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Infrastructure SEPP 
Certain development types  

Development type Description  Yes/No If ‘yes’ consult 
with 

ISEPP 
clause 

Car Park  Does the project include 
a car park intended for 
the use by commuters 
using regular bus 
services?  

No  ISEPP cl. 
95A 

Bus Depots Does the project propose 
a bus depot?  

No  ISEPP cl. 
95A 

Permanent road 
maintenance depot 
and associated 
infrastructure  

Does the project propose 
a permanent road 
maintenance depot or 
associated infrastructure 
such as garages, sheds, 
tool houses, storage 
yards, training facilities 
and workers’ amenities?  

No  ISEPP cl. 
95A 

Development within the Coastal Zone  

Issue Description  Yes/No/
NA 

If ‘yes’ consult 
with 

ISEPP 
clause 

Development with 
impacts on certain 
land within the coastal 
zone  

Is the proposal within a 
coastal vulnerability area 
and is inconsistent with a 
certified coastal 
management program 
applying to that land?  

No  ISEPP cl. 
15A 

Note: See interactive map here: https://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/policy-and-legislation/coastal-
management. Note the coastal vulnerability area has not yet been mapped.  
Note: a certified coastal zone management plan is taken to be a certified coastal management 
program 

Council related infrastructure or services 

Issue Potential impact Yes/No If ‘yes’ consult 
with 

ISEPP 
clause 

Stormwater Is the work likely to have a 
substantial impact on the 
stormwater management 
services which are provided by 
council?  

Yes City of Newcastle ISEPP 

cl.13(1)(a) 

Traffic Is the work likely to generate 
traffic to an extent that will strain 
the capacity of the existing road 
system in a local government 
area? 

No  ISEPP 

cl.13(1)(b) 

Sewerage 
system 

Will the work involve connection 
to a council owned sewerage 

No  ISEPP 

https://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/policy-and-legislation/coastal-management
https://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/policy-and-legislation/coastal-management
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Issue Potential impact Yes/No If ‘yes’ consult 
with 

ISEPP 
clause 

system? If so, will this 
connection have a substantial 
impact on the capacity of any 
part of the system? 

cl.13(1)(c) 

Water usage Would the work involve 
connection to a council owned 
water supply system? If so, 
would this require the use of a 
substantial volume of water? 

No  ISEPP 

cl.13(1)(d) 

Temporary 
structures 

Would the work involve the 
installation of a temporary 
structure on, or the enclosing of, 
a public place which is under 
local council management or 
control? If so, would this cause 
more than a minor or 
inconsequential disruption to 
pedestrian or vehicular flow? 

Yes City of Newcastle ISEPP 

cl.13(1)(e) 

Road & 
footpath 
excavation 

Would the work involve more 
than minor or inconsequential 
excavation of a road or adjacent 
footpath for which council is the 
roads authority and responsible 
for maintenance? 

Yes City of Newcastle ISEPP 

cl.13(1)(f) 

Local heritage items 

Issue Potential impact Yes/No If ‘yes’ consult 
with 

ISEPP 
clause 

Local heritage Is there is a local heritage 
item (that is not also a 
State heritage item) or a 
heritage conservation area 
in the study area for the 
work? If yes, does a 
heritage assessment 
indicate that the potential 
impacts to the heritage 
significance of the 
item/area are more than 
minor or inconsequential? 

Yes City of Newcastle ISEPP 

cl.14 

Flood liable land 

Issue Potential impact Yes/No If ‘yes’ consult 
with 

ISEPP 
clause 

Flood liable land Is the work located on flood 
liable land? If so, would the 
work change flood patterns 
to more than a minor 
extent? 

Yes City of Newcastle ISEPP 

cl.15  
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Issue Potential impact Yes/No If ‘yes’ consult 
with 

ISEPP 
clause 

Flood liable land Is the work located on flood 
liable land? (to any extent). 
If so, does the work 
comprise more than minor 
alterations or additions to, 
or the demolition of, a 
building, emergency work 
or routine maintenance 

Yes State Emergency 
Services 

ISEPP 

cl.15AA 

Note: Flood liable land means land that is susceptible to flooding by the probable maximum flood 
event, identified in accordance with the principles set out in the manual entitled Floodplain 
Development Manual: the management of flood liable land published by the New South Wales 
Government. 
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Public authorities other than councils 
Issue Potential impact Yes/No If ‘yes’ consult 

with 
ISEPP 
clause 

National parks 
and reserves 

Is the work adjacent to a 
national park or nature 
reserve, or other area 
reserved under the 
National Parks and Wildlife 
Act 1974, or on land 
acquired under that Act? 

Yes Environment, 
Energy and 
Science, DPIE 

ISEPP 

cl.16(2)(a) 

National parks 
and reserves 

Is the work on land in Zone 
E1 National Parks and 
Nature Reserves or in a 
land use zone equivalent to 
that zone? 

Yes Environment, 
Energy and 
Science, DPIE 

ISEPP 

cl. 16(2)(b) 

Aquatic reserves Is the work adjacent to an 
aquatic reserve or a marine 
park declared under the 
Marine Estate Management 
Act 2014? 

No  ISEPP 

cl.16(2)(c) 

Sydney Harbour 
foreshore 

Is the work in the Sydney 
Harbour Foreshore Area as 
defined by the Place 
Management NSW Act 
1998? 

No  ISEPP 

cl.16(2)(d) 

Bush fire prone 
land 

Is the work for the purpose 
of residential development, 
an educational 
establishment, a health 
services facility, a 
correctional centre or group 
home in bush fire prone 
land?  

No   ISEPP 

cl.16(2)(f) 

Artificial light Would the work increase 
the amount of artificial light 
in the night sky and that is 
on land within the dark sky 
region as identified on the 
dark sky region map? 
(Note: the dark sky region 
is within 200 kilometres of 
the Siding Spring 
Observatory). 

No  ISEPP 

cl.16(2)(g) 

Defence 
communications 
buffer land 

Is the work on buffer land 
around the defence 
communications facility 
near Morundah? (Note: 
refer to Defence 
Communications Facility 
Buffer Map referred to in 
clause 5.15 of Lockhardt 
LEP 2012, Narrandera LEP 
2013 and Urana LEP 2011. 

No  ISEPP 

cl. 16(2)(h) 
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Issue Potential impact Yes/No If ‘yes’ consult 
with 

ISEPP 
clause 

Mine subsidence 
land 

Is the work on land in a 
mine subsidence district 
within the meaning of the 
Mine Subsidence 
Compensation Act 1961? 

No  ISEPP 

cl. 16(2)(i) 
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Coastal Management SEPP 
Clause 11 factors – proximity to Coastal Wetlands areas 

Clause factor Consideration 

Clause 11(1) – land in proximity to Coastal Wetlands 
(a) the biophysical, hydrological or 
ecological integrity of the adjacent 
coastal wetland or littoral rainforest 

Modifications to the existing drainage infrastructure and increases 
in the area of road pavement may impact stormwater discharges 
causing some minor increases in rates, volumes, and velocity into 
the existing receiving environments. These changes may result in 
some impacts to local receiving waterway processes and health, 
immediately downstream of proposal discharge locations from 
storm events during construction and operation of the proposal. 
Impacts potentially include increased erosion and water turbidity, 
geomorphological impacts including reduced bank stability and 
minor increases to the duration and depth of inundation for 
overbank events to areas downstream of stormwater discharge 
locations being upgraded by the proposal. The proposal design 
includes appropriate mitigations including scour protection in the 
form of rock transition aprons at all culvert outlets upgraded as 
part of the proposal to manage impacts. 

(b) the quantity and quality of 
surface and ground water flows to 
and from the adjacent coastal 
wetland or littoral rainforest 

A key risk of the REF area is the potential impacts to important 
Coastal Wetlands classified under the CM SEPP 2018, and 
wetland nature reserves which are DPIE managed conservation 
estate, including, Hexham Swamp Nature Reserve (Hunter 
Wetlands National Park estate), Kooragang Nature Reserve (part 
of the Ramsar listed Hunter Estuary Wetlands and Hunter 
Wetlands National Park estate) and Shortland Wetlands which 
includes Hunter Wetland Centre Australia (also part of the 
Ramsar listed Hunter Estuary Wetlands). 
The REF area would not impact on the quantity or quality of 
surface and groundwater flows with the implementation of the 
mitigation measures outlined in Section 7.2. The proposal is 
expected to directly impact three Coastal Wetland areas which 
define the EIS area. These impacts are considered further in the 
EIS. 

 

Clause 13 factors – coastal environment areas 

Clause factor Consideration 

Clause 13(1) – coastal environment area 
(a) the integrity and resilience of the 
biophysical, hydrological (surface 
and groundwater) and ecological 
environment 

Modifications to the existing drainage infrastructure and increases 
in the area of road pavement may impact stormwater discharges 
causing some minor increases in rates, volumes and velocity into 
the existing receiving environments. These changes may result in 
some impacts to local receiving waterway processes and health, 
immediately downstream of proposal discharge locations from 
storm events during construction and operation of the proposal. 
Impacts potentially include increased erosion and water turbidity, 
geomorphological impacts including reduced bank stability and 
minor increases to the duration and depth of inundation for 
overbank events to areas downstream of stormwater discharge 
locations being upgraded by the proposal. The proposal design 
includes appropriate mitigations including scour protection in the 
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Clause factor Consideration 

form of rock transition aprons at all culvert outlets upgraded as 
part of the proposal to manage impacts. 

(b) coastal environmental values 
and natural coastal processes 

Construction activities such as in-stream works would have the 
potential to impact on coastal processes. In-stream works can 
have an impact on hydrodynamic processes which result in 
morphologic changes in the river, either temporary or longer term. 
The magnitude of the impacts is dependent on the scale and 
nature of the works and the prevailing geomorphic processes at 
that location. While no works are proposed within the main 
channel system of the Hunter Estuary, works would be required 
in Ironbark Creek to facilitate the construction of the new bridges 
and demolition of the existing bridge. 

(c) the water quality of the marine 
estate (within the meaning of the 
Marine Estate Management Act 
2014), in particular, the cumulative 
impacts of the proposed 
development on any of the sensitive 
coastal lakes identified in Schedule 
1 

The REF area would not impact on the water quality of any 
coastal lakes. 

(d) marine vegetation, native 
vegetation and fauna and their 
habitats, undeveloped headlands 
and rock platforms 

The REF area would require the removal of about 3.82 hectares 
of native vegetation listed under the EPBC Act and BC Act. 
These include the following PCTs: 
• Around 1.53 hectares in the REF area of Swamp Oak swamp 

forest fringing estuaries, Sydney Basin Bioregion and South 
East Corner Bioregion (PCT 1234) 

• Around 1.06 hectares in the REF area of Phragmites 
australis and Typha orientalis coastal freshwater wetlands of 
the Sydney Basin Bioregion (PCT 1071) 

• Around 0.72 hectares in the REF area of Grey Mangrove low 
closed forest (PCT 1747) 

• Around 0.51 hectares in the REF area of Saltmarsh Estuarine 
Complex (PCT 1746). 

Fauna injury or death has the greatest potential to occur during 
the removal and relocation of the Southern Myotis (Myotis 
macropus) (vulnerable BC Act) found roosting within Ironbark 
Creek Bridge, and during construction when vegetation clearing 
would occur, and the extent of this impact would be proportionate 
to the extent of vegetation that is cleared. 
Assessments of Significance have been conducted for threatened 
species that have been positively identified within the study area 
or that are considered to have a moderate or high likelihood of 
occurring in the study area due to the presence of suitable 
habitat. The conclusion of the assessment indicates that a 
significant impact is considered unlikely on any threatened 
species or TECs listed under the BC Act. 
In accordance with Transports Biodiversity Offset Policy (Roads 
and Maritime Services, 2016) offsets in the REF area will not be 
required for TECs listed under the BC Act as the clearing totals 
for the REF area of the proposal are minor and generally do not 
reach the thresholds requiring offsets. However, offsets in the 
REF area will be required in accordance with the DPI ‘no net loss’ 
habitat policy for two PCTs that are identified as saline wetland 
formations which are comprised of saltmarsh and grey mangrove. 
These areas are also identified as areas of key fish habitat under 
the FM Act. Further to this, the loss of breeding/roosting habitat 
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Clause factor Consideration 

for the Southern Myotis habitat in the REF area would require 
compensatory habitat measures. 

(e) existing public open space and 
safe access to and along the 
foreshore, beach, headland or rock 
platform for members of the public, 
including persons with a disability 

The REF area would not result in a permanent impact on existing 
public open space. The REF area would not result in any impacts 
to safe access to and along the foreshore, beach, headland, or 
rock platform for members of the public, including persons with a 
disability. 

(f) Aboriginal cultural heritage, 
practices and places 

The REF area would not impact on any known AHIMS sites or 
Aboriginal objects.  
The proposal will impact on Aboriginal cultural values including 
the Burraghihnbihng Wetlands, Hunter River and estuary islands, 
and Water Spirit (Bunyip or Wau-wai, Yaa-hoo or Wowee 
Wowee). 

(g) the use of the surf zone The REF area would not impact on the use of the surf zone. 

 

Clause 14 factors – coastal use areas 

Clause factor Consideration 

Clause 14(1) (a) – coastal use area 
(i) existing, safe access to and along 
the foreshore, beach, headland or 
rock platform for members of the 
public, including persons with a 
disability 

The REF area would not impact on existing, safe access to and 
along the foreshore, beach, headland, or rock platform for 
members of the public including persons with a disability. 

(ii) overshadowing, wind funnelling 
and the loss of views from public 
places to foreshores 

The REF area would include the construction of a new bridge 
over Ironbark Creek which would result in some minor 
overshadowing and would change the visual environment for the 
public from some locations.  

(iii) the visual amenity and scenic 
qualities of the coast, including 
coastal headland 

Visual impacts during construction of the REF area would be 
experienced due to vegetation clearance and the introduction of 
construction areas, construction plant and equipment. Impacts on 
landscape character and visual amenity would be present 
throughout construction, but would be temporary in nature. 
Moderate to high visual impacts are expected near Ironbark 
Creek associated with the removal of the existing bridge, 
vegetation and the construction of a wider and taller bridge 
structure.  

(iv) Aboriginal cultural heritage, 
practices and places 

The REF area would not impact on any known AHIMS sites or 
Aboriginal objects.  
The proposal will impact on Aboriginal cultural values including 
the Burraghihnbihng Wetlands, Hunter River and estuary islands, 
and Water Spirit (Bunyip or Wau-wai, Yaa-hoo or Wowee 
Wowee). 

(v) cultural and built environment 
heritage 

The REF area would not impact on cultural and build environment 
heritage. 

 
  




