promote and allow for

- . environmental repair and enhancement and active management;

» Development of effective planning controls shall maintain, protect and
enhance corridor values in order to facilitate the movement and dispersaf of
species across the landscape;

» Development of effective planning controls that control development that will
impact on potential corridor values;

o To ensure that any development that occurs in a ‘secondary wildlife corridor’
will be required fo undertake environmental repair and enhancement actions
as part of that development (similar fo that in the Byron Rural Settlement
Strategy with 900 trees per dwelling).

While bastardized planning processes is a hallmark of this Government and the
Department of Planning seems to have lost any understanding of good planning,
it should give due consideration to existing planning guidelines. In this case, if it
does, it can come to no other conclusion other than that the Proposed Cultural
Events Site is not appropriate for the most important coast to hinterland corridor
left north of the Richmond River in north-east NSW.
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FLAT 2/1 MINYON ST BRUNSWICTK HEADS 2483
11TH NOVEMBER 2010

DEAR SIR

0 I g%gH TO LODGE MY SUBMISSION AGAINST THE DA FOR CULTURAL EVENTS SITE YELGUN
9-0

I DO NOT AGREE WITH THE SITE CHOSEN FOR THIS DA.

I AM SURE THAT BY NOW YOU HAVE READ ALL THE SUBMISSIONS SUPPORTING AND THOSE
AGAINST THIS DA.

T THOUGHT TO INCLUDE FOR YOU SOME LETTERS SENT TG OUR LOCAL BYRON SHIRE NEWSPAPERS
AS SUMMARY MAY HELP YOUR DECISION.

I WOULD LIKE TO SUGGEST THAT SPLENDOUR BE ENCOURAGED TO FIND A SITE CLOSER TO
BYRON BAY. THERE ARE 2 ALTERNATIVES.THE BLUES FESTIVAL SITE AT TYAGARAH

AND IN THE NEAR FUTURE THE NEW SPORTS AND RECREATIONS GROUNDS JUST ALONG FROM
WHERE SPLENDQUR USED TO BE AT BELONGIL FIELDS.JUST ON THE EDGE OF BYRON BAY

TO CHOOSE YELGUN AS A SITE IS TO CHOOSE A SITE SOME Z0KLS AWAY FROM BYRON BAY AND
THE YOUNG PEOPLE WHO MAINLY MAKE UP SPLENDOURS'S AUDIENCE

WOULD PREFER TO BE ABLE TO WALK INTO BYRON BAY AS THEY ALWAYS HAVE IN THE PAST.

I DO HOPE YQU ENJOY READING THESE LETTERS

YOURS SINCERELY ciézruqxi Eg?ﬁbbpi/{’XL.

LYNNE CLARKE RETIRED SECONDARY SCHOOLTEACHER

Page 1




Matthew Lambourne

PO Box 536
Mullumbimby NsSwW 2482

; . . ph.(02)66845152
b 19 November 2010

Department of Planning é
GPO Box 39 ; : : ‘
sydney NsSW 2001 ; ! ‘ . 0

Submission: Culturhl Events Site, Yelgun
Application No 09-0028

(o]
e
o

I object !to: the proposal because the topography and soils
of the Yelgun propetrty and the rainfall and flooding regime which
affect it make it uhsuitable and unsafe for the proposed cultural
events site. 5 C _ o o ‘

I further object to the proposal because of the likely _
adverse impacts on the adjacent Billinudgel Nature Reserve and the

 recognised wildlife|corridor of which the prdperty is part, the

obvious difficulties in safely managing traffic access to and from

_the property, and the adverse social impacts on this peaceful. .

( jrural locality. ; = ; ' K
' T have been a resident of Byron Shire for more than 30 years,
and for most of that time have had friends in Jones Road who I have
‘visited frequentlly. I am therefbre very familiar with both the
general area and| the property proposed to be used for the

cultural events site. ,

. Through my !involvement in the protection of what is now

the Billinudgel Nature Reserve I have studied flooding issues in the
area for more thjan 20 years, ani was a community representative on
Byron BHire Counicil'e Marchallsi Creek Floodplain Managemant '
Committee for 12 ydars. :

I was allgoia community representative on the sub-committee
which oversaw the 2009-2010 Tweed-Byron Coastal Creeks Flood Study,
and am a community irepresentative on Byron Shire Council's current
Floodplain Risk Madagement Project Reference Group for Marshalls
Creek. ; : '

e ‘The follpwing obsexvations are based on my personal know-
(" Vledge of the Yelgun area and the particular property which is the
""" " subject ‘of the application, and my knowledge of flooding behaviour
in the Yelgun catchment, which is part of the larger Marshalls
Creek catchment, and the Crabbes Creek/Mocball catchment which
~connects with the Marshalls Creek catchment through the coastal

‘wetlandd to the past of Jones Rbad.

The property proposed to be used for a permanent cultural
~events site conslists of elevatefl land, mostly a steep ridge along
Jones Road and less steep land in the north-west of the site, and
extensive areas of flat or nearily flat floodplain in the south -
and north-east. : : '

‘The southern fioodpiain5area is proposed to be used for
access to the gite from Tweed Valley Way and as a car park. Ground
levels range from 2m to about 3.5mAHD, and the 100 year ARI flood
level according [toja number of sources is around 3.8 to AmAHD,
giving f£lood depths of up to 2m for a 100 year ARI event.

3
i
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