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DISCUSSION NOTES AND FEEDBACK FROM THE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION 
WORKSHOP ABOUT WIANAMATTA REGIONAL PARK                Final version 30/4/2014 
Workshop held at the Werrington Downs Neighbourhood Centre 
 
Workshop Session 1, Tuesday 28 th January 2014  
 
Questions after the presentation from National Parks and Wildlife Service: 
Macrofauna Management Plan and emu biology  
 
We’ve been hearing shooting night after night. You’re shooting kangaroos. 
 
No, we’re not and have not been. Please report any incidence of shooting to the Police. 
 
Why didn’t NPWS say no to the road from the western to the eastern precinct? It’s a 
real problem for fauna. 
 
Agree. It was a whole of Government decision – we didn’t really have a choice. We have 
been in discussion with the developers about putting in wildlife crossings, below or above the 
road to help compensate.  
 
The perimeter fence needs to be fixed so the animals don’t get out.  
 
Yes, we repeatedly fix this. We’ve also upgraded the fence but people still remove whole 
panels to allow vehicles in as well as cutting holes in it. Our section of perimeter fence 
currently doesn’t have macrofauna in it as it is poor habitat. Note that this is a captive fauna 
population and therefore the owners of the land are liable if an animal escapes and causes 
an accident. 

 
Will the former Air Services site (Shane’s Park) become part of the regional park? 
 
The State and Federal Governments are currently in discussions about the Shane’s Park 
land. There is general agreement that it will be handed over to NPWS to manage.  
 
We put in a submission 8 years ago warning about edge effects and it was pooh-
poohed. We are now seeing some of these. Have you prosecuted anyone for 
damaging the fence? 
 
I will have to check and provide you with details next week.  
 
Requested for next week’s session: information about prosecutions for fence damage 
 
Issues that are happening now should have been picked up years ago. There are wild 
emus in Sydney and the Blue Mountains. You said the emu population was OK 12 
months ago – what’s changed? 
 
We want to have a sustainable population on the site. We need to find out what a 
‘sustainable’ population is and will be seeking independent advice on this.  
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This is part of the north west partnership. The best habitats for emus have gone. Why 
would you build in prime habitat? 
 
Agree there has been habitat loss. Ropes Creek and Jordan Springs were preferred habitats 
in the past. This is a real issue. However, we are not building in prime habitat. Recreational 
facilities in the park will be confined to already cleared areas and existing buildings.  
 
We get lots of dead roos on the road. Why is this area off the radar? Where is our 
Park? And why does the North Shore get the good stuff like Ku-ring-gai Chase 
National Park and we just get a Regional Park?  
 
The next presentation [on the St Mary’s Agreement] should answer your question about the 
Regional Park designation. 
 
There are so many more holes cut in the fence now than when it was a munitions 
depot. How did they patrol it when it was a munitions depot? Why isn’t there more 
patrol now? 
 
There was possibly a higher level of patrol but there was also likely to have been a higher 
community level of fear of accessing a munitions depot. We will check on how much patrol is 
being done. 
 
There used to be patrols 2 to 3 times a day and now I barely see anyone. 
 
Requested for next week’s session: scheduled patrolling around the fences  
 
If you had experts for the Macrofauna Management Plan, why didn’t they figure out 
that planting was required to provide food for the emus? You could still start planting 
now. 
 
How long did it take for the roo population to come down from 4000 to 800? 
 
About a decade. It appears also that the roos are living much longer now due to less 
population pressure on habitat. 
 
Were 600-800 roos taken off the property? 
 
No. We understand there are still some Red Kangaroos on the property.  
 
You killed 600 red kangaroos by shooting them.  
 
No we didn’t. 
 
Some people are saying the roos were shot which explains the dramatic reduction in 
their numbers.  
 
I have video footage of kangaroos with their heads smashed in, crowding around a 
fence to get out because they’re locked in. 
 
We would need to see this footage. Can you provide it? 
 
Yes 
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Questions after the presentation from NSW Department of Planning and 
Infrastructure: The St Marys Development Agreement  
 
Why is it taking so long?  
 
The Deed of Agreement provided for housing, roads, others sites such as a school, as well 
as the Regional Park.  
 
Department of Planning is talking to Lend Lease about accelerating the process to transfer 
the land for the Regional Park, and Lend Lease appears to be cooperative.  
 
Is the Wianamatta Nature Reserve part of the future Regional Park? 
 
No. It is a separate reserve and we are currently rehabilitating sections of it.  
 
What is the difference between a nature reserve, national park and regional park? 
 
There are different categories of protected areas to balance conservation and recreation. 
More information about the different categories is on the OEH website.  
 
What would an easement look like?  
 
It could be a survey marker for example, across a parcel of land in order to allow access 
onto that land. 
 
How did Lend Lease get the land? 
 
They bought it from the Australian Government.  
 
Lend Lease has to deal with their runoff issues in the park. There will be a lot if water 
through the Central Precinct we have a big flood. The community complained about it 
in the past, why was this issue not considered? 
 
Yes. Fair point.  
 
Why can’t the government just take the land back?  
 
It doesn’t work like that. We are trying to accelerate the process of Lend Lease transferring 
the land, but we need their agreement to do so because it involves changing a legal 
agreement between the government and landowner.  
 
It is important to note that the transfer of the land and the management of the macrofauna 
are two separate issues being discussed here.  
 
Why wasn’t the easement issue anticipated? 
 
I can’t answer that.  
 
This was former public land. Lend Lease made a massive profit but they are not 
giving much back in compensation. Much more was given for the north west sector. It 
is a rort. We should tear up the St Marys Agreement and sort out the easements later.  
 
[Applause] 
 
Why can’t you make Lend Lease hand it over now?  
 



Page 4 
 

The contract says “as soon as practicable after 2005”. There are a series of legal processes 
that need to be gone through.  
 
We have been waiting since 2001. Can we get Lend Lease out of the picture? 
 
No 
 
Why is Lend Lease still the owner of the land? 
 
Before handing it over, the land has to be “without incumbents” (ie burdens) for the future 
landowner.  
 
Department of Planning is trying to speed up the process.  
 
 
Questions after the presentation from National Parks and Wildlife Service: 
The Wianamatta Regional Park Plan of Management and Masterplan 
 
Do we have an indicative timing?  Have we got approval for the easements? 
 
This is the role of Department of Planning and Council. The process is also driven by the 
market and rate of subdivisions. NPWS’s current role involves making comments on the 
development applications to improve the process regarding the easements.  
 
Can we see a map of the easements in the Regional Park?  
 
The Appendices in the St Mary’s Development Agreement 2002 show some maps of 
easements.  
 
Requested for next week’s session: bring a map and point out where some of the easements 
are located 
 
How much Cumberland Plain vegetation is on the ADI site? 
 
Do not know the exact figure, we can find out for you. Remember that the land is still private 
property and NPWS needs permission to access it.  
 
Requested for next week’s session: amount of Cumberland Plain vegetation in ADI site 
 
Why can’t the Central Precinct be part of the Regional Park? Is this section still going 
to be developed and can Council stop this from happening? 
 
This is a matter to take up with the council. It is zoned for development.  
 
Why can’t OEH make recommendations to have Central Precinct included as part of 
the Regional Park?  
 
It doesn’t work that way. NPWS often gets the land that is not able to be developed.  
 
Why has there not been a requirement by OEH for Lend Lease to put all of the 
easements on their land (development area)? Why are we putting easements in the 
Park at all? Suitable methods are available to provide all necessary infrastructure and 
easements (including drainage) within the development footprint. This would 
substantially increase costs to the developers largely through lost site yield.  
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Impacts such as drainage don’t stop at the property boundary. Easements are common on 
national parks land and we know how to work with them. For the developments around the 
Regional Park, all bushfire prevention zones and clearing must happen within the 
development area (we need to make sure this happens at the DA approval process).  
 
Can our politicians talk to Lend Lease about amending some of the development 
plans to benefit the environment? Eg the easements, wildlife corridors.  
 
[No response]  
 
Why doesn’t the NSW government take Lend Lease to court? 
 
What we can do (and are now doing) is talking Lend Lease and looking for a win win solution 
so that Lend Lease may bring forward the transfer of the Regional Park.  
 
Can we relocate some of the emus to areas close by such as Shanes Park? 
 
Good point.  
 
Why not take us on a bus tour of the ADI site as a thank you to the people involved in 
saving the area? 
 
We will do our best to organise a bus tour of the area. We will need to discuss it with Lend 
Lease and seek permission to get access into the site.  
 
Proposed bus tour of ADI site for community members. Scheduled to take place in the near 
future after the 4th February workshop. Permission to access the site to be confirmed with 
Lend Lease. Others who are not in attendance to also be invited.  
 
What are the roads marked through the primary conservation areas of the Regional 
Park? 
 
These are vehicle access tracks to assist with management of the Park. At some sections of 
the roads, there might be tunnels or caveats underneath to assist wildlife crossing. The level 
of transport on these roads is still to be determined. This is still at the planning stage and it is 
important for the community to have input into this.  
 
Are you going to kick the emus out of the Central Precinct development area? 
 
What NPWS can do is make sure that when Lend Lease moves the emus it is done in the 
best possible way for the emus.  
 
Is this a decent sized park in comparison to other parks in Western Sydney? 
 
In the South West they got 150 hectares (old Ingleburn Army reserve), in the North West, 
120-130 hectares (Rouse Regional Park). Originally the ADI site was going to be 1500 
hectares of development area. The development area was reduced and now we will have 
900 hectares of it as the Regional Park.  
 
Highly intensive recreation is not appropriate for the ADI site which is critically 
endangered habitat (dogs permitted, horse riding etc).  
 
Parks are managed for the whole community, and need to balance many interests (picnics, 
recreation as well as conservation).  
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For the Central Precinct, 1.5million tonnes of fill will need to be brought in to raise the 
area above flood plain land. This will also be very disruptive for the surrounding 
residential areas. [Question directed to Penrith Council] Can Council stop the 
development of the Central Precinct? 
 
No, it is zoned for development.  
 
Why can’t we get an amendment to the National Parks & Wildlife Act or the 
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act to overcome the legal impediments of 
the easements, which are delaying the transferral of land for the Regional Park.  
 
We need to manage parks taking into consideration various interests and uses which need 
to balance recreational use with protection of the endangered species and habitats.  
 
The Plan says that the area will be “general fenced”. Will this mean that not all of it 
will be fenced and kangaroos and emus will be roaming through suburbia? Will there 
be fences running along the boundary of all of the development precincts? 
 
The Master Plan shows where the various areas are. The emus will be directed towards the 
alluvial areas, creek lines and there will be fencing around these areas.  
 
Some suggested questions for the discussion next week - how much difference will it 
make to the management of the emus if the site was elevated to the status of being a 
national park or nature reserve? The current state of all of the reserves in our area is 
that all of the native fauna are in decline. How much of the Regional Park area will be 
for the emus? If NPWS is serious about managing the emus, it could manage the 
Regional Park around them. It is hard to see how this is going to work.  
 
The emu numbers appear to be declining. If they lay so many eggs and half survive, 
why are the numbers declining? 
 
When the internal fences were taken down, the numbers increased. We are not sure why the 
numbers have since declined. Possible factors include emu egg stealing, periods of drought, 
old age and predation by foxes and wild dogs.  
 
NPWS is proposing to engage a university PhD student to research what is a sustainable 
population of emus to have in the Regional Park.  

 
Requested for next week’s workshop: short presentation about the role of emus in the 
Cumberland Plain ecosystem  
 
The connection (connectivity) between the Regional Park and Shanes Park is critical.  
 
Agreed.  
 
The Regional Park (shown in the Master Plan) is far too dissected to be able to protect 
the native vegetation and ecosystem.  
 
If the emus are being pushed towards a 50ha section in the central area, is Lend 
Lease going to maintain the area as emu habitat? 
 
We are not sure. The veterinary team working for Lend Lease are making the decisions on 
this.  
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Lend Lease has an ongoing program of mending the fences that are getting cut by people 
from the community. Where the emus are being been moved to, they will also have to get 
through two fences to escape.  
 
Can we get Lend Lease to expedite the process for the Regional Park? 
 
That’s the sort of thing we want to hear about and discuss at the workshop session next 
week.  
 
------------------------------------------------------ 
 
Workshop Session 2, Tuesday 4 th February 2014 
 
QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE AT SESSION 1 
Responses presented by National Parks and Wildlife Service  
 
When will the Park be transferred?  
(Response prepared as below but answered in general conversation.) 

The St Mary’s Agreement between the developer, the State government and the Federal 
Government states that transfer will be made as soon as practicable after 2005.  Under the 
terms of the contract, the date of transfer is decided by the developer, not by NPWS.  
However, NPWS is very made aware of the community’s desire to have the land transferred 
as soon as possible and has started working with the Department of Planning and 
Infrastructure and the developer to form a high level Project Control Group to facilitate the 
transferral. 
 
How are you going to manage the Emus and how many are you going to keep? 
(Response prepared as below but answered in general conversation.) 

We will be keeping a sustainable population of emus in the Park. We don’t yet know how 
many this means.  One of the main considerations for NPWS in managing this population is 
understanding what a sustainable population at the site would be, given that it is a captive 
population and the habitat available is not necessarily the optimum habitat for any news. 
NPWS is committed to researching the habitat requirements, behaviour and ecological 
interactions of the muse on the site so as to obtain a better understanding of how to manage 
them sustainability in this environment. Findings from this research will be communicated to 
the community and used to inform emu management. The welfare of the Emus will continue 
to remain of paramount importance. Note we do not manage the emus at present, as 
specified in the Plan of Management., 
 
Has NPWS prosecuted anyone the damaging the fence? 

The majority of the fence around the St Mary’s Property (future Regional Park) is the 
responsibility of Lend Lease. NPWS is responsible for the fence around the currently 
gazetted Wianamatta Regional Park.  No one has been caught damaging this fence. 
However the fence and the main gates have been strengthened in a number of places and 
made more difficult to breach. This appears to have discouraged vandalism to some degree 
(It is an ongoing program). 
 
How much patrol of the perimeter fence is being done? 

Lend Lease does daily fence patrols, and provides records of these patrols as part of their 
annual reporting.  There have been days when the fence is patrolled more than once, and 
there are undoubtedly days when the fence is not patrolled (eg. because of staff absence). 
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How much Cumberland Plain Woodland is on the ADI site?  How much Critical Habitat 
is on the site? 

There may be small areas containing elements of Cumberland Plain Woodland vegetation 
within the development areas, outside of the Regional Park. In general the boundaries of the 
Regional Park follow the boundaries of mapped Cumberland Plain vegetation within the site.  
Areas surveyed throughout the Wianamatta Regional Park site include 409.9ha Cumberland 
Plain Woodland, 200.3ha Alluvial Woodland, 55ha Shale/Gravel Transition Forest, 80.7ha 
Castlereagh Ironbark Forest, 4.8 Castlereagh Scribbly Gum Woodland and 0.9ha 
Freshwater Wetlands. Cumberland Plain Woodland and Shale-Gravel Transitional Forest 
are listed as Critically Endangered Ecological Communities in Federal legislation. Most of 
these communities are also listed at the State level as Endangered Ecological Communities, 
while other vegetation communities are listed as Vulnerable. There is no ‘Critical Habitat’ in 
Western Sydney. 
 
What about a connection between Shanes Park and WRP?  

NPWS will be working to maximise the ecological connectedness of Shanes Park and 
Wianamatta Regional Park. There is currently a main road separating the two areas of 
bushland. There is an even larger road, the Castlereagh Freeway planned to go between the 
two areas are bushland at some stage in the long-term future. However, the size and scale 
of this proposed Freeway actually provides opportunities for engineering a more effective 
ecological connection than is possible with the current road (e.g. through fauna tunnels or 
overpasses).  At present, it is possible to increase connectedness through small-scale 
actions such as arboreal mammal road crossings. 
 
What about the role of the emus in the ecosystem, specifically in the spread of seed 
and density of the shrub layer in CBW?  

There is no doubt that emus are capable of performing an important ecological function in 
seed dispersal and germination.   It is well-documented that large birds including emus often 
scarify seeds with their gastric juices during passage through the gut, and that the seeds 
then deposited in the birds droppings are then more likely to germinate.  However, the 
precise size and scale of this role is hard to determine as specific studies have not been 
done on the Cumberland Plain, where emus have generally been absent for close to 40 
years.  There are a range of other birds (such as Currawongs) and even animals that also 
eat seeds and thus perform a similar function to emus.  To date, there has been no evidence 
of ecological change or decline that can be specifically attributed to the lack of (or presence 
of) emus. 
 
With regard to the role of Emus in determining the density of the shrub layer, there is again 
currently little empirical evidence.  However, there is now very good evidence of the role of 
fire (or its absence) in determining shrub density, particularly with regard to Bursaria.  I 
suspect that the role of emus would probably be swamped by the influence of fire regimes 
over the past 50 years. In any case, the ongoing maintenance of an Emu population in the 
Regional Park provides a great opportunity to obtain data that will help answer these 
questions. 
 
What happened to the Red Kangaroos?  

The annual census data in the 2013 Macrofauna Management Report shows that there were 
41 Red Kangaroos remaining on the site in August 2013 [down from around 60 in 2012]. 
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Provide a map of proposed easements  

Some easements are already established, particularly in the west of the site, while a fair 
number are still conceptual or in the planning stages. To date, most easements have been 
for stormwater drainage.  A number of these easements have been to treat stormwater 
drainage leaving the Park, and a number of the proposed easements are to provide 
stormwater treatment and protection leading into the Park.  Currently, we are looking at the 
possibility of partly or wholly replacing one of the proposed large stormwater detention 
basins surrounded by Regional Park with a number of smaller treatment structures at the 
margin of the Park.  NPWS Area Manager Sanders pointed to a map showing the general 
location of existing easements. 
 
Is native fauna in decline in Western Sydney?  

The native fauna of Western Sydney has certainly gone through a major decline in the past 
200-plus years. A number of species disappeared soon after European settlement, and as 
with most of Australia, many of the small “critical size” marsupials disappeared around the 
end of the 19th century.  Eastern Quolls disappeared in the 1950s and 60s, and Koalas and 
Platypus also became much less common around this time, while Bandicoots have been a 
slightly more recent decline.  These declines have been associated with ecological change 
due to changes in fire regimes, predation from introduced predators such as foxes and cats, 
grazing competition with introduced herbivores (both domestic and feral), and structural and 
floristic changes to vegetation and habitat. Of particular importance have been the loss of 
large old trees with the hollows that they provide for shelter, and the loss of large timber on 
the ground which is also a particular source of shelter on the Cumberland Plain.  In the last 
couple of decades, the loss of ground shelter in particular has seen the widespread 
disappearance of common small mammals such as Bush Rats and Antechinus, as well as 
frogs and reptiles.  Structural vegetation change may particularly affect some bird species 
such as the Speckled Warbler and Finches, which like open grassy habitats.  Competition 
from overabundant native birds, such as Bell Miners, Noisy Miners, and a number of the 
parrot species can also have a detrimental effect on bird and arboreal mammal species. 
 
However, despite all this bad news, there are some reasons to be optimistic about the 
chances of reversing some of these declines.  
• Western Sydney is surrounded by large bushland areas with healthy fauna populations, 

and especially the Blue Mountains just to the west.  This provides a ready source of 
recolonisation by native species if the habitat qualities that they require can be restored.   

• In recent years, there have been a number of sightings of Koalas along South Creek and 
on the east side of the Nepean River, and the population around Campbelltown in south-
western Sydney shows that Koalas may be surprisingly resilient in an otherwise 
urbanised environment. 

• There are apparently healthy populations of Platypus in streams around the Cumberland 
Plain including recent sightings in Cattai Creek and the Platypus rescued from the 
Penrith Sewerage Treatment Plant. 

• There have been a recent sighting of Antechinus in Scheyville National Park, and 
evidence that Bush Rats may be recolonising Mulgoa Nature Reserve as well hanging 
on in Blacktown. 

• Over the past few years a program to enhance the habitat for micro-bats has involved 
the provision of artificial hollows through installation of bat-boxes. There has been good 
success with bats using these boxes, including recent signs of nursing mothers and their 
babies using these artificial hollows in good numbers. 

• The bat-boxes have also been colonised by Feather-Tailed Gliders in two locations, with 
early indications that this may be more than just a chance occurrence. 
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• Trials are also underway in the use of artificial ground shelter to enhance frog and reptile 
populations.  

• We are learning more all the time about the habitat requirements of our native fauna and 
there are early indications that some simple measures such as the provision of artificial 
tree hollows and reinstating ground shelter (especially fallen timber) may well lead to a 
relatively quick recovery of a number of species. 

There is no doubt however that a number of other species will continue to lead a precarious 
existence on the Cumberland Plain for some time to come as we learn much more about the 
ecological subtleties of managing Cumberland Plain ecosystems.  
 
 
 
RESPONSES FROM THE WORKSHOP DISCUSSIONS IN SMALL GROUPS  
Note: Some groups voted on what they thought were the most important issues 
 
Group 1 
 
Values  (what’s important to you about the ADI site/future Regional Park) 
• Natural (Conservation of natural values)  
• Emus and kangaroos 
• Recreation (Limited)  
• Unity of the Park 
Issues (threats): 
A. Urban sprawl (development) 
B. Humans 
C. Invasive weeds 
D. Non-native animals  
E. What happens if Lend Lease wants to develop more? 
F. Raising the floodplain 
G. Flooding in the Central Precinct 
H. Emus confined to creeks, will be affected by flooding (and potentially drown) 
I. Large groups of people in the site at once  
J. Limited size of protected areas 
K. Decline in numbers (ie of native animals?) 
L. Inbreeding, weakening the DNA of animals 
M. Roads that bring cars, rubbish and spread of invasive weeds 
Recommendations:  
1. Independent scientific vegetation mapping and ecological study (consultant approved 

by the community/Western Sydney Conservation Alliance)  
2. Concentrate recreation to specific areas 
3. Emus across 900 hectares  
4. Concentrate recreation to specific areas  
5. No recreation  
6. Connectivity with outside populations of fauna  
7. All reserves join together at some point to stop inbreeding 
8. Do not have roads dividing areas  
9. Safe passage ways for fauna 
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10. Effective and safe passages for animals under roads etc, so they can safely freely 
move between zones eg. high raised roads, under passes  

 
Group 2 
 
Values  (what’s important to you about the ADI site/future Regional Park) 
• Protection of Flora and Fauna (especially the protection of rare plants like Pimelea 

spicata, Grevillea juniperina. Has the Regent Honeyeater visited lately. They are rare 
now but I have heard that they visit the ADI site.)  

• Protect the emus and kangaroos 
• Biodiversity, connectivity and corridors 
Issues  (threats): 
A. Protecting all of the wildlife and fauna in the area, too many houses is killing them 
B. Sterilisation of wildlife  
C. Human/animal interactions.  
D. Fencing/connectivity between zones 
Recommendations:  
1. Don’t want it for people, want it for the animals 
2. Maintain current kangaroo and emu population in area  
3. Keep emus, roos and wildlife safe and not removed 
4. Maintain current wildlife population until the land reverts to NPWS management 
5. Minimum 100 emus on site at any one time  
6. Emus and roos able to roam across the site as needed 
7. Preserve the remaining woodland plain 
8. Huge contiguous area of flora and fauna habitat 
9. Wildlife - Maintain and increase diversity, emus/kangaroos 
10. Restrict public access to maintain integrity of wildlife  
11. Low activity of humans. eg passive recreation only 
12. Ongoing research and learnings for urban impact on conservation areas 
13. Restricted Access 
14. Ensure wildlife corridors are intact across the Regional Park. Underpasses, wildlife 

bridges. Connectivity with external wildlife corridors (most votes)  
15. Keep animals on site. Protect native plants. Protect emus and kangaroos. Sustaining 

viable populations of the flora and fauna known to have inhabited Cumberland Plain 
(most votes) 

16. Reclassify to National Park or Nature Reserve (most votes) 
17. Wildlife not a fenced zoo 
18. Management by NPWS to be established ASAP to ensure minimal disturbance  
19. Park’s patrolled continually (most votes) 
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Group 3 
 
Values  (what’s important to you about the ADI site/future Regional Park) 
 
Ecological  
• Biodiversity  
• Endangered species 
• Habitat potential 
• Protecting the endangered bushland, flora and fauna 
• Forms part of wildlife corridor 
• Retaining habitat and wildlife corridors  
• Healthy ecosystem of plants and animals 
• Wilderness area 
 
Education  
• Representative flora and fauna 
 
Aesthetic  
• Green space 
• Seeing emus and kangaroos over the back fence 
Issues (threats): 
A. If the area is opened up, people will feed and interfere with the macrofauna (most 

votes) 
B. Disturbance by building tracks, facilities, easements (most votes) 
C. Opening up access – more vulnerable to fire, rubbish, disturbance to ecosystems, 

firewood collecting (most votes) 
D. Once the Park is established, an increased community expectation to provide facilities 
E. Loving the Park to death (by having people go through it) (most votes) 
F. Safety, privacy, security for residents living next to ADI site 
G. Lack of research and unknown fungi and invertebrate species 
H. Delay in land transfer to NPWS (NPWS would have more control over protection) 
I. Uncontrolled access 
J. Trail bikes 
K. Arson 
L. Extra landfill creating water issues in the suburbs and flood areas that have been re-

zoned 
M. Emu welfare – lack of food, starvation, being moved into smaller areas 
N. The fenced areas are getting smaller 
O. Future climate change and impacts on animals in the reserve  
P. Weed invasion 
Recommendations:  
1. No public access. Redirect people to the many other parks and reserves in the area 
2. Public access should be avoided and the area fenced 
3. No people, leave it to nature 
4. No recreation 
5. Consult with a broader group of people (not just the neighbours), which includes the 
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representatives of the Traditional Darug owners (not only the Aboriginal Land 
Councils) 

6. Create underpasses and over road bridges for safe travel of fauna 
7. The site must be a Nature Reserve for conservation only, not a Regional Park 
8. Land to be transferred ASAP and retained as a nature reserve, to prevent damage  
9. The focus should be preservation or the site will be loved to death 
10. Baiting trapping program for feral animas  
11. Conserve, preserve, rehabilitate the native ecosystems from fungus to kangaroos, 

grass to gumtrees 
12. Hand back the land promised – without further work progressing 
13. Protect the land now – integrity of the land and animals  
14. Provide funding for weed control and bush regeneration 
15. Contiguity of the reserve  
16. No fire wood collecting 
 

Group 4 
 
Values  (what’s important to you about the ADI site/future Regional Park) 
 
Nature Conservation  
• Interaction with nature 
• Observation/protection of flora and fauna 
• Value of the Regional Park as part of a wildlife corridor 
• Protection of flora and fauna 
• Lungs of Western Sydney 
 
Recreation  
• Somewhere to walk about  
• See ducks crossing and kangaroos running around 
• Picnic places to enjoy with the kids 
• Seeing trees and nature 
 
Education  
• Educational value to children/community 
 
Heritage  
• Historic heritage 
• Indigenous heritage  
Issues (threats): 
A. Feral animals, weeds, fire  (most votes) 
B. Lack of Funding (most votes) 
C. Emus are victims   (most votes) 
D. Security/vandalism  (most votes) 
E. Lack of security: security cameras, signs and prosecutions   
F. Limitless population growth (everything has a limit except for this) 
G. More hard surfaces 
H. Hotter summers, climate change, bushfires 
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I. Potential financial constraints 
J. Lack of funding by national parks 
K. Dumping of grass cuttings and resultant weeds in Regional Park from Jordan Springs 

and Ropes Crossing house  
L. Allowance of too many exotic plants into the new housing estates attracts non-native 

species 
M. Introduction of bad non-indigenous landscaping plants (eg Nurragingy – a non-native 

plant that is present despite it being on Council’s invasive weeds list)  
N. Filling of the floodplain in Central Precinct 
O. Firearms 
P. Trail bikes 
Q. Illegal rubbish dumping 
R. Domestic animals from new housing estates 
S. Threats to wildlife from feral cats and dogs  
T. Vandalism/destruction of flora and fauna 
U. Binding legal agreement limits ability to address future induced threats  
V. Hypocrisy of Penrith Council’s motto “Sustainable Penrith” 
Recommendations:  
1. Remove weeds 
2. Plant natives 
3. Education (general community) 
4. Education specifically tailored to schools around ADI site 
5. Regulated entrance into the Park (security) 
6. Remove emus until the area is properly secured (animal welfare). Return all animals 

when secured. 
Additional point: ‘Become a Nature Reserve’ – this point was raised in the group 
discussion however it was generally agreed by the group that although a valid point, it 
didn’t directly relate to the questions discussed.  
 
Group 5:  
A separate poster of text and pictures was prepared by two of the participants at the 
workshop. They are young adults who have grown up living next to the ADI site.  
 
Values and threats: 
“The youth know best. The future.  
Emus like living alone? Leave them alone.  
Houses are ugly. Nature is beautiful.  
Save my emu friend ‘Pancake’ 
We must save the Pimelea spicata, Grevillea juniperina, rare plants of Western Sydney.  
Don’t take wildlife. Are emus important to the ecosystem? Yes! 
How long until people try to get rid of the kangaroos? Emus are a catalyst to entire 
destruction. We shouldn’t get the power.  
Where else can we see emus in their natural habitat? 
(Picture of emu) ‘This is my home. It’s not yours to tamper with’ 
Sydney doesn’t have emus. We are unique. No one wants to visit Penrith/Western Suburbs 
anymore. ADI is a huge importance to preserve, the best parts of Penrith. Taking away emus 
is taking away the excitement of Penrith.  
Younger generations have grown up with the emus. They are a part of our lives.” 
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Recommendations: 
“More community input 
More security – keeps out ferals, protects fences, cool guys.  
A limit of the amount of tradies and vehicles.  
 
 

WORKSHOP WRAP UP AND THE NEXT STEPS   

The National Parks and Wildlife Service advised that: 
 
• Agreement has been reached by all parties to establish an executive level group 

consisting of the Office of the Environment and Heritage, Lend Lease and the 
Department of Planning and Infrastructure to map out an accelerated works program and 
timeframe to expedite the transfer of the Regional Park from Lend Lease to NPWS; 

• NPWS would engage a University to undertake a doctoral research project to provide 
recommendations on the emu carrying capacity of the Regional Park and associated 
management prescriptions for the emus; and  

• There will be an opportunity for members of the community to tour the site in the near 
future (bus tour scheduled for March, bookings would be required). Lend Lease has 
agreed verbally to provide access into the ADI site for the tour.  

• The two emus that were translocated to the emu farm in Wyee are not to be harmed or 
killed (as per a condition in the licence granted by NPWS), and the two emus will not be 
returned to the ADI site. No further emus will be removed from the ADI site, subject to 
health and welfare. 

 
-------------------------------------------------- 
 
The RSPCA confirmed that: 
 
• They are already involved with the issues and investigations regarding the macrofauna  
• They are already working in liaison with NPWS 
 
The National Parks and Wildlife Service made a commitment to do the following: 
 
• Ask Department of Planning to update their website and include the Appendices of the St 

Marys Development Agreement. 
• Ask Department of Planning to write to Lend Lease to formalise the establishment of the 

Project Control Group.  
• Organise a bus tour for community members to visit the ADI site, scheduled for March 

2014. All workshop participants who have provided contact details will be invited.  
• Collate and circulate the responses from this community workshop for review by the  

participants.  
• Communicate back to the Minister regarding the outcomes and community desires 

expressed at this workshop. 
• Distribute a colour newsletter summarising the main outcomes of this workshop. 
• Update the community on the progress of the land transfer Project Control Group. 
 
 
 

End ------------------------------------- 
 
 
 
 


