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Clause 228 Factors 
In addition to the requirements of the Is an EIS required? guideline as detailed in the REF, the following 
factors, listed in clause 228(2) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Regulation 2000, have also 
been considered to assess the likely impacts of the proposal on the natural and built environment. 

Clause 228 Factor Impact Duration 

a. Any environmental impact on a community?  

Construction works may result in minor short-term negative impacts on a community. 

This may include minor disruption to traffic, impacts on local air quality, and excessive 

noise and vibration.  Mitigation measures set out in Section 6 would minimise these 

temporary impacts.  

 

Minor negative 

 

 

Short-term 

During operation the proposal would improve the efficiency of traffic flow.  Positive Long-term 

Impact from traffic noise may increase over the long term. Negative Long-term 

b. Any transformation of a locality? 

The proposal would not transform the locality.  

 

No 

 

- 

c. Any environmental impact on the ecosystems of the locality? 

There would be some removal of native vegetation, including threatened Melaleuca 

Biconvexa. The impact of the removal has been assessed as not significant, and would 

be reduced by measures such as replanting in landscaped areas using local seed.  

 

Minor negative 

 

Long-term 

There would be no impact to EECs in the study area.  No - 

Disturbance to Cut Rock Creek from construction activities would be minor and short-

term. Weed removal and landscaping along Cut Rock Creek would positively impact the 

riparian corridor in the long term. 

Minor positive Long-term 

d. Any reduction of the aesthetic, recreational, scientific or other environmental quality or 

value of a locality? 

Construction works may result in minor short-term negative aesthetic impacts for road 

users and the local community.  

 

 

Minor negative 

 

 

Short-term 

The proposal is located in an area that is already highly modified and extensively cleared. 

Landscaping and urban design would positively impact the area in the long term. 

Minor positive Long-term 

e.  Any effect on a locality, place or building having aesthetic, anthropological, 

archaeological, architectural, cultural, historical, scientific or social significance or other 

special value for present or future generations? 

No impact to Aboriginal archaeology is anticipated.  

There would be no impact to the Ourimbah Thai building or Lisarow Cemetery.  

No  

 

 

- 

f. Any impact on the habitat of any protected fauna (within the meaning of the National 

Parks and Wildlife Act 1974)?  

The proposal area contains limited habitat for protected fauna. Assessments of 

significance concluded that no threatened fauna species are likely to directly or indirectly 

impacted by the proposal.  

No  

g. Any endangering of any species of animal, plant or other form of life, whether living on 

land, in water or in the air?  

There would be some removal of native vegetation, including threatened Melaleuca 

Biconvexa. The impact of the removal has been assessed as not significant, and would 

be reduced by measures such as replanting in landscaped areas using local seed.  

No  



 

 
 
 
 

Clause 228 Factor Impact Duration 

No species would be endangered by the proposal.  

h. Any long-term effects on the environment? 

The proposal would lead to long-term improvements to road safety for road users, 

including cyclists and pedestrians. It would also lead to long-term ecological 

improvements due to weed removal and landscaping. Improved drainage and treatment 

would lead to long-term improvements in water quality, while urban design initiatives 

would improve the visual amenity of the area.  

Other long-term effects would be the acquisition and removal of some private properties, 

and increased traffic noise resulting from increased traffic volumes over time. Safeguards 

and management measures are proposed to minimise these negative effects. 

 

Positive 

 

 

 

Negative 

 

Long term 

 

 

 

Long-term 

i. Any degradation of the quality of the environment? 

There is potential for short-term degradation during construction, including erosion, 

sedimentation, and air and noise pollution, from construction equipment as it proceeds 

along the route. Safeguards and management measures would ensure that these 

impacts are minimised throughout the construction period.  

Negative Short-term 

j. Any risk to the safety of the environment? 

The proposal would not affect the safety of the environment. Environmental Management 

Plans and Occupational Health and Safety plans would be implemented to minimise any 

safety risk. 

No  

k. Any reduction in the range of beneficial uses of the environment? 

The proposal would not reduce the range of beneficial uses of the environment.  

No  

l. Any pollution of the environment? 

The proposal would not result in pollution of the environment provided the measures 

described in Section 6 are properly implemented.  

No  

m. Any environmental problems associated with the disposal of waste? 

Waste generated during construction of the proposal would be reused and recycled 

where possible, and disposed of in an appropriate manner where recycling is not 

possible. It is unlikely that there would be any environmental problems associated with 

the disposal of waste. 

No  

n. Any increased demands on resources, natural or otherwise which are, or are likely to 

become in short supply? 

There would be no increased demand on resources, natural or otherwise, which are or 

are likely to become in short supply as a result of the proposal.  

Alternate sources of water would be sought by the construction contractor closer to the 

construction stage.  

No  

o. Any cumulative environmental effect with other existing or likely future activities? 

Cumulative impacts of the Upgrade as a whole are discussed in Section 6.4.   

 

Negative 

Positive 

 

Short-term 

Long -term 

p. any impact on coastal processes and coastal hazards, including those under projected 

climate change conditions. 

The proposal is not near and would not impact on any coastal processes or hazards.  

No  

 



 

 
 
 

 

NES Matters 
Under the environmental assessment provisions of the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 1999, the following matters of national environmental significance and impacts on 
Commonwealth land are required to be considered to assist in determining whether the proposal should be 
referred to the Australian Government Department of Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and 
Communities. 

Matter of NES  Impact  

World Heritage Areas  There are no World Heritage Areas near the study area, and consequently there would be 

no direct or indirect impacts on World Heritage Areas from the proposal.  

National Heritage Places  There are no National Heritage Places near the study area, and consequently there would 

be no direct or indirect impacts on National Heritage Places from the proposal. 

Ramsar wetlands  There are no Ramsar wetlands near the study area, and consequently there would be no 

direct or indirect impacts on Ramsar wetlands from the proposal. 

Nationally threatened species 

and ecological communities  

The threatened species Biconvex Paperbark (Melaleuca biconvexa) was detected within 

the study area during field investigations. Habitat of another vulnerable species, the Grey-

headed Flying-fox (Pteropus poliocephalus) was present near Lisarow Cemetery, and it is 

likely that the Grey-headed Flying-fox may occur in the study area from time to time during 

its lifecycle. 

The impact of the proposal on these two threatened species was assessed against 

relevant ‘significant impact criteria’ to determine whether impacts are likely to be 

significant. 

The assessment concludes that further assessment is not required for the proposal for 

both Biconvex Paperbark and Grey-headed Flying-fox.  

There are no listed threatened ecological communities in or near the study area. 

International migratory 

species  

A habitat analysis was undertaken for 10 species of non-threatened Commonwealth listed 

migratory fauna. The analysis revealed that in most instances habitat components required 

by the species were absent or where present, not of suitable condition or structural 

complexity to support protected species.  

The proposal is not likely to substantially modify destroy or isolate an area of important 

habitat for a migratory species, or result in an invasive species that is harmful to the 

migratory species becoming established or seriously disrupt the lifecycle of an ecologically 

significant proportion of the population of a migratory species. 

Nuclear actions  The proposal is not a nuclear action.  

Commonwealth marine areas 

or lands  

There are no Commonwealth marine areas or lands in or near the study area, and 

consequently there would be no direct or indirect impacts from the proposal. 




